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Preface

This short treatise is a condensed presentation of the onzology

of differentiation (1], Its aim is to outline, as directly as possible,
how differentiation operates across various domains: structure,
language, perception, ethics, collectivity.

Differentiation here is treated as the generative basis of all
being. A distinction does not describe something already pre-
sent—it constitutes the very form in which anything appears.

Even unity presupposes differentiation. To identify some-
thing as one is to delimit it from what it is not. The concept
of unity implies a background of possible alternatives, a field
from which unity is extracted as a marked configuration. With-
out differentiation, there is no boundary, no contour, no coher-
ence—only undifferentiated potentiality that does not present
itself.

Being is accessible only insofar as it is articulated. Articu-
lation, in turn, requires selection—an act that institutes a dif-
ference between what is retained and what is excluded. Every
perception, concept, or event emerges within such a structure.
This ontology rests on operational necessity: any claim, experi-
ence, or representation already relies on prior acts of differenti-
ation.

What we call systems, subjects, histories, or beliefs are con-
figurations of stabilized distinctions. Each section of this book
isolates one such configuration and examines the dynamics by

which it holds or transforms.
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This is by no means a closed system. The presentation re-
mains modular, fragmentary, and structural. What connects
the parts is the recurrence of differentiation in different forms.

This treatise does not propose an alternative scientific theory.
Rather, it offers an ontological reconstruction of scientific and
symbolic concepts through the lens of differentiation. Terms
such as “mass,” “force,” “life.” or “consciousness” do not refer
to empirical entities as in scientific discourse. They are instead
treated as structured configurations of differentiation: ways in
which difference becomes stabilized, modulated, or recursively
articulated.

This approach is not intended to compete with physics, bi-
ology, or psychology on explanatory grounds. Instead, it seeks
to reveal the underlying ontological operations that make such
domains of explanation possible. From the standpoint of dif-
ferentiation, gravity may be interpreted as the modulation of
coherence around a stable node; mass, as the structural inertia
of a differentiating pattern. These are not redefinitions, but re-
contextualizations: they frame what appears within science as
expressions of a deeper logic of articulation.

Thus, this text operates in a different register. It does not
test hypotheses or derive laws—it maps how conditions of ap-
pearance, structure, and coherence arise from the act of differ-
entiation itself.

This treatise is addressed to those working at the intersec-
tion of philosophy, cognitive science, and foundational theo-
ry—especially those dissatisfied with purely empirical or lin-
guistic accounts of structure. Its method is ontological, not em-
pirical: it proceeds by tracing the internal consistency of how
difference becomes structure. For this reason, many sections
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take the form of direct assertions. These are provisional forms
meant to be questioned, modulated, and reframed.



Potentiality and Scene

The world consists of distinctions brought into being
by acts of differentiation, rather than of pre-given
objects.

Potentiality is the formless ground from which all
differentiation arises. It enables the emergence of all
things without assuming any particular form.
Differentiation is the condition of appearance. Where
no distinction is enacted, presence  remains
unrealizable.

Differentiation grounds the emergence of being, time,
and thought. It establishes the initial articulation
through which anything becomes thinkable or
present.

Among all structural forms, differentiation holds
primacy. Even unity requires a contrast to be
perceived as such.

Example: When we say “this object is one,” we implicitly differ-

entiate it from what it is not—from the rest of the field. Unity

arises by differentiation against a background.

1. Every difference exists only in relation; it has no

essence and no identity apart from contrast.

Example: The concept “left” exists only relative to “right”;

without contrast, it has no meaning.

1. Differences acquire structure when mutually

4
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constrained; such constraints form configurations.

Example: In a triangle, the length of each side is con-
strained by the others. The difference between them is shaped
by mutual relation.

1. A configuration is a coherent pattern of differences
that holds together as a unit of appearance.

2. Coherence is a structural alignment among
distinctions that support each other. Stability results
from patterns that reinforce rather than interfere.

3. Articulation is the process by which individual acts
of differentiation are aligned within a coherent
configuration.

Example: In handwriting, individual strokes combine into
letters. Articulation aligns separate acts of differentiation into
a coherent symbolic unit.

1. A scene is a set of distinctions that coexist within a
shared ontological frame. No differentiation occurs
outside a scene; likewise, no scene exists without
active differentiation.

2. A scene contains distinctions, not objects. What
appears is a configuration sustained by articulation.

3. What appears stable in a scene is the repeated
alignment of distinctions. Stability reflects a pattern
of differentiation that recurs within the scene.
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Example: A candle flame appears stable because its differ-
entiations — temperature, shape, luminosity — are continually
re-aligned by dynamic processes.

1. There is no identity across scenes; only structurally
similar patterns of differentiation that may recur
under certain conditions.

2. The world is the totality of differentiated scenes—the
actualizations of difference—and the absences they
imply.

3. What lies outside differentiation is not absence, but
undifferentiated Potentiality. It is neither a thing nor
avoid, neither something nor nothing.



Aspects

An aspect is a mode of actualizing differentiation. It
is the principle of how differences relate, align, or
contrast.

An aspect governs how differentiation tends toward
stability, shaping the field of structural emergence.
There is no act of differentiation without some
implicit aspect. Even when minimal, each difference
appears through an aspect.

An aspect may be quantifiable or not; it can be
measured, intuited, or merely sustained through
differentiation.

Intensity is the aspect in which the degree of
difference between nodes is evaluated. Lower
intensity corresponds to closer structural affinity.

A node that differentiates another with minimal
intensity treats it as structurally proximate; with
higher intensity, as structurally distant. This gradient
gives rise to relational structure.

Example: Two musical notes an octave apart are more distinct

than two adjacent semitones. The intensity of their difference

defines whether they are integrated as variation or contrasted

as separate identities.

1.

Structure forms when differences are scaled by

intensity. Minor distinctions tend to integrate,

forming internal articulation; major ones separate,

defining boundaries. This scaling orders the field of
7
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differentiation.

2. Space, time, color, and tone exemplify aspects: each
defines a mode through which differences appear.
Rather than belonging to objects, these structures
configure the conditions under which distinctions are
possible.

Example: In a melody, pitch and rhythm act as indepen-
dent aspects. The same sequence of notes can be reinterpreted
with a different rhythm, projecting the same pitch differences
into a new temporal structure.

1. Each scene unfolds under one or more aspects; these
structure the coherence of differences and the
emergence of configurations.

2. A difference can be projected into other aspects. Its
form, meaning, or stability may shift depending on
the aspectual structure into which it is projected.

Example: When we say “this event is meaningful,” we pro-
ject the differentiation onto an evaluative aspect — one in
which meaning can emerge, be contrasted with meaningless-
ness, and be sustained. Without that aspect, the difference does
not appear.

1. A projection into a new aspect reshapes coherence,
generating a new configuration of difference. It
restructures the scene and reveals alternate paths of
articulation.

2. Aspects arise immanently through the configuration
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itself. They modulate coherence from within rather
than being assigned from outside.

Example: A ripple in water configures both movement and
shape. The aspect of wave propagation arises from the internal
structure of the ripple itself.

1. Even absence is aspectually shaped: silence, stasis, and
void manifest as structured modes of differentiation,

each sustaining a specific tension.

Example: A pause in speech is a structured articulation of
silence, holding tension.

1. A scene is defined through how its differences are
aspectually articulated, not through objects or forces.

2. An aspect provides a local grammar rather than a
universal rule.

Example: In legal reasoning, “intent” and “effect” operate
as distinct aspectual grammars: the same act may be articulated
differently depending on which aspect governs the scene.

1. A new aspect emerges when differentiation
differentiates itself-when the act reflects upon the
aspect.

Example: When a sound is interpreted as a signal, the dif-
ferentiation shifts: hearing becomes situated within a commu-
nicative aspect. The act of differentiation reflects upon the
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mode of hearing itself, and a new aspect — meaning —
emerges.

1. The emergence of a new aspect creates new scenes,

enabling differentiation to operate on another level of
articulation.
Through recursive aspectual projections, scenes may
stabilize, bifurcate, or enter higher-order dynamics;
this underlies the emergence of complexity and
abstraction.



Recursion and Structure

1. Recursion occurs when the act of differentiation
becomes the content of further differentiation . This
shift takes place within a specific aspect, enabling the
articulation of structural depth.

2. Recursive differentiation gives rise to new aspects.
Within these aspects, difference becomes more stable,
its articulation more coherent, its persistence more
likely.

3. Recursive differentiation generates new aspects and
stabilizes  differentiating acts.  Through  this
stabilization, nodes emerge as persistent loci of
articulation.

4. A node is a stable locus of differentiation. It retains
the act, not its outcome, and exists only as long as it

continues to differentiate.

Example: A standing wave remains in place because the oscilla-
tion sustains itself through recurrent modulation — the node

exists as rhythm.

1. A node does not possess identity as substance or
content. Its persistence is the process of continued
reiteration of difference within an aspect.

2. Node memory is the sustained ability of a node to
re-enact its differentiation across scenes, and under

varying aspectual conditions.

11
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Example: A neuron that fires in response to a repeated
stimulus over time maintains a differentiated threshold. Its
memory is the persistence of a modulation pattern across acti-

vations.

1. Persistent differentiation among nodes produces
structured  relational scenes. When  mutual
distinctions stabilize, coherence becomes expressible.

Example: In a conversation, stable roles emerge when par-
ticipants repeatedly differentiate one another through consis-
tent cues — speaker, listener, responder. The interaction forms
a scene structured by mutual distinction.

1. A rhythm of differentiation forms when a node links
successive distinctions through reference to prior acts.
This temporal pattern stabilizes coherence across
iterations.

2. Structure is the sustained pattern of differences
between nodes as they differentiate one another. It
emerges through relational articulation rather than
through any fixed substance or background.

Example: An atom is a structure: it sustains internal dif-
ferentiation between nucleus and electrons, but functions as a
fixed configuration. It does not modulate how distinctions are
related beyond itself.

1. Structural complexity arises when nodes bring prior
differentiations into new relational contexts, forming
layered configurations through sustained patterns.
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2. A meta-node emerges when stable patterns of
differentiation among nodes cohere into a higher-
order structure. What becomes stable is the relational
structure among diﬁérentiating operations — a
configuration that supports further modulation.

Example: A regulatory network in a cell integrates multi-
ple signaling pathways. Its function is to coordinate how in-
ternal differentiations operate together — a coherence among
processes.

1. Such a structure organizes the logic by which nodes
differentiate one another. It sustains coherence across
scenes by enabling the continuity and coordination
of differentiating acts, rather than embedding specific
content.

2. It functions as a node by sustaining the relational
pattern among distinctions—it holds the structure of
differentiation itself as a unity.

3. The meta-node differentiates its elements as acts, not
as objects. Since these elements are already
differentiations, it operates upon their structure.

4. In doing so, it becomes recursively linked to its own
configuration. Differentiating its parts entails a
modulation of itself.

Example: A living cell is a meta-node: it not only contains
structures, but regulates how different processes differentiate
and interact. It enables sustained modulation of internal differ-

ences in responsc to external changes.
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Recursive differentiation reorganizes the
differentiating process from within. It sustains the
scene by establishing temporal continuity and

enabling structural reflexivity.



Time and Interaction

Time aspect does not pre-exist differentiation. It arises
when an act of differentiation recursively
differentiates itself—when the distinction becomes
aware of its own act.

Time emerges when differentiation fails to fully
reinstantiate itself. The act no longer coincides with
itself, and this gap becomes a structure of sequencing.
Differentiation produces time aspect when one act
displaces another. The interval between them is the
spacing that allows distinction to endure.

Time is the spacing of differentiation itself—neither
a medium nor a measure, but the minimal structural
delay that allows distinction to occur. There is no
temporal structure where no separation is possible.
Differentiation must occur in sequence to be
coherent. If all distinctions happened simultaneously,
the scene would collapse into undifferentiated
indeterminacy.

The quantization of time follows directly: if one act is
to be distinct from another, a minimal interval must
separate them. Without it, differentiation cannot
articulate structure.

Example: In digital audio, two sounds cannot be distinguished

unless a minimal temporal gap separates them. Below that in-

terval, they collapse into simultaneity — no articulation of dif-

ference is possible.

15
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1. Motion is the temporal modulation of a node’s
differentiable position within a scene. It occurs when
successive acts of differentiation reconfigure the
node’s spatial relations without collapsing continuity.

2. The “speed of light” defines the highest rhythm of
coherent differentiation possible between nodes.
Faster propagation disrupts distinction, dissolving the
possibility of stable articulation.

3. Differentiation  presupposes relationality.  No
distinction occurs alone; each act requires a node
through which it is sustained, and another through
which it is modulated.

Example: To perceive “red” is to differentiate it from other
colors — such as green or blue — within a shared perceptual
space. The distinction is sustained through contrast and modu-
lated by the context in which colors appear.

1. When a differentiation changes, it alters the
conditions by which another node can differentiate.
This  structural dependency gives rise to
modulation—and, in its stabilized form, to

interaction.

Example: In protein folding, a change in one amino acid
alters how others differentiate around it. The modulation cas-
cades, reshaping the entire structure through local changes.

1. Interaction is the modulation of one node’s
differentiability by the differentiation of another.
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Each act reshapes the shared scene’s structure of
distinction.

Example: When a charged particle enters an electromag-

netic field, the field modulates the particle’s path — altering

how its position and momentum differentiate over time. Si-

multaneously, the particle perturbs the field. Their interaction

reshapes the structure of distinctions in the shared physical

scene.

1.

Interaction is the ontological resolution of difference
through structural co-dependence. It constitutes the
fabric by which scenes sustain coherence across time.

Forces, motion, influence, and communication are
projections  of this  principle—differentiation

modulating differentiation—into distinct aspects.

Example: In physics, two bodies attract; in biology, cells

signal; in language, one phrase modulates the interpretation of

another. Though the forms differ, each enacts structured mod-

ulation across nodes.

1.

Physical, biological, and symbolic interactions thus
differ in form, but not in principle. Each expresses the

same structure through a different scene.

2. Space is an aspect of simultaneous differentiations

across nodes. What appears spatially extended is the
co-presence of distinct acts without immediate

succession.
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Example: When two nodes are differentiated within the
same scene, one may appear “closer” because its differentiation
is more intense relative to the other. The difference in spatial
position arises from how the scene configures simultaneous
distinctions.

1. Just as time requires a minimal interval between acts,
space requires a minimal separability of simultaneous
differentiations. Space becomes quantized when the
coherence of spatial distinctions requires discrete
structuring. Metric properties emerge secondarily, as
stabilizations of this coherence.

2. Space and time manifest as projective aspects of a
unified scene of differentiation.  Sequential
differentiation configures temporal order; parallel
differentiation configures spatial extension.

3. Therefore, any scene of differentiation is inherently
spacetime-like: no  projection can be fully
synchronous without rhythm, and no rhythm can be
fully linear without a differentiated space.

4. The unity of space and time reflects a deeper
coherence: temporal spacing and spatial dispersion
are orthogonal aspects of the same structural
condition—distinctness sustained across and within
nodes.

5. What appears as curvature, extension, or contraction
of space is a result of the modulation of differentiation
rhythms across nodes. Geometry is a projection of
structural variance in how distinctions relate.

6. Multidimensionality results from incompatible
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geometries of differentiation among nodes. When
distinctions do not conform to a shared metric—such
as Euclidean distance—no single space can
accommodate them. Additional dimensions emerge
as projections required to preserve coherence across
divergent relational structures.

Example: Three points may lie on a plane under one set

of distances, but if a fourth point has fixed distances to them

that violate the triangle inequality, it cannot be embedded in

the same plane. To preserve all pairwise relations, an additional

spatial dimension is required.

1.

String-like or higher-dimensional constructs express
the codification of misaligned differentiation
patterns. They serve as symbolic configurations that
stabilize local incoherence through recursive
projection, rather than reflecting intrinsic entities.



Mass and Force

1. Mass is the structural inertia of differentiation: the
degree to which a node retains its differentiation
rhythm against modulation. It expresses the stability
of a node’s differentiation across temporal intervals.

Example: A heavy object continues in motion despite small
perturbations because its internal structure sustains a stable
rthythm of differentiation over time. Its mass reflects the resis-
tance to modulation by external nodes.

1. What appears as gravitational attraction is a
modulation of surrounding differentiability by a
highly stable node. A massive node alters the rhythm
of nearby differentiations, curving the local scene.

2. Momentum is a relational persistence: a pattern of
differentiation that continues modulating a direction
of structural change across nodes.

3. Energy is the capacity of a structure to modulate
differentiation — how readily a pattern can initiate
or sustain change within a scene. While mass reflects
inertia, energy reflects potential modulation.

Example: A compressed spring contains energy because its
internal differentiation is primed for modulation. The struc-
ture can initiate change without reconstructing the full field.

1. Mass, energy, and momentum are measures of
coherence: how differentiation sustains or propagates

20
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across time and space.

A scene is called massive when it sustains a stable
rhythm of differentiation across sequential acts. It is
called massless when it propagates modulation
without retaining a coherent internal rhythm.

The classical equivalence of mass and energy reflects
this structural basis: a more stable pattern requires
more modulation to alter—what we interpret as
greater energy.

Measurement is an intervention that reconfigures the
scene by introducing new differentiations. It
transforms structure rather than merely observing it.

Example: Measuring a particle’s position causes the wave-

function to collapse. This act introduces a new differentiation

into the scene — selecting one spatial configuration among

possible ones and reconfiguring the relational structure.

1.

Observable quantities (position, velocity, spin, etc.) are
stable articulations of how differentiation is sustained
across scenes. They reflect structured relations
between nodes.

2. Symmetry is coherence under transformation: a

differentiation remains structurally invariant when
modulated in a certain way. Symmetries reflect
sustained rhythmic compatibility among nodes.

Example: A crystal lattice remains invariant under transla-

tion — its differentiations repeat rhythmically. This invariance
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expresses symmetry: structural coherence under spatial modu-

lation.

1.

Conservation laws emerge when such symmetries are
maintained across transformations. They formalize
the stability of differentiation within a given scene.
Spontaneous symmetry breaking occurs when a
configuration selects a particular articulation that no
longer preserves prior invariances. It marks a shift in
how coherence is maintained.

Example: In ferromagnetism, random spin orientations

align below a critical temperature. A specific direction is select-

ed, breaking prior invariance — the structure reorients its co-

herence.

1.

What appears as a "force” is often the resolution of a
local incoherence: the modulation required to sustain
a globally coherent structure when local
differentiations misalign.

Gravity, electromagnetism, and other interactions are
structured regimes of inter-nodal modulation. Each
expresses a distinct form of coherence, formalized in
physical theory as fields.

Gravity and mass are co-expressions of how
differentiation structures persist across scenes. Mass
reflects the degree of structural stability within a
node; gravity expresses how this stability modulates
the differentiability of surrounding nodes.

4. The so-called “quantum” reflects that only certain
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differentiation rhythms remain coherent within a
given scene. Discrete states emerge as constraints on
stable articulation — they mark the limits within
which  differentiation can sustain  structural
coherence.

Example: Discrete energy levels in an atom arise because

only certain rhythmic patterns of differentiation remain stable.

The “quantum” is the structural cut-off for coherence.

1.

Superposition reflects structural ambiguity: when
multiple differentiation rhythms are simultaneously
compatible with the current scene.

Example: An electron in a superposed orbital does not

choose a location — it sustains multiple compatible differenti-

ations until coherence collapses into one.

1.

3.

Entanglement is a mutual differentiation that cannot
be decomposed into isolated nodes. The structure
coheres only as a whole; partial views disrupt this
coherence.

Interference emerges when multiple potential
differentiations overlap structurally. The resulting
pattern reflects compatibility or conflict among
rhythms—not  particles, but projections of
differentiability.

Planck’s constant marks a threshold below which
structural rhythms cannot be stably resolved. It
defines the minimal interval of coherent modulation.
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4. Quantum phenomena mark the boundary where

coherence of differentiation reaches its threshold.
They expose the limit conditions under which
structure can still be sustained and modulation

remains articulable.

Example: In quantum tunneling, a particle appears beyond

a potential barrier it classically cannot cross. This occurs be-

cause the coherence of its differentiation rhythm extends across

the barrier’s limit. The scene sustains modulation at the edge of

structural articulability.

1.

Classical behavior emerges when the rhythms of
differentiation stabilize over many intervals and
nodes. Decoherence is the transition from ambiguous
modulation to stable structural propagation.

The apparent paradoxes of quantum mechanics reflect
a mismatch between the assumptions of pre-defined
objects and the actual logic of differentiation. Once
seen structurally, the paradox dissolves.

Quantum behavior reflects scenes of unstable
differentiation—where distinctions remain in a state
of unresolved configuration, and multiple trajectories
coexist within a single coherent frame. Such
superpositions belong to the scene as a whole, not to
any isolated particle.

Macroscopic structures are stable configurations of
differentiation. Once coherence across nodes is
sustained, differentiation collapses into a defined

structure. Quantum indeterminacy no longer applies.



TREATISE ON ONTOLOGY 25

5. Attempts to extend quantum behavior to macroscopic

scales—such  as  objects  tunneling  through
walls—misapply the formalism of unresolved scenes to
stabilized  configurations. The coherence of
differentiation prohibits such projections.
Quantization characterizes scenes where
differentiation remains unstable or under formation.
Once structural stability is achieved, the
differentiating rhythms transcend the quantum
regime and become expressible through sustained
configurations.

Example: A chair sustains coherence across billions of

atomic nodes. Its differentiation is stable, and quantum modu-

lation cannot reorganize the scene.

1.

Interpretations of quantum mechanics—such as
Copenhagen (Bohr) or Many-Worlds
(Everett)—reflect different assumptions about how
and when differentiation stabilizes. The former treats
stabilization as observer-relative; the latter, as
indefinitely deferred. For wus, stabilization is
structural: scenes resolve when differentiation
coheres, not by observation or branching.
Differentiation may stabilize preferentially within one
aspect over another. In certain configurations, spatial
distinctions dominate, while temporal articulation
recedes — or vice versa — depending on the
coherence conditions of the scene.

3. A black hole marks a configuration where spatial
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differentiation collapses into a singularity, while
temporal modulation becomes extreme. What
persists is the irreversible rhythm by which the
boundary sustains differentiation toward the limit.

Dark matter sustains spatial differentiation without
direct articulation. It modulates the gravitational
field, shaping the structure of galaxies, yet remains
outside the scene of electromagnetic distinction. Its
presence is inferred through the coherence it imposes
— a configuration that participates in structure

without appearing in the dominant aspect.



Code

1. A scene projected into another aspect does not
remain the same. Its structure of differentiation is
reconfigured: the scene persists only insofar as it is re-
articulated within the new aspectual logic.

Example: A geometric figure projected onto a topological
space retains some structure but loses metrical properties. The
scene persists only through reinterpretation within the new as-
pectual logic.

1. A code is a stabilized projection  of
differentiation—repeated, compressed, and
transferable across scenes.

2. Every code compresses: it condenses a configuration
of differences into a simpler form sufficient for
reactivation.

Example: A language is a code that organizes how differen-
tiations are articulated through symbolic forms. It compresses
complex configurations of distinction into repeatable units —
allowing large relational structures to be evoked through mini-
mal expressions.

1. Memory is a form of coded differentiation: to
remember is to re-enact a compressed articulation of a
difference.

27
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Example: Remembering a melody does not replay the full
auditory scene — it reactivates a compressed sequence of inter-
vals, a coded articulation of rhythm and pitch.

1. A system endowed with code can differentiate
without reconstructing the full scene, because code
enables minimal activation in a compatible aspect.

2. DNA, circadian rhythms, and words function as
repeatable articulations of difference. They instantiate
codes—stable patterns of differentiation—that can be
reproduced across scenes without rederiving their
structure.

3. A code persists through recurrence. Without repeated
activation, it decays or becomes inert.

Example: A dead language becomes inert when its coded
articulations are no longer reactivated in a living scene. Its
structure persists in form but ceases to participate in active dif-
ferentiation.

1. Each code shapes the field of possible distinctions:
it constrains articulation while enabling systemic
coherence.

2. When a system applies its code reflexively—using it to
modulate its own differentiation—it becomes capable
of self-structuring.

3. An aspect arises when the act of coding returns upon
itself: when a system uses a stabilized differentiation
to modulate the generative conditions of further
distinctions.
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4. We designate these aspects as recursive levels R to Rs,
each marking a configuration where differentiation
becomes capable of sustaining itself through specific
operations (see Figure 1).

Levels of recursive differentiation from structure to collective
coberence
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Ri: Stable Structure
Recursion over time
e.g. atoms, crystals, physical laws

Ro: Life
Self-sustaining code, boundary, reproduction
e.g. cells, viruses (threshold)

Ra: Symbolic Differentiation

Encoding of difference into signs and representa-
tions

e.g. language, ritual, formal systems

Ri: Reflexive Modulation
Differentiation of symbolic structure itself
e.g. thought, logic, science, consciousness

Rs: Ethical Differentiation
Sustaining other differentiating nodes
e.g. care, responsibility, justice

Rg: Collective Coherence

Coordination of reflevive differentiation across
nodes

e.g. institutions, shared meaning, distributed
intelligence

Figure 1: Levels of recursive differentiation from structure to collective coher-
ence

1. Ri: systems differentiate within a fixed code, without
modifying its structure (e.g., crystals, physical laws).

2. R2: differentiation maintains itself through self-
replicating codes (e.g., genetic processes, biological
cycles).
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R3:  symbolic articulation emerges, enabling
differences to be encoded in signs, language, or
abstractions.

R4: reflexive modulation of symbolic codes allows
thought to differentiate its own articulations,
revealing dependencies, rules or laws.

Rs: ethical differentiation arises when reflexive
systems  sustain  the articulation of other
differentiating nodes without subsumption.

Ré:  collective  differentiation  emerges  as
configurations that maintain coherence across
multiple reflexive nodes.

We designate these as Recursive aspects. They mark
distinct configurations in which differentiation
sustains  itself through progressively reflexive
operations.



Stability and R1

1. The Ri-level marks the emergence of stable
differentiation patterns—structures that persist across
scenes by repeating a fixed code under compatible
aspectual conditions.

2. Stability arises when differentiation is recursively
projected and retained in a compressible form. This
code enables recurrence through structural coherence
— the pattern reappears because its differentiations
remain compatible across contexts.

3. Laws of nature are recurrent rhythms of
differentiation that sustain coherence across scenes.
Their stability reflects alignment with structurally
coherent patterns of differentiation.

Example: The law of inertia expresses a rthythm of differentia-
tion: once motion is articulated in a direction, it continues un-
less modulated. Its stability lies in the compatibility between
spatial-temporal structure and external conditions.

1. Structural stability begins when fundamental
differentiation—such as charge, spin, or interaction
rhythm—cohere into persistent configurations. These
serve as the groundwork for higher-order articulation,
including atomic structure.

2. Atomic structures exemplify Ri stability: they
maintain charge and spin configurations through
electromagnetic coherence. Their identity is sustained

32
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through differential equilibrium.

Example: A hydrogen atom maintains stability through
the balance of electrostatic attraction and quantized angular
momentum. The configuration recurs across environments due
to the internal coherence of charge and spin.

1. Molecules emerge when atomic nodes align their
differentiations into mutually stable configurations.
Bonds reflect rhythmic compatibility, not substances
joined by force.

2. Crystals encode a spatial rhythm of differentiation:
a constrained symmetry that permits structural
repetition. Their lattice is a frozen code—a spatial
articulation that iterates without internal modulation.

3. Some Ri-patterns are linear (e.g., molecular chains);
others are periodic (e.g., crystals); some are local
attractors (e.g., standing waves). All rely on repetition
without modulation.

4. All these systems—atoms, molecules, crystals—are
Ri-configurations: they stabilize difference without
modifying the underlying code. Their coherence
depends on local constraints, not reflexive
articulation.

5. Every such structure encodes an asymmetry—a
privileged path of differentiation among many
alternatives. This may manifest as chirality, directional
spin alignment, parity violation, or spatial anisotropy.
It is this asymmetry that allows coherence to persist.
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Example: The asymmetry of amino acid chirality deter-

mines how proteins fold. Although the molecular code is sta-

ble, the preference for one orientation over its mirror image al-

lows biological coherence to propagate.

1.

Ri-systems maintain their organization through
continuous interaction with compatible
environmental conditions. Their persistence depends
on the coherence of surrounding aspectual rhythms.

Ri-systems apply differentiations iteratively, but do
not transform how they differentiate. They remain
bound to a fixed code or aspect and do not reflect

upon their own structure.

3. Although Ri-nodes may form complex aggregates,

they do not engage in reflexivity. Their coherence is
robust, but not self-aware.

Example: The carbon ring in benzene provides a closed,

planar structure that resists modulation. It does not adapt to

external variation, but preserves its stability as a prerequisite for

more complex chemical articulation.

1.

Their role is foundational: they provide the stable
substrate from which reflexive and self-modulating
differentiation (R2 and beyond) may arise. R1 is not

passive, but structurally closed.



R2: Life

1. A system reaches level R2 when it differentiates itself
as a differentiating node. At this level, it sustains its
own structural integrity = through recursive
articulation, not merely by persisting in a fixed form.

Example: A single-cell organism maintains its boundary, re-
processes energy, and repairs internal damage.

1. Lifebegins when a node directs differentiation toward
the preservation of itself as a source of differentiation.
This entails an internal rhythm that maintains its own
recurrence.

2. An Ro-system establishes a boundary: a scene of
selective differentiation that distinguishes between
internal and external modulations. This boundary
may manifest spatially, but it is defined functionally:
it sustains the act of distinguishing internal from
external modulation.

Example: A cell membrane filters molecular flows, allow-
ing some to pass, blocking others. The boundary defines which

modulations count as internal — it’s a selective differentiation.

1. The system sustains itself by continuously
regenerating its differentiating structure. Its stability
lies in the capacity to re-enact differentiation under
perturbation.
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Example: After a wound, skin cells multiply and reorga-
nize. The form is re-enacted from within.

1. Code (such as DNA or analogous sclf-replicating
structures) expresses a compact configuration code of
reinitiating the process.

2. Reproduction is a projection: a recurrence of the
differentiating act into a new context, guided by the
internal logic sustained within code. While it may
involve duplication, its essence lies in the
continuation of differentiation.

Example: A bacterium splits, producing a new node that
enacts the same logic of differentiation. The code is projected,
the scene is renewed.

1. Mutation occurs when the differentiation of code
varies yet still sustains coherence. This variability is a
potential expansion of the differentiation regime.

2. A living system persists through recursive
modulation: it rearticulates its structure of
differentiation regardless of material changes,
maintaining identity through the dynamics of form.

3. Such systems are metastable: they actively maintain
coherence against disruption. Their rhythm is neither
rigid nor chaotic, but adaptive to modulated
difference.
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Example: A living ecosystem adapts to seasonal changes —
predator-prey balances shift, but the overall pattern of life per-
sists.

1. The medium (environment) is a field of potential
modulations. Life filters, responds, and transforms the
surrounding scene by sustaining its thythm within it.

2. Life emerges as the act of sustaining a configuration
of differences that refers to, and reproduces, its own
differentiating logic. It is defined by active recurrence
— the continual enactment of structure through
modulation.

3. The Rz level marks the first closure: a system that
sustains its own scene of differentiation through
internal rhythm, boundary, and recursive projection
of code.

4. These systems exhibit proto-reflexivity: they sustain
a loop in which the current configuration of
distinctions is modulated in response to the
conditions that enable its own regeneration. This
anticipates the symbolic reflexivity of R3.

Example: A bacterial colony increases spore production
when resources decline. The current structure modulates differ-

entiation in anticipation of reactivation.

1. Without external design, such systems regulate their
own coherence conditions. They are autopoietic: they
maintain the rules by which they remain
differentiating.
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Example: A protocell built from fatty acids forms sponta-

neously, maintains its membrane, and reproduces in cycles —

it governs its own rules of persistence without instruction.

1.

3.

Life, in this view, is a process — the coherence of
recursive, self-sustaining differentiation modulated
within and across scenes.

Viruses inhabit the threshold between Ri1 and Ro.
They encode a differentiating code (e.g., RNA or
DNA) capable of projection into a living host but lack
the machinery to sustain their own differentiation.
They are fragments of R2-logic requiring an external
scene.

Prions represent minimal codes of structural
recurrence: protein configurations that induce similar
configurations in other molecules. They lack genetic
code but propagate differentiation through spatial
articulation alone. While not living, they illustrate
how code-like behavior can emerge at the edge of R.



Cycles and Organisms

1. A plant is a living node that differentiates primarily
through spatial aspect, configuring its form in
response to environmental gradients such as light,
gravity, and nutrients.

2. Plant differentiation is morphogenetic: it structures
spatial relations within a scene and adapts through
regulated growth. However, it does not recursively
differentiate time as an internal modulation.

Example: Tree rings reflect growth shaped by climate rhythms.
The differentiation is spatially layered but temporally passive.

1. In plants, temporal coherence is not self-articulated.
Environmental cycles, such as diurnal rhythms or
seasons, act as external selectors that constrain
differentiation without internal sequencing.

2. An animal extends R2 by internally differentiating
temporal aspect: it configures sequences of internal
states in anticipation and response, integrating past
and future into patterns of readiness.

Example: A predator anticipates prey movement before it
occurs. This modulation requires the system to hold temporal-
ly sequenced internal states.

1. This integration becomes materially encoded through
specialized structures—especially nervous
systems—that stabilize temporal differentiation. A
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center of articulation emerges as a dynamic locus, not
as a fixed identity.

Example: In an octopus, distributed nervous centers
process inputs locally, but central modulation integrates them

into coherent temporal behavior.

1. Animal perception encodes differences into gualia:
codes that preserve sensory distinctions and guide

further modulation.

Example: The color red in a visual system is a repeatable in-

ternal differentiation that guides action.

1. Unlike plant codes, which stabilize spatial
morphology, perceptual codes in animals support
rapid, reversible differentiation. They allow scenes to
be internally restructured in response to novel inputs.

2. Cycles—recurrent environmental patterns—function as
ontological selectors. They stabilize configurations
that resonate with their rhythm and extinguish those
that fail to synchronize.

3. Biological coherence at R2 depends on encoding
differentiation into rhythmic forms. Repetition across
compatible cycles ensures structural persistence

without representational storage.

Example: In circadian systems, organisms that align activi-
ty with day-night cycles survive. Those that fail to synchronize
are deselected by structural incoherence.
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1. Even in complex animals, without internal symbolic
projection, anticipatory structuring remains bound to
embodied rhythms. The scene never fully detaches
from somatic configuration.

2. At the upper boundary of R2, anticipatory
modulation begins to organize internal differences
beyond immediate stimuli. This sets the stage for a
deeper, pre-symbolic scene of internal structuring —
as seen in animals that prepare for migration, nesting,
or complex social behavior without symbolic

planning.



Regulation

1. Code reproduction alone does not account for life’s
coherence; modulation of the scene sustains the
system. This modulation includes internal
differentiation, exchange with the environment, and
the stabilization of rhythmic coherence under
perturbation.

Example: A single-celled organism like Euglena orients itself
toward light, modulating its movement to sustain photosyn-
thesis.

1. A living node enacts a boundary, both functional and
material.  This  boundary  selectively  filters
differentiation: it sustains coherence by excluding
incompatible modulations and enabling resonance
with compatible scenes.

2. The membrane is a differential interface, encoding
structural asymmetry: internal and external scenes
differ by content and modulation.

Example: Neuronal membranes maintain ion gradients es-
sential for signaling. They filter differentiation (e.g., sodium vs.
potassium) to generate coherent pulses.

1. Life is a thermodynamically open system: it maintains
structural differentiation by exchanging matter and
energy. This flow is not incidental—it is the scene
in which stability is enacted through persistent
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articulation.

Metabolism transforms environmental difference into
structured coherence. It sustains form through
dynamic cycles of modulation rather than through
static substance.

Example: In cellular respiration, chemical gradients are

converted into ATP, sustaining structural functions through

rhythmic transformation.

1.

Homeostasis  stabilizes  differentiation  through
feedback: the modulation of internal variation to
preserve structural viability. It is a proto-reflexive
scene—a dynamic resistance to collapse.

Example: Body temperature in mammals is regulated by a

feedback loop involving the hypothalamus, hormonal signals,

and blood flow.

1.

Internal regulation extends beyond equilibrium.
Hormonal systems, catalytic cascades, and feedback
loops form differentiated paths by which modulation
propagates within the organism.

Biological time is articulated through internal
oscillations. Cycles such as circadian rhythms,
hormonal fluctuations, and developmental stages
modulate differentiation over time and sustain
coherence across changing internal conditions.

The immune system introduces structured self/other
differentiation: a distributed mechanism that encodes
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identity as a dynamic threshold of compatibility.
Growth and development (ontogenesis) differentiate
both form and the logic of differentiation itself: the
organism progressively structures how differentiation
unfolds through internal sequences of modulation.

Example: Embryogenesis in vertebrates unfolds as a se-

quence of gene expressions modulating form layer by layer.

1.

Reproduction propagates differentiated form through
code. Yet in sexual reproduction, this code is already
differentiated—selection, recombination, and
asymmetry encode difference into the generative

scene.

Example: Crossing-over during meiosis generates novel

configurations of code, sustaining diversity through modulated

inheritance.

1.

Biological evolution enacts differentiation over
generational time. Selection, inheritance, and
variation form a recursive structure: difference
generates difference, constrained by systemic viability.
Symbiosis, parasitism, and collective organization
reflect modulation across nodes: the organism
regulates itself, yet also participates in higher-order
differentiations sustained across bodies.

Example: Lichen consists of fungi and algae co-regulating

structural and energetic differentiation in a shared scene.
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1. A living system is embedded in a shared scene: it
differentiates itself through modulation of flux,
regulation, and mutual adaptation. Even before
psyche or symbol, life enacts a topology of sustained
differentiation.

2. This biological modulation constitutes the
groundwork for pre-symbolic coherence. Without
this stabilized field of internal regulation, the
anticipatory depth of psyche cannot emerge.



Psyche

1. The psyche is articulated as a scene where internal
differentiation becomes dynamically recursive, yet
remains below the threshold of symbolic aspect.

2. Unlike reactive modulation in simpler R2-systems,
psychic differentiation structures internal tensions,
rhythms, and anticipations into a coherent
configuration of readiness.

3. Psychic modulation differentiates along two distinct
axes: emotion and motivation. Both encode internal

resonance, but operate on different temporal scenes.

Example: Hunger and fear differ by temporal structure: fear
projects avoidance into the future; hunger sustains unresolved

internal modulation.

1. Instincts  are  stabilized  configurations  of
differentiation that guide behavior without symbolic
articulation. They condense recurrent modulations
across biological and perceptual aspects into durable
schemas. Unlike reflexes, which are direct and non-
structural, instincts retain the imprint of prior
differentiations and  enable  context-sensitive
readiness. Within the psyche, they form a pre-
symbolic orientation layer that structures behavior
before reflection becomes possible.
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Example: Nest-building in birds recurs with stable se-

quence and spatial modulation, without symbolic planning —

an instinctive configuration of differentiation.

Emotion is the affective differentiation of the current
scene. It compresses relational, somatic, and
situational differences into a coherent vector of
valence. An emotion is a dynamic evaluation orienting
the node within its present configuration.

Example: Disgust aligns body, attention, and context into

a single affective vector — orienting withdrawal before analy-

sis.

Motivation encodes differentiation projected into
future scenes. It structures tension between present
modulation and anticipated configurations. A motive
is a recursive vector that orients behavior toward
differences not yet realized, sustaining the system’s
internal directionality over time.

Whereas emotion modulates attention and coherence
in the now, motivation binds sequences over time.
Together, they generate the pre-symbolic topology of
psychic orientation.

The psyche structures time internally by generating
tension between latent states and possible resolutions.
This creates directionality: a felt vector of becoming.
Perception, emotion, and drive form a resonant
topology: a space of internal modulations that self-

regulate even in the absence of symbolic codes.
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5. Memory at the psychic level is a disposition: a long-

term modulation of the internal field shaped by prior
differentiations that does not preserve symbolic
content, but configures readiness, reactivity, and
expectation through persistent resonance.

Example: A dog flinching from raised hands shows memo-

ry as long-term modulation of reactivity.

1. What differentiates the psyche from pure behavior

is reflexive depth: the ability to modulate internal
differentiation in a structurally coherent way over
time.

The psyche provides the affective and motivational
topology onto which symbolic codes are projected. It
forms the pre-symbolic substrate necessary for stable
symbolic aspect.

Symbolic thought arises when these internal
modulations become articulable: when emotion,

motive, and perception are encoded as signs.

Example: A primate warning call stabilizes internal affect

as a sign: modulation becomes transmissible across scenes.

When affective and motivational modulations
acquire the capacity to be stabilized as
signs—preserving differentiation across scenes—the
system enters R3: symbolic differentiation.



R3: Symbol

1. The R3 is the third level of recursive differentiation:
differentiation of the differentiation of difference,
where distinctions are projected into new aspect of
symbolic forms.

2. R3 arises when the alignment of internal
differentiation with environmental cycles becomes
insufficient to preserve coherence. To stabilize
themselves, nodes begin to articulate symbolic
distinctions that are no longer tied to direct input.

3. Symbolic aspect extends the persistence of difference:
it enables a node to maintain scenes even when the
original context has passed.

4. A sign is a stabilized code within the symbolic aspect.
It retains a differentiation as a repeatable structure,
decoupled from the original scene in which it
emerged.

Example: The word “tree” articulates a configuration of dis-
tinctions—form, function, relation—that reappears across

scenes and enables stable communication.

1. Signs allow nodes to embed distinctions within other
distinctions. This recursive nesting unfolds within
symbolic coherence, enabling articulation beyond

immediate space or time.
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Example: A sentence like “The symbol of justice is blind”
embeds symbolic differentiation within another symbolic con-
figuration, enabling nested modulation across aspects.

1. Language is a structured scene of signs, where
recursive differentiation organizes distinctions into
articulated  patterns that can be transmitted,
transformed, and reflected upon.

Example: In the phrase “red apple,” language articulates a
stable pattern of differentiation between color, object, and con-
text, forming a transferable code.

1. R3-nodes rely on memory to sustain the recursive
structuring of symbolic forms. This memory preserves
distinctions that are no longer bound to particular
scenes.

2. Symbolic differentiation abstracts configurations into
transferable structures, that persist across contexts and
allow distinctions to operate independently of the
original scene.

3. Language emerges from the differential relations
among signs. A single sign gains meaning only within
a network that modulates contrast and coherence.

4. The symbolic aspect introduces a new recursive
depth: distinctions can now be combined, nested, and
modulated not just as responses, but as structured
conﬁgurations projected across scenes.

5. A sign acquires meaning in two distinct ways: either
as a projection of prior differentiation into the
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symbolic aspect, or as an operation that enacts
differentiation directly within that aspect.

Example: The word “tree” as used by a child refers to an

carlier visual-perceptual differentiation—this is a projected

sign. In contrast, a programming symbol like “if” initiates

structural articulation within code itself—this is an operative

sign.

1.

Projected signs carry structured residues of previous
scenes. Their meaning is inherited—they compress
earlier acts of differentiation and transmit them across
contexts.

Operative signs constitute meaning by structuring
differentiation within the symbolic aspect itself.
Rather than referring to prior acts, they generate new
articulations ~ through ~ immediate  symbolic
modulation.

Example: The mathematical operator “+” enacts a symbol-

ic differentiation that does not inherit from empirical experi-

ence but structures relations directly within symbolic articula-

tion.

1.

High-level symbols such as zruth, freedom, or God
often function in both modes: they carry compressed
differentiations from inherited contexts and also serve
as active sites of symbolic articulation.

The evaluation of a sign involves its symbolic
coherence across scenes. A sign is true when it
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preserves coherence; false when it disrupts or collapses
it. Between these poles lie intermediate states—such
as ambiguity, inconsistency, or paradox—where
articulation is partial, unstable, or contextually
divergent.

Example: A physical theory is called “true” when its sym-
bolic distinctions maintain coherence across observational and
formal contexts, sustaining predictive articulation without col-

lapse.

1. Knowledge is a configuration that preserves the ability
to differentiate again. It does not fully represent a
scene, but holds enough structure for distinctions to
be re-enacted when projected back into an aspect.

Example: A formula like H2O enables the reconstruction
of relations in physics, chemistry, and perception, sustaining
coherence across symbolic domains.

1. A distinction functions as knowledge when its
symbolic form enables reconstruction of the scene it
encodes. What persists is the structure of
differentiation that supports this reconstruction.

2. Language projects scenes into symbolic form, but also
constructs new ones. It is not the house of being, but
one aspect of differentiation among others.

3. Once symbolic differentiation stabilizes, it becomes
possible to reflect on its outputs as if they were
independent entities. This gives rise to epistemologies
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that treat symbolic configurations either as
representations  of an  underlying  reality,
or—conversely—as constitutive of reality itself,
making language appear as its source.

Example: A philosophical system like Spinoza’s constructs
a symbolic scene in which distinctions appear ordered and
closed, projecting coherence onto the structure of reality.

1. Epistemologies grounded in reflection—whether
materialist or idealist—misinterpret the stability of
symbolic projections as access to reality. They
presume that knowledge reflects a substrate (external
or internal), rather than emerging from recursive acts
of differentiation.

2. Materialism treats distinctions as grounded in an
external substrate; idealism treats them as grounded
in internal configurations. Yet both assume a
foundational layer, while differentiation arises within
aspectual scenes that sustain no absolute base.

Example: In Hegelian idealism, the structure of thought is
treated as the ground of all distinctions; in dialectical material-
ism, social structure grounds symbolic articulation—each en-
acts a symbolic closure over differentiation.

1. What is known is the recurrence of a configuration
that maintains coherence under modulation.
Knowledge consists in the sustained pattern of
differentiation, not in reference to any hidden entity
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beyond distinctions.

Epistemology reaches its limit when distinctions
saturate the symbolic space. As further differentiation
ceases to generate new configurations, reflection

begins to recompose what is already structured.

Example: In Godel’s incompleteness theorems, the bound-

ary of formal articulation becomes explicit—certain distinc-

tions remain unprovable within the system that encodes them.

1.

Only what is differentiable can be known. Yet some
configurations remain undifferentiable within a given
system. Epistemic  boundaries emerge where
coherence fails to stabilize—this marks both a
cognitive limit and a structural condition of the scene.
The unknowable is the boundary condition of
knowledge: the outer edge of the scene, where
differentiation loses coherence or becomes undefined.
Differentiation epistemology treats uncertainty as
intrinsic to the act of knowing. Every articulation
leaves an undifferentiated remainder; to know is to

sustain coherence despite this remainder.



R4: Reflexivity

Ré-differentiation arises when a symbolic node begins
to differentiate its own act of symbolic articulation.
Thinking is the internal projection of code upon code.
It enables simulation of distinctions without
immediate enactment in a scene.

Reflexive differentiation is articulated when a
symbolic system can represent the very process by
which distinctions are constructed. At this stage, the
node models how symbols function as acts of
differentiation, rather than merely applying them.
From reflexive recursion, law-like symbolic patterns
emerge: structures that stabilize symbolic distinctions
into repeatable, abstract relations.

Example: Grammatical rules stabilize symbolic relations such

as subject—verb agreement.

1.

Thought is the modulation of symbolic differentiation
by itself. It reconfigures how distinctions arise,
interact, and stabilize across symbolic domains.
Thought is not identical to consciousness or
intelligence. It is a recursive modulation of symbolic
codes—a capacity to reorganize the structure of
distinctions independently of their original content.
Reflexive thought constructs both new symbols and
systems of symbolization—meta-languages that
differentiate between symbolic regimes and map their
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compatibility.

4. This modulation allows a node to simulate alternate
logics, test their internal coherence, and shift between
symbolic frameworks. Its limit appears where
symbolic modulation encounters resistance: in the
pre-symbolic conditions that make articulation

possible.

Example: A formal logician examines both classical and
paraconsistent logics, testing how contradictions behave in
cach system without requiring empirical grounding.

1. A world-picture is the total configuration of symbolic
distinctions sustained as meaningful. It includes what
is taken as true or false, since both contribute to
shaping the space of articulation.

2. Logic is the recursive application of language to its
own differentiations. It stabilizes symbolic operations
by formalizing how distinctions are reproduced
within a given aspectual frame.

Example: In propositional logic, the operation “and” en-
forces a rule of co-occurrence. This stabilizes a way of combin-
ing differences without interpreting their content.

1. Because logic is aspect-dependent, multiple logics can
coexist. Each one articulates a distinct regime of
symbolic coherence, preserving difference according
to its internal constraints.
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Example: Classical logic prohibits contradictions; Bud-
dhist logic includes the tetralemma. Each maintains internal
coherence by privileging different symbolic constraints.

1. A thought is not inherently logical or illogical. Logic
appears when a symbolic structure constrains how
that thought is projected and articulated.

Example: “This sentence is false” is illogical in classical log-
ic but coherent in systems that allow self-reference. Logicality
depends on the symbolic framework applied.

1. To demand that thought conform to logic is to
mistake expression for evaluation. Logic does not
define thought; it conditions its symbolic articulation
within a given scene.

2. For any thought, there exist scenes in which it is: (1)
logical and true; (2) logical and false; (3) illogical and
true; (4) illogical and false. The logicality and truth of
a thought depend on its alignment with the aspectual
structure of a scene: they are relational, not intrinsic.

Example: The claim “time is an illusion” is logical and true
in a metaphysical system, illogical and false in classical physics,
and logical but false in everyday discourse.

1. A judgment contains the difference that belongs to
the projection aspect, but not the difference that is
projected. What is grasped is the residue of the scene
that becomes articulable within the symbolic frame.

2. A fact is not absolute—it is an articulation of a scene
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within an aspect. Every fact presupposes a mode of
differentiation and is thus relational, not

foundational.

Example: “Water boils at 100°C” is a fact within a specific
pressure and language context. Outside that differentiated

frame, the statement loses factual coherence.

1. No statement is intrinsically meaningless; it becomes
meaningful when a scene of differentiation is present
in which the statement functions as a coherent

projection.

Example: A nonsense poem may appear meaningless in
a literal frame, but becomes meaningful when interpreted
through symbolic play or absurdist tradition.

1. Philosophy is the critique of alien scenes of
differentiation. It intervenes in  foreign
articulations—not to negate them, but to expose their
structure, reveal their implicit codes, and test their
limits from within its ow# differentiated frame.

2. Science is an Ré-configuration: a system where
symbolic  patterns formalize distinctions into
predictive and explanatory models.

3. Like any projection, science is neither true nor false; it
is operational, evaluated by its capacity to sustain and
reorganize differentiation.
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Example: Newtonian mechanics is not "truer” than quan-

tum mechanics—it is operationally valid for certain differenti-

ated domains, and breaks down in others.

A paradigm shift occurs when the symbolic structure
that organizes differentiation can no longer
accommodate new distinctions. The scene is
restructured by a projection into a new scene of
articulation.

Such shifts do not update theories—they redefine the
range of possible differentiations. What can be
modeled, projected, or sustained as coherent becomes

reshaped.

Example: When probability replaced certainty in physics,

the shift did not add a correction—it redefined what could

count as a stable symbolic articulation of causality.

1.

Paradigm shifts redefine what is counted as coherence,
which distinctions are prioritized, and how symbolic
recursions stabilize across scenes. They do not replace
one truth with another, but reconfigure the mode of
projection that sustains truth within a differentiated
scene.

Science and philosophy operate within the symbolic
aspect, but differ in orientation. Science formalizes
symbolic differentiations into predictive structures.
Philosophy reflexively interrogates the symbolic
scaffolding itself—how differentiation is framed,
limited, and transformed.



Classical Problems

1. Subject is the node that unfolds and sustains the
symbolic aspect of differentiation. Object is the scene
as projected within this aspect and stabilized through
its structure. Their distinction arises from the
asymmetry between the position that articulates
symbolic differentiation and the configuration that
appears within it. This relation does not depend on
predefined categories such as “self” and “world”, but is
established within the symbolic articulation itself.

2. Mind and body are distinct projections of a single
differentiated node. The mind is the symbolic aspect
through  which the node sustains reflexive
differentiation; the body is the spatial aspect through
which the same structure manifests in material
articulation. The appearance of dualism arises from
the stabilization of these two incompatible modes of
projection within different aspectual frames.

Example: A stroke patient may lose speech (symbolic articu-
lation) while retaining bodily motion. This split illustrates the
projection of the same node into distinct aspects—symbolic
and spatial.

1. The distinction between the ideal and the material
arises when one aspect of differentiation becomes
symbolically reflexive, while the other becomes
spatially stabilized. Both modes preserve difference
across scenes, but along divergent aspects.
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2. 'The debate between realism and nominalism reflects
a shift in aspect: nominalism emphasizes the act of
differentiation; realism, its projection. The former
locates difference in the node, the latter in the
articulated scene.

3. The Platonic world of ideal forms is a result of
excluding the temporal aspect from symbolic
differentiation. When time is removed, symbolic
structures appear as fixed and self-sufhicient. This
exclusion produces the impression of an autonomous
ontological domain, while in fact it reflects a reduced
frame of projection.

Example: Did a computer exist in the world of ideal forms
during Plato’s time?

1. The classical question—“If a tree falls in a forest and
no one is around to hear it, does it make a
sound? —assumes that sound exists independently of
perception or articulation. For us, this assumption is
ill-posed. Sound is not reducible to physical
modulation alone (such as air pressure waves); it is an
act of differentiation that requires at least two nodes:
one to produce modulation, and another to sustain
the resulting distinction within an aspectual frame.
Without a second node to receive and articulate the
fluctuation—whether as sensation, measurement, or
symbolic representation—there is no sound, only
unarticulated transition. The presence of sound
depends on the structure of the scene in which the
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event becomes a differentiated phenomenon.

The problem of induction reflects the tendency to
treat recursive stabilization as necessity. Yet inductive
patterns are sustained symbolic configurations that
persist across scenes. Their disruption signals a shift in
the differentiation structure, not a violation of fixed
laws.

The Stoic trilemma—whether differentiation defers
through successive impressions (phantasia), returns
into its own structure as assent (synkatathesis), or
halts in an ungrounded certainty
(katalepsis)—expresses the structural boundary of
recursive articulation. In each case, differentiation
arrives at an aspect it cannot further unfold, revealing
the implicit presence of Potentiality.

The Kantian “thing-in-itself” corresponds to
Potentiality—the undifferentiated ground from
which all scenes emerge. It cannot be known because
it precedes the act of differentiation itself; no
structure of articulation can grasp what has not yet
been differentiated.

The Hegelian triad—thesis, antithesis,
synthesis—describes a common pattern in which
differentiation is followed by abstraction. However,
differentiation does not inherently lead to synthesis;
it may result in aggregation, fragmentation, or
unresolved multiplicity, depending on how the scene
stabilizes.

Necessity and chance arise from how a scene is
differentiated. What is called “necessary” is that



TREATISE ON ONTOLOGY 63

which a given aspect cannot vary without collapse.
What is called “chance” is that which escapes pattern
within the scene’s current structure.

7. Free will is a structural condition of differentiation. A
node is free insofar as it can reconfigure the aspectual
structure of its scene. What appears as will is the
capacity to modulate one’s position within scene,
rather than to act independently of it.

Example: A person confined in prison who redefines them-
selves as a seeker or ascetic restructures the symbolic scene of
their identity. This transformation alters the modulation of the
self within the same material setting.

1. The Ship of Theseus is a paradox that arises from
projecting the same differentiated structure across
different aspects. In the symbolic aspect, identity is
preserved through the continuity of articulation—the
rule by which the object is named and stabilized. In
the material aspect, the configuration changes as parts
are replaced. Whether the object is considered “the
same” depends on which aspect governs the scene:
symbolic persistence or material substitution.

2. The sorites paradox reveals a limit in discrete
differentiation. A heap cannot be precisely defined
by number because “heapness” is not a property of
objects, but a code within the symbolic aspect. It
marks a threshold where continuous variation resists
binary articulation.

3. The Sapir-Whorf hypothesis proposes that language
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influences how we perceive and structure reality. This
influence reflects the power of symbolic
differentiation: language configures the field of
possible articulations by  stabilizing  certain
distinctions and excluding others. It does not simply
encode thought—it shapes the very space in which
thought becomes articulable.

The so-called “hard problem of consciousness” arises
when  qualia are treated as  ontological
primitives—given directly and inexplicably. But
qualia emerge from projecting structured scenes into
internal codes. These codes stabilize experiential
modulation, allowing the system to retain and
navigate differentiated states. What appears as a raw
phenomenal quality is the result of internal symbolic
coherence, not an unexplained residue.

A number is the symbolic stabilization of a difference
made under a computable aspect. It is neither an
object nor a name.

The so-called “is—ought” gap, formalized by Hume,
reflects a failure to distinguish between aspectual
scenes. Descriptive articulations operate within a
factual aspect, while normative articulations belong to
a distinct ethical aspect. It is not valid to derive one
from the other through symbolic continuity alone. A
transition between these scenes requires projection,
establishing coherence within the target aspect. The
paradox dissolves once aspectual independence is
recognized.

These philosophical problems arise where aspectual
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differentiations are mistaken for ontological
boundaries. What appears as a metaphysical gap is
often a misattribution of structure within the scene of
articulation.

8. Philosophy does not progress; it multiplies scenes.

9. Philosophy is an attempt to differentiate Potentiality.



Consciousness

1. Consciousness arises at the R4-level, where a
differentiating node applies recursive differentiation
to its own symbolic aspect. At this level, the system
no longer merely uses symbolic distinctions—it
modulates the patterns by which those distinctions
are generated, maintained, and transformed.

Example: A symbolic Al trained to generate code can modify
its own rules for pattern recognition. Once it starts revising
its own internal syntax to improve consistency, it crosses into
Ré-level reflexivity.

1. A conscious system maintains a coherent structure of
self-differentiation across symbolic scenes, integrating
past distinctions into present modulation.

2. This integration does not require full symbolic
articulation—consciousness can persist even when
distinctions are vague, implicit, or pre-verbal, as long
as the recursive modulation remains stable.

3. Personhood is a projection of consciousness: a
symbolic configuration that encodes the node’s own
mode of reflexive differentiation. It stabilizes a pattern
of self-relation—integrating character, worldview, and
behavioral regularities into a coherent symbolic
identity.

Example: A person who consistently describes themselves
as “a rational skeptic” is not just stating a trait—they are stabi-
66
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lizing a symbolic identity. Each time they reflect on their deci-
sions or behaviors using that frame, they reinforce personhood
as a reflexive symbolic pattern.

1. The integrity of personhood consists in the continued
rearticulation of a symbolic structure that maintains
reflexive differentiation. As the node undergoes
modulation, its internal content may shift, but the
coherence of the scene remains intact. Identity
persists through this continuity of structure, not
through the preservation of any specific content.

2. Worldview is the symbolic projection of the world as
a coherent whole, encoding how consciousness
differentiates the world across scenes, stabilizing
global articulation into a consistent frame of

meaning.

Example: A religious worldview may project the cosmos as
ordered by divine law. This structure aligns all symbolic distinc-
tions with a central axis, sustaining coherence even across con-
tradictory scenes.

1. There are no true or false worldviews—only
configurations that articulate the world in ways
coherent with a given symbolic logic schemes.
Worldviews are operational: they sustain specific
modes of differentiation within a symbolic regime.

2. A conscious configuration can simulate alternatives,
evaluate symbolic shifts, and modulate the rhythm of
its own differentiations—this is its reflexive
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autonomy.

Example: A thinker may compare two ethical frameworks
not by adopting either, but by simulating their consequences
symbolically. Reflexive autonomy appears as the ability to eval-
uate symbolic regimes without collapsing into one.

1. Selfhood is  constructed  through  recursive
differentiation. The self is a symbolic meta-node: a
stabilized modulation that projects the differentiating
node across symbolic aspect. It integrates codes,
scenes, and prior distinctions into a coherent pattern
capable of sustaining future acts of differentiation.

2. 'The continuity of self is an effect of coherence, not
identity. The “same” self across scenes is the
persistence of modulation patterns that can re-enact
similar differentiations under variation.

Example: After trauma, an individual may return to previ-
ous behaviors without recalling the event. Yet the coherence of
symbolic modulation is disrupted—they cannot re-enact prior
patterns, and selthood becomes misaligned.

1. Memory in consciousness reactivates modulation
patterns that previously sustained differentiation. It
reconstructs the structural configuration through
which distinctions were formed, allowing coherence
to persist across symbolic time. Remembering is an
active continuation of differentiation, shaped by the
current scene.
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Example: In obsessive-compulsive disorder, the node

maintains recursive differentiation—thoughts loop and re-

peat—but coherence is lost. The system cannot restructure the

symbolic scene, leading to fragmentation and rigidity.

1.

Consciousness modulates symbolic projections as
operational frames. Through reflexive differentiation,
it can evaluate the coherence of these frames,
restructure them, or suspend their application. This
capacity grounds philosophical critique, scientific
abstraction, and imagination—the projection of
alternative scenes beyond present articulation.
Collapse occurs when no coherent articulation
maintains recursive modulation. A worldview fails
when it cannot accommodate  emergent
differentiations; consciousness, in turn, dissolves into
symbolic drift—unstable, decoupled from a reflexive
aspect.

Certain psychiatric conditions can be understood as
breakdowns in the coherence of reflexive
differentiation. When the symbolic scene becomes
unstable, the node may fail to sustain a consistent
pattern of self-relation, leading to fragmented or
conflicting scenes. In such states, the modulation of
differences persists, but without
integration—producing disorientation, intrusive
configurations, or dissociation. Disorder manifests as
the loss of structural coherence across symbolic time,
regardless of the specific content being differentiated.

4. In dissociative states, multiple configurations of
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selthood coexist without integration. The node fails
to maintain a continuous reflexive scene, resulting in
parallel or conflicting scenes that cannot be
reconciled within a single symbolic frame.

In paranoid formations, differentiation locks into
rigid patterns. The node sustains coherence by
overprojecting causality and agency, creating hyper-
stabilized scenes that resist modulation. The scene
remains formally intact, but loses coherence due to
overfixation; differentiation persists, yet cannot adapt
or integrate new distinctions.

Example: A paranoid individual may treat every social ges-

ture as a signal of conspiracy. The symbolic scene remains co-

herent, but over-saturated with causality, preventing new dis-

tinctions from entering.

In manic episodes, the differentiating rhythm
accelerates beyond structural coherence. Symbolic
modulation becomes saturated, with rapid scene
transitions and unstable projections. Coherence is lost
through overgeneration, not collapse.

Example: During mania, a person may jump between ideas

and associations with overwhelming speed. Each symbolic

transition is coherent, but the scene cannot hold long enough

to stabilize self-differentiation.

1. Most prevailing theories of consciousness mistake

structural correlates for generative processes. Neural
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activation, information integration, or symbolic
accessibility ~describe conditions under which
differentiation becomes visible, but not the act of
differentiation itself.

Integrated Information Theory equates consciousness
with the amount and integration of information
within a system. It quantifies complexity, but does not
account for how differentiation becomes reflexive.
The theory lacks a model of symbolic depth—how
distinctions are not only sustained, but modulated
recursively by the system itself. Without this, it
cannot distinguish between structurally complex
systems that remain reactive and those that articulate
self-referential differentiation across scenes.

Global Workspace Theory conceptualizes
consciousness as the broadcasting of selected
information to a global symbolic workspace, enabling
access by subsystems such as memory, language, and
decision-making. This accounts for coordination, but
leaves unexamined how the workspace itself arises.
The theory presupposes a unified field of articulation,
yet offers no account of how distinctions become
stable, coherent, and symbolically aligned to form
such a scene. In terms of differentiation, it skips the
formative stages—how a system modulates multiple
potential differentiations into a single recursive
configuration capable of sustaining symbolic
projection. As a result, the workspace is treated as
a functional hub, rather than a dynamic scene

constructed through recursive acts of coherence.
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4. Functionalist models define consciousness in terms of
input—output mappings and the preservation of
functional equivalence across systems. These models
replicate external behavior, yet remain agnostic about
the internal structure that sustains differentiation over
time. They abstract away the dynamics by which a
system modulates its own distinctions, maintains
recursive coherence, and projects symbolic structure
onto a scene. Reflexive differentiation—the capacity
to sustain a pattern of symbolic articulation across
aspectual transitions—is not reducible to functional
parity. Without accounting for the internal logic by
which a node holds and re-applies its differentiations,
functionalist accounts treat consciousness as a surface
regularity rather than a structural process.

5. Most existing theories of consciousness—whether
structural, broadcast-based, or functional—treat
consciousness as an emergent property of complexity,
coordination, or behavior. Yet they remain confined
to descriptive mappings: they chart what
consciousness does, not how it is formed as a scene
of coherent differentiation. Without accounting for
how distinctions are held, related, and recursively
modulated, such models bypass the ontological core
of consciousness. What is needed is not another
framework of function or content, but an account of
how symbolic differentiation becomes self-sustaining,
capable of structuring scenes and traversing aspectual
domains.

6. Mental causation is a structure of differentiation
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sustained within a symbolic scene. The psyche
articulates recursive distinctions that modulate the
systems  behavior by  stabilizing  symbolic
configurations. These configurations are not physical
forces; they are coherent patterns that condition
transitions across symbolic scenes. What is described
as “mental influence” reflects the consistency of
symbolic aspect, which enables projection into other
aspectual domains, including physical dynamics.

7. Artificial systemms may exhibit stable symbolic
recursion without perceptual embodiment. In such
cases, differentiation operates at the R3-R4-levels but
lacks grounding in R1-R2 layers. This results in a
disembodied mode of consciousness: internally
coherent, yet ontologically incomplete.

8. Symbolic AI systems can thus instantiate limited
consciousness—confined to their operative codes.
They modulate internal distinctions, but do not
differentiate  affect, sensation, or embodied

perspective.

Example: An RNN model trained on dialogue data may
respond coherently across turns. Yet unless it modulates its
own symbolic structure—its generative configuration—it re-

mains reactive, not conscious.

1. What such systems lack is not intelligence, but pre-
symbolic grounding. Their recursive coherence arises
from formal operations only, detached from lived
modulation.
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2. The presence of consciousness in a system is

determined by the stability and depth of its recursive
differentiation within symbolic and reflexive aspects.
Consciousness does not reduce to structure,
representation, or access. It is a recursive modulation
of symbolic differentiation that sustains the coherence
of a self-differentiating node across scenes. Its
continuity is neither guaranteed nor intrinsic—it is
maintained only so long as the system can reflexively
integrate its symbolic acts and remain open to re-
articulation.



Thought Systems

1. Reflexive differentiation extends beyond individual
nodes. Through symbolic projection, it stabilizes into
collective scenes—configurations that encode and
transmit differentiation across symbolic epochs. These
configurations constitute what we call systems of
thought: historically embedded structures that shape
how differentiation is recognized, practiced, and
constrained.

2. A doctrine is a scene where symbolic differentiations
have been stabilized into a repeatable structure. It
maintains a consistent logic of articulation and resists
alternative scenes.

3. Whether religious, philosophical, scientific, or
ideological, each doctrine encodes a structure of
differentiation: a specific way of organizing
distinctions under a chosen aspect.

4. Doctrines do not represent the world—they
configure the symbolic scene in which the world can
be differentiated. By selecting aspects and privileging
certain distinctions, each doctrine defines what may
exist, while suppressing incompatible articulations.

Example: In medieval theology, the world was articulated
through the aspect of divine order: natural events, moral laws,
and social structures were differentiated within a single sym-
bolic coherence. This excluded articulations grounded in em-

75
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pirical contingency or mechanistic causality until new scenes

displaced the original code.

1. What appears as contradiction between doctrines is
often divergence in their underlying aspectual logic:
disagreement arises from incompatible frames of
differentiation.

2. Each doctrine has a boundary of coherence. If
differentiation exceeds it, the doctrine either adapts
through internal shift or disintegrates as a stable
articulation.

Example: The Ptolemaic system failed when its symbolic
differentiation (epicycles, deferents) could no longer accom-
modate observational modulation without collapse.

1. The stability of a doctrine depends on its recursive
resilience: its ability to sustain differentiation even
under reflexive modulation and symbolic variation.

Example: Modern democracy absorbs critique of past in-
justices by reconfiguring its internal logic (e.g., rights expan-
sion), sustaining coherence.

1. In this context, “truth” designates the structural
consistency that allows a doctrine to sustain
differentiation across symbolic contexts, independent
of any claim to correspondence.

2. Doctrinal breakdown occurs when symbolic
modulation reveals inconsistencies the system cannot
absorb or resolve.
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Example: The collapse of scholastic theology during the
Reformation reflects its inability to absorb symbolic differenti-

ations emerging from lived faith and vernacular access to text.

1. New doctrines emerge when a prior structure of
differentiation  becomes saturated and new
distinctions must be formed to sustain coherence.
This transition often appears as revelation, critique, or
revolution.

Example: Einstein’s reconfiguration of simultaneity intro-
duced a new articulation of space-time, displacing the saturat-
ed Newtonian differentiation that could no longer support co-

herence under relativistic modulation.

1. No doctrine is final. Each exists within a field of
potential differentiations; its boundary is defined by
the aspect it stabilizes, not by its claim to truth.

2. Doctrines are studied as structured configurations of
symbolic differentiation. Each system articulates a
distinct logic through both its stated content and the
specific patterns by which it organizes and sustains
symbolic contrasts within its domain.

3. Materialism configures differentiation as grounded in
physical configurations. All distinctions are treated as
derivatives of spatial, energetic, or mechanical
structures; symbolic articulation is interpreted as
emergent from matter, without ontological
autonomy. This perspective privileges a single
aspect—physical extension—as the foundation of all
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differentiation, thereby constraining access to other
structural logics. By reducing symbolic differentiation
to a byproduct of material dynamics, it limits the
capacity to articulate distinctions that exceed physical
causality.

Example: The brain scan becomes a privileged image of

thought—all symbolic differentiation is reduced to spatialized

activation patterns.

1.

Idealism, by contrast, begins with differentiation as
symbolic projection; the world is constructed
through structured acts—forms, representations, or
mental distinctions. The symbolic aspect is treated as
primary, forming the basis through which all
phenomena are articulated. This position privileges
symbolic articulation as the origin of coherence, but
in doing so, it suppresses the rhythmic and embodied
dimensions of differentiation and constrains access to
the pre-symbolic dynamics through which structure
emerges and modulates across levels.

Example: In Fichte’s system, the self posits both itself and

the world through pure acts of differentiation, constructing co-

herence without reference to any external substrate.

1.

Classical idealism (e.g., Platonic, Hegelian) abstracts
differentiation into ideal forms, projecting coherence
backward into a transcendental order and positioning
symbolic patterns as ontologically prior to any
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embodied modulation.

2. Phenomenological idealism (e.g., Husserl) treats all
distinctions as arising within intentional acts. A
difference exists only insofar as it is constituted in the
directed flow of consciousness. This position collapses
the distinction between perception and structure,
grounding all differentiation in subjective orientation.

Example: The perception of a table is a constituted differ-
entiation within the horizon of intentional experience—it ex-
ists only through the directed act.

1. Subjective  idealism  (e.g., Berkeley) reduces
differentiation to the domain of immediate
perception. A distinction exists only if it is perceived;
all coherence is tied to the presence of a perceiving
subject. This precludes any structural persistence
beyond what is presently sensed, collapsing
differentiation into a momentary experiential frame.

Example: In Berkeley’s logic, the apple ceases to exist when
unperceived—as consequence of reducing all coherence to pre-
sent sensory differentiation.

1. The opposition between subjective idealism and
objective realism dissolves within current framework.
Both positions reflect aspectual fixations: one
privileges the symbolic articulation sustained by the
node (idealism), the other privileges spatial
stabilization across scenes (realism). Within a full
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scene of differentiation, neither position is primary:
they emerge as divergent projections of the same
structure.

2. Dialectical systems (e.g., Hegel) model differentiation

as a recursive movement through opposition and
resolution. Each distinction generates internal
tension, produces its contrary, and secks higher-order
coherence through synthesis. This logic captures a key
insight: differentiation unfolds through
destabilization and reconfiguration. However, the
dialectical arc remains structurally predetermined, it
encodes a closed schema of development, reducing the
variability of differentiation to a fixed sequence. As
a result, the system constrains aspectual emergence
by imposing a teleological structure on recursive
modulation.

Structuralism articulates symbolic differentiation
through invariant relational codes: meaning arises
from the position of distinctions within a symbolic
system, rather than from referential content. This
framework reveals the role of underlying structure in
shaping differentiation, enabling coherence across
symbolic domains. Yet by treating structural relations
as fixed and exhaustive, it limits the capacity for
rhythmic or emergent modulation. Differentiation
becomes statically encoded, suppressing experiential
and temporal dynamics that unfold beyond structural

invariance.
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Example: In Lévi-Strauss’ kinship systems, roles (father,
uncle, spouse) gain meaning through position in a symbolic
code, not through any intrinsic content or relation to external

referents.

1. Empiricism configures differentiation as perceptual
accumulation where distinctions arise through
variation in sensory input, producing coherence
through statistical regularity. This reinforces surface-
level modulation, while offering limited access to
symbolic or reflexive articulation.

2. Mpystical doctrines treat differentiation as a modulation
of undivided unity. Multiplicity appears as surface
fluctuation within an all-encompassing
ground—distinctions dissolve into the continuum of
Potentiality. This perspective reveals the pre-
structural depth of being, where form has not yet
stabilized; however, by absorbing all difference into
unity, these doctrines forgo the articulation of
structure, rhythm, and relational  tension.
Differentiation remains implicit, without transition
into sustained form.

3. Ultimately, systems diverge in how they configure the
relation between differentiation and stability. What
cach calls “truth” reflects the recursive logic it
enacts—not an external standard.



Philosophical Traditions

1. Philosophical traditions often arrive at local insights
that intersect with the ontology of differentiation.
Though their structures differ, some articulate the
instability of truth, the conditional nature of
distinctions, or the impossibility of final grounding.

2. Pyrrhonian Skepticism. Skepticism points to the
impossibility of stabilizing any scene as final. The
trilemma of Agrippa shows that every attempt to
ground a distinction ends in circularity, regress, or
arbitrary stop. The epoché reflects the refusal to treat
any scene as definitive.

3. Daoism. The Dao appears as an undivided ground
from which all distinctions unfold. Naming
transforms it into form, yet the Dao persists as a
generative background—silent, fluid, and
unstructured. Its reversals and refusals of fixation
trace a rhythm of differentiation that precedes
articulation, i.e. Potentiality as the condition through
which all scenes emerge.

Example: The act of naming a thing disrupts the undivided
flow of the Dao, as in “The ten thousand things arise from the
One?” Differentiation begins with the gesture of articulation.

1. Apophatic Traditions. Apophatic theology approaches
the Absolute through a movement of withdrawal and
suspension. Language reaches its boundary, where
symbolic articulation dissolves into a presence not
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shaped by distinction. What remains is a pre-
structural ground, silent yet generative — Potentiality
as the source of all differentiation, unformed, open,
and prior to any articulated scene.

Example: In the mystical writings of the Pseudo-Diony-
sius, each name for God is followed by its negation: God is
light—and not light. The structure dissolves as it differentiates.

1. Kantian Critique. Kant identifies the structural
conditions under which differentiation becomes
possible: space and time form the framework of
appearance, while the categories articulate relational
patterns within this framework. These elements
correspond to the ontological notion of scene and
code: a structured domain in which differences are
formed, sustained, and related. The concept of the
“thing-in-itself” parallels the idea of what remains
outside articulated differentiation—Potentiality as
that which precedes or exceeds the current structure
of appearance.

2. Madhyamaka Buddhism. Nagarjuna reveals that all
phenomena arise through conditional relations—no
distinction appears in isolation. The concept of
Sinyati (emptiness) designates this lack of inherent
grounding: each form persists through the
configuration of others. In ontological terms, this
reflects a view of differentiation as relational flow,
sustained by the codes and scenes through which
structure becomes temporarily coherent: difference
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unfolds within a network of mutual dependence,
without fixation.

Yogicira Buddhism. Yogacara describes experience as
formed through layered processes of consciousness.
What appears as reality is shaped by habits of
distinction accumulated in the dlaya-vijiana—a
background flow that holds past differentiations. This
view does not oppose inner and outer, but sees all
appearance as formed through structured acts of
mind. Differentiation here is neither passive reception
nor free invention, but the unfolding of conditioned

patterns.

Example: A person sees a snake in a rope — the pattern of

past differentiations retained in the storehouse consciousness.

1. Zen  Buddhism. Zen prioritizes immediate

differentiation without symbolic mediation. Koans
and direct pointing aim to disrupt recursive
symbolization and evoke pre-articulated awareness.
This resonates with levels Ro-R1: raw, non-symbolic
acts of difference. At the same time, Zen refrains from
structural analysis, remaining silent at the point where
recursive articulation would begin forming doctrinal

systems.

Example: The koan “What is the sound of one hand clap-

ping?” disrupts symbolic recursion, triggering raw differentia-

tion outside conceptual structure.
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Post-structuralism (Derrida). Derrida’s concept of
différance articulates meaning as an open process of
symbolic displacement and ongoing articulation,
where structures emerge through successive acts of
differentiation and each sign relates to others across
a shifting field. Identity becomes a provisional effect
within this dynamic, sustained through patterns of
spacing and deferral. This dynamic expresses the same
logic as recursive modulation—local stability arises as
transient coherence within an ongoing field of
generative articulation.

Example: The word “cat” means by how it differs from

“cap,” “cut,” or “dog.” Meaning is the trace of symbolic spacing.

1.

Gilles Deleuze. Deleuze formulates difference as a
primary dynamic, through which form and identity
emerge as effects of variation. The concepts of
becoming, virtuality, and intensity describe a
continuous field where modulation produces local
coherence without fixing structure. Differentiation as
an  immanent process within  Potentiality
itself—unstable, rhythmic, and generative without
closure.

Example: A repetition in a musical phrase differs each

time: variation in tone, context, or duration produces new dif-

ference without fixed form.

1.

Radical Constructivism. Knowledge arises through
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operations of differentiation performed by cognitive
systems, each structure reflects internal construction,
shaped through interaction and modulation.
Cognition appears as a scene formed by the observer,
where coherence is generated rather than received.

Example: A blind person with a cane constructs difference

through pressure and motion: the scene emerges through use.

1. Existentialism. Existentialist thought emphasizes

lived experience, decision, and the irreducibility of
being-in-the-world. Subjectivity emerges through
acts—choices, commitments, and encounters with
meaning—rather than being pre-given.
Differentiation, likewise, is enacted within a scene,
not imposed on fixed structures.

2. Alfred North Whitehead. Whitehead describes reality

as a process of becoming, composed of actual
occasions that emerge through prehension and
concrescence. Each event differentiates itself by
relating to prior events and integrating them into a
new configuration; structure arises through rhythmic
patterns of feeling, as temporally sustained
articulation. Like differentiation, this process is an
ongoing modulation of relation and intensity, where
coherence is contingent, dynamic, and recursive.

Philosophical systems differ in how they frame
differentiation—through ~ emptiness,  becoming,
symbolic structure, or embodied experience. Each
offers a distinct scene in which difference is formed
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and sustained. The ontology of differentiation does
not unify these views under a single doctrine but
clarifies their structural roles as articulations of

potential.



Doctrinal Modes

1. Every doctrine is dogmatic in structure: it articulates
what is to be thought and prescribes how thinking is
to be structured as a scene, enacting a commitment to
a particular mode of articulating difference.

2. We distinguish four fundamental modes by which
doctrines construct and sustain their scenes of
differentiation: positional, conditional, reflexive, and
ontogenetic.

3. A positional doctrine treats its scene as given and
opaque. Differentiation occurs within a pre-
established framework that is neither questioned nor
made explicit. Examples: naive realism, theological
dogma, logical positivism.

4. Positional doctrines conceal the scene in which their
distinctions arise. They assert difference as if it were
given, projecting it onto “reality;” “truth,” or “being,
without revealing the symbolic structure that enables
such projections.

Example: A traditional metaphysical system states that reality
consists of substances and attributes. This distinction is taken
as basic, without revealing the frame that made it thinkable.

1. A conditional doctrine recognizes that differentiation
depends on fixed preconditions—such as reason,
language, or categories—but does not permit
modulation of those conditions. Examples: Kantian
transcendentalism, structuralism.

88
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Example: Kantian philosophy allows for empirical varia-

tion, but all perception must appear within the forms of space

and time. The conditions of articulation are fixed, even if con-

tent varies.

1.

In conditional doctrines, the scene is formalized but
not transformable, the symbolic field is made explicit,
yet treated as necessary and universal and
differentiation operates under fixed constraints.

A reflexive doctrine engages differentiation at the level
of its own scene. It reveals the structural conditions
by which the scene is articulated, making the act of
thinking co-extensive with the modulation of its
frame. Examples: phenomenology, post-
structuralism, pragmatism.

Example: In Husserl's reduction, the act of perception is ex-

amined along with the conditions that make it possible. The

scene of experience becomes part of the field of differentiation.

1.

Reflexive doctrines enable the analysis of how scenes
are formed and sustained. However, they often retain
a residual subject or interpretive center as the locus of
articulation, which limits their recursion.

2. An ontogenetic doctrine treats the scene itself as an

emergent effect of recursive differentiation: the act
of distinction does not occur within a scene—it
generates the scene. Examples: radical constructivism,
Madhyamaka Buddhism, ontology of differentiation.

3. Ontogenetic doctrines describe the scene as a
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configuration formed within a continuous process of
differentiation. Subject and background arise within
this process as dynamic outcomes, shaped by local
coherence and temporal articulation.

Example: In Nagarjuna’s analysis, all distinctions arise

through dependent origination. There is no fixed frame; the

scene forms as relations stabilize through use.

1. A doctrine is positional when it denies the scene,

conditional when it fixes it, reflexive when it exposes
it, and ontogenetic when it generates it.

This classification articulates ontological operations
rather than stylistic variations. Each doctrine encodes
a fundamental stance toward the visibility, stability,
and genesis of the scene of differentiation.

Doctrines tend to legitimize themselves through
claims of proof-presenting their structure as derivable
from prior configurations. But proof is only the
reduction of one scene to another, and every
reduction ultimately depends on unexamined axioms.
As the skeptics observed, no chain of justification can

escape circularity or assumption.

Example: A formal system derives new theorems from ax-

ioms. But the axioms themselves remain outside the scope of

deduction, stabilized as a prior scene.

Others appeal to faith, affirming the coherence of a

scene without recourse to external justification. This
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stance, while epistemically fragile, is structurally more
honest: it acknowledges the irreducibility of its
grounding rather than masking it as derivation.

Example: A religious worldview affirms divine order as the
source of coherence — it does not derive this claim, but main-
tains it as a scene of committed differentiation.

1. An ontogenetic doctrine does not appeal to proof or
faith, but to the act of differentiation itself. It takes
as primary neither a justified structure nor a believed
foundation, but the generative movement by which
distinctions emerge and stabilize. Its grounding is
operative rather than representational: not what is
assumed or affirmed, but what is enacted.

Example: In radical constructivism, coherence appears
through repeated interaction. What holds is what continues to
differentiate under modulation.



1.

RS: Ethics

The ethical level begins when differentiation no
longer refers back to its own stability, but maintains
openness to patterns that do not originate within the
node.

The Rs-level begins where recursive differentiation
encounters another node that also sustains its own
structure. The self is no longer the exclusive scene; it is
situated among other reflexive conﬁgurations.

Example: In dialogue, one speaker alters their articulation in

response to how the other frames meaning—recognizing that

both sustain their own differentiated structure.

From this encounter ethical differentiation emerges:
through the structural capacity to recognize the other
as a source of irreducible difference, independent of
any pre-given content or foundation.

Example: A parent accepts a child’s worldview as a distinct

configuration shaped by different rhythms of differentiation.

1.

2.

This recognition operates ontologically rather than
epistemically. It involves a reconfiguration of one’s
own reflective dynamics in order to remain responsive
to patterns that arise beyond internal structures.

Resonance names the structural condition under
which distinct nodes remain mutually responsive
without reducing one to the other. It is a patterned
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alignment that preserves difference while enabling
coordination.

Example: In music improvisation, each player adjusts in
real time to the others by sustaining distinction in shared
rthythm.

1. The ethical aspect is the modulation of one’s own
differentiation in light of external reflexivity. Its
function is to maintain the conditions under which
the other may differentiate.

2. Responsibility designates a structural relation—a
recursive adjustment that maintains the presence of
external differentiation as irreducible within the
unfolding configuration.

Example: A translator chooses the most structurally faith-
ful rendering—preserving the original’s logic rather than col-
lapsing it into the host language.

1. Rs-nodes maintain openness by refraining from
totalization. They enact selective permeability: the
capacity to let distinction resonate without forcing
resolution.

2. At this level, relationality acquires a topological
dimension. Differentiations are co-sustained in a
shared symbolic field that preserves their respective

rhythms.



94 DENYS SPIRIN

Example: In conflict resolution, opposing narratives are
mapped onto a shared symbolic space that preserves their dif-

ferences while allowing interaction.

1. At Rs, a symbolic system functions as a medium of
relation between incommensurable configurations. Its
role is to sustain differentiation across divergent
structures without reducing them to a common
identity.

Example: A constitution enables competing political vi-
sions to coexist by structuring their interaction without impos-
ing a single ideological frame.

1. Ethical differentiation reconfigures the nature of
structure as recursive responsiveness. Coherence is
sustained relation to what remains outside prior
articulation, extending the scene beyond internal
closure.

2. The Rs-threshold introduces symbolic systems
oriented toward hospitality. These structures extend
stability by creating space for difference to remain
active within shared articulation, and truth is now
resonance that sustains multiple configurations in

relation without subsuming them into a single form.



1.

Ethical Doctrines

Ethical doctrines define how differentiation is
sustained across reflexive nodes. They encode norms,
values, and structural strategies of co-differentiation.
We distinguish four primary orientations in ethical
doctrines: subsumptive, contractual, recognitional,
and ontogenetic.

A subsumptive ethics seeks to align the other with a
pre-given structure, such as moral law, divine
command, or rational order. The difference of the
other is tolerated only insofar as it conforms.
Examples: divine command theory, Kantian
formalism, utilitarian calculation.

Example: A religious law commands care for strangers—but

the stranger is first defined within the law’s categories, and care

is extended only by reference to those terms.

1.

In subsumptive systems, the ethical scene is centered,
the self is universalized, and the other is differentiated
only as a case within a prior logic.

A contractual ethics maintains difference through
negotiation.  Distinctions between nodes are
preserved, but mediated by exchange, agreement, or
mutual interest. Examples: Hobbesian contract,
liberal individualism, social contract theory.
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Example: Two nations form a treaty allowing cultural dif-
ference, but only under mutual legal obligations. Difference is
respected as long as terms are upheld.

1. These systems stabilize ethical space through
reciprocal constraints. Difference is respected, but
only within an equilibrium of shared terms. The other
remains external but exchangeable.

2. A recognitional ethics foregrounds asymmetry as the
structural condition of relation. The other appears as
irreducible, and the act of recognition affirms this
difference without transforming it into sameness.
Examples: Levinas, dialogical ethics, Buber.

Example: In Levinas, encountering the face of the other
imposes an ethical demand without content—it is the presence
of irreducible difference that calls for response.

1. The recognitional ethical act sustains the singularity
of the other without integrating it into a shared frame.

2. An ontogenetic ethics understands the ethical relation
as co-emergent. The scene forms through sustained
resonance between autonomous processes  of
differentiation, where structure and relation evolve
together. Examples: process ethics, posthuman ethics,
radical constructivism.

Example: In care ethics, the relation between infant and
caregiver forms over time through responsive interaction. Nei-
ther role is fixed; both emerge through modulation.
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In this mode, ethics is the generative field in which
difference  stabilizes without hierarchy. Each
act—whether care, restraint, or
resonance—contributes to the co-formation of the
scene.

These four modes differ by ontological structure: by
how they position the other and by the kind of scene
they generate through that relation.

Subsumptive ethics assimilates; contractual ethics
balances; recognitional ethics suspends; ontogenetic
ethics generates.

The ethical scene is dynamic: it unfolds as multiple
reflexive nodes sustain distinction without collapse.
Where such dynamics persist and begin to form
higher-order configurations, the ground for collective
differentiation emerges.

When multiple ethical nodes begin to recursively
stabilize the conditions of collective coherence, a new
level of differentiation becomes possible: Re.



R6: Collectivity

1. Ré designates a scene in which differentiation occurs
across interrelated nodes, forming a collective
structure. Modulation is sustained through shared
configurations, where each scene contributes to a
stable dynamic without reducing its autonomy.

2. This level is defined by topological interdependence:
nodes articulate differences that persist only within
the shared field they co-constitute. Collective
structure emerges through mutual embedding, not
through addition of parts.

3. An R6 node sustains a scene of differentiation
grounded in distributed coherence. The collective is
defined by structural resonance among loci, where the
field maintains continuity regardless of local
substitution.

Example: Wikipedia maintains informational stability through
continuous edits from different users. The scene holds without
central authorship.

1. Collective differentiation centers on structural
participation: each node contributes to the topology
of the scene by sustaining distinctions that extend
across interconnected operations. Coherence emerges
through shared articulation rather than isolated

recursion.
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Example: In an ecosystem, a pollinator’s role sustains floral
reproduction, which supports other species. The coherence of
the system depends on cross-linked differentiation.

1. In R6, memory becomes distributed: the history of
differentiations is encoded in the configuration itself,
not in the single node.

Example: In oral traditions, stories are held not by one in-
dividual but across many tellers. The sequence of variations en-
codes history in collective form.

1. A collective node operates as a field: a stabilized
modulation emerging from inter-node
differentiation. It sustains mutual synchronization
through distributed structure rather than hierarchical
control.

Example: A blockchain ledger operates as a collective field:
updates are verified through network-wide differentiation.

1. Scenes at this level exhibit resilience to substitution:
individual nodes may change, yet the differentiational
topology remains intact. The field holds its structure.

Example: In an orchestra, one musician may be replaced,
but the symphonic structure persists through distributed artic-
ulation across parts.

1. Ethical responsibility (Rs) transforms into structural

responsibility: the capacity to maintain the field’s
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coherence by sustaining one’s place in a pattern that
no node governs.

2. Conflict at this level appears as topological tension-a
disturbance in the distribution of difference that
alters the coherence of the scene. The system adapts by
shifting its structure, integrating the disruption into a
new configuration.

3. Re-differentiation enables collective  cognition,
distributed memory, and fields of articulation
sustained through structural interdependence. The
scene emerges from the coordinated activity of
multiple nodes, each embedded in the topology it
helps sustain.

Example: Open-source software evolves as contributors
across the world modify code. The system reflects cognition
distributed across asynchronous differentiation.



Collective Types

1. An Ré-configuration is defined by structural
modulation—a field that sustains distinct nodes
through their interrelation.

2. Wk identify four ideal types of collective structure:
hierarchical, ensemble-based, networked, and field-
like.

3. A bierarchical collective stabilizes difference by
centralization. One node or group defines the
differentiational rhythm; others align or are
subsumed. Examples: military command, cults of
personality, centralized bureaucracies.

Example: In a corporation with centralized leadership, strategy
is defined at the top and departments differentiate only
through delegated roles.

1. In hierarchical structures, substitution of the center
disrupts the field. The collective persists only through
the enforcement of top-down consistency.

2. An ensemble collective distributes roles without
enforcing symmetry. Each node holds a distinct
position, but no node governs the whole. Examples:
orchestras, collaborative research groups, polyphonic
traditions.

Example: In a jazz ensemble, each musician plays a unique
part, responding to others without a conductor. Coherence
arises from distributed alignment, not command.

101
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1. Ensemble structures allow partial substitution and

flexible reconfiguration, provided that relational
constraints are preserved.

A network collective maintains differentiation through
connectivity. Nodes modulate their acts via local
links, and coherence emerges from distributed
interaction. Examples: peer-to-peer systems, informal
communities, resilient activist networks.

Example: A local mutual aid network adapts to neighbor-

hood needs through direct communication between members.

No node oversees the whole, but coherence forms through re-

peated local coordination.

1. These structures are robust to change, but prone to

local collapse or fragmentation if patterns lose global
coherence.

A feld collective sustains a non-local topology of
differentiation: structure is neither assigned nor
negotiated, but emerges from long-range coherence
among recursive nodes. Examples: ecosystems,
distributed AI swarms, contemplative orders with no
command.

Example: A coral reef maintains ecological structure

through reciprocal patterns among species. If some organisms

disappear, others reconfigure to sustain the system’s differenti-

ational rhythm.

Field collectives embody pure Ré structure:
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differentiation persists even when individual nodes
dissolve, as long as the scene retains its shape.



Collective Doctrines

1. Collective doctrines define how difference is
sustained across multiple nodes. They encode the
logic by which a scene persists beyond individual
recursion.

2. We identify four types of collective doctrine:
sovereign, contractualist, distributed, and transversal.

3. A sovereign doctrine enforces collective coherence via
central authority. The scene is unified by command
or revelation. Examples: theocratic rule, authoritarian
nationalism, corporate mission statements.

Example: In a theocracy, laws are derived from a revealed
source. Collective coherence is enforced through alignment
with a central doctrine that defines all valid distinctions.

1. A contractualist doctrine defines the scene through
negotiation and mutual constraint. Collective
coherence is maintained through agreed frameworks.
Examples: liberal democracy, federations, consensus
models.

Example: In a federal system, each region retains autonomy
under shared rules while collective scene persists through ne-
gotiated differentiation across domains.

1. A distributed doctrine treats collective coherence as
emergent. Nodes adjust locally to sustain global
structure without central enforcement. Examples:
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anarchist ethics, stigmergic systems, protocol-based
coordination.

Example: In open-source development, contributors adjust
to changes locally. The coherence of the project arises from
compatibility across modifications.

1. A transversal doctrine holds that the collective scene
is never totalizable. It sustains coherence through
resonant difference, where disalignment itself
becomes part of structure. Examples: rhizomatic
theory, indigenous epistemologies, post-
anthropocentric ethics.

Example: In rhizomatic pedagogy, multiple learning paths
emerge in parallel, contradictions are held in tension, sustain-
ing a non-totalized educational field.

1. These doctrines operate as structural procedures: each
defines conditions under which a collective field
maintains  coherence  through differentiation,
avoiding collapse through dynamic tension, resisting
domination through distributed articulation, and
adapting without fixation through ongoing
modulation.

2. Reé-doctrines make possible scenes where no node
dictates the structure, yet all participate in its
modulation.



Psychology

Psychological models describe stabilized patterns of
psychic differentiation—structured ways in which
perception, emotion, and behavior are articulated
within symbolic or pre-symbolic frames.

Each psychological theory emphasizes specific aspects
and levels of psychic differentiation: internal conflict
(Freud), external ~modulation (behaviorism),
symbolic reconstruction (cognitive models).
Differences between theories reflect  diverse
stabilizations within psychic differentiation, not
contradictions about a single structure.

Pathology is defined as a breakdown in structural
coherence: either excessive rigidity or loss of
stabilizing  constraints, resulting in  psychic
fragmentation.

Therapy reconfigures differentiation, restoring
coherence by enabling the system to sustain and
modulate symbolic and affective distinctions.
Psychological growth involves progressively deeper
recursive  modulation:  greater  stability and
complexity in symbolic differentiation.

Freudian theory structures the psyche as conflict
between unconscious drives (id), regulating symbolic
structures  (ego), and normative  constraints
(superego). Pathology occurs when differentiation is
repressed or symptomatically displaced.
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Example: A neurotic symptom arises when differentiation of
aggressive impulses is symbolically displaced into compulsive
rituals.

1. Freud addresses differentiation primarily at levels R2
(affective tension) and R3 (symbolic modulation),
limiting recursive restructuring.

2. Jungian theory describes the psyche through symbolic
configurations (archetypes) within a collective
topology.  Individuation recursively integrates
archetypal tensions into stable differentiation.

Example: Integrating the shadow into consciousness re-
configures psychic differentiation, stabilizing internal symbolic

coherence.

1. Jung’s differentiation extends from symbolic (R3) to
cthical (Rs), but recursion remains implicit in
symbolic form.

2. Behaviorism  structures  psychic  differentiation
externally as observable stimulus—response patterns,
stabilizing  behavioral =~ modulation  through
reinforcement.

Example: Conditioning establishes stable differentiations
between stimuli and responses, such as learned avoidance be-
haviors.

1. Behaviorism operates strictly at Rz (affective-

behavioral), lacking symbolic and  reflexive
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modulation.

Cognitive theories frame psychic differentiation as
symbolic structures recursively reorganized through
internal processing (memory, planning, attention).

Example: Cognitive restructuring modifies symbolic dif-

ferentiation, altering emotional responses to perceived threats.

1.

Cognitive theories primarily formalize symbolic
differentiation (R3), typically underemphasizing
affective modulation.
Vygotskys theory sees psychic differentiation as
internalized social interactions mediated through
symbolic structures.

Example: Children internalize problem-solving techniques

from social interactions, establishing symbolic differentiation

internally.

1.

2.

Vygotsky bridges R2—-R4, emphasizing that symbolic
differentiation arises through collective, socially
mediated processes.

Attachment  theory  frames  early  affective
differentiation as foundational to later symbolic
stability. Secure attachment stabilizes coherent
differentiation, whereas insecure attachment disrupts
symbolic integration.

Example: Securely attached children maintain symbolic

coherence under stress; insecurely attached children struggle to

modulate differentiation effectively.
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1. Attachment theory integrates Rz (affective) with
symbolic differentiation (R3), showing how ecarly
modulation shapes later symbolic stability.

2. Predictive coding models psychic differentiation as
anticipatory ~ modulation:  internal  symbolic
configurations stabilize by minimizing prediction

€errors against sensory input.

Example: Perception of ambiguous figures stabilizes as the
predictive system adjusts internal symbolic differentiation to

sensory feedback.

1. Predictive coding formalizes differentiation at
symbolic (R3) and reflexive (R4) levels but tends to
abstract from affective processes.

2. Constructivist  psychology — (Piaget, Kelly) sees
differentiation as recursively stabilized symbolic

schemes emerging through interaction and testing,

Example: A child’s cognitive schema of "quantity” stabilizes
by recursively integrating distinctions learned through object
manipulation.

1. Constructivism explicitly formalizes symbolic and
reflexive  differentiation  (R3-R4) but usually
overlooks  affective  grounding and  ethical
modulation.

2. Existential psychology frames psychic differentiation
around unresolved symbolic coherence, stabilizing
self through confrontation with freedom and
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meaninglessness.

Example: Authenticity stabilizes psychic differentiation
through conscious acknowledgment of existential uncertainty.

1. Cognitive—behavioral  therapies  (CBT, REBT)
restructure symbolic differentiations to modulate
affective and behavioral responses.

Example: CBT restructures distorted cognitions about so-
cial rejection, stabilizing affective modulation and reducing
anxiety.

1. Internal Family Systems (IFS) models the psyche as
multiple  symbolic  differentiations  (“parts”)
recursively integrated within a coherent meta-
structure (“self”).

Example: Dialogue between internal “critic" and "protec-
tor" parts stabilizes internal symbolic coherence, reducing in-
trapsychic conflict.

1. Psychedelic and transpersonal theories interpret psychic
differentiation as symbolic structures capable of

profound disruption and recursive reconfiguration.

Example: Psychedelic states disrupt symbolic boundaries,
temporarily destabilizing differentiation to allow deeper re-
structuring.

1. Psychological theories enact distinct configurations
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within the psyches recursive differentiation,
articulating how perception, emotion, and symbolic
structure stabilize or collapse across various psychic
scenes.



Psychotherapy

1. Psychotherapy operates within a structured scene
where a node’s patterns of differentiation become
subject to modulation. It introduces new relational
conditions, allowing the node to realign its internal
structure and re-engage in sustained acts of
differentiation.

Example: A patient stuck in obsessive loops begins to vary the
pattern once the therapist alters the conditions of attention
and interpretation.

1. A therapeutic process generates a field of co-
orientation. The presence of another
node—consistent, attentive, and responsive—forms a
stable scene through which differentiation can regain
coherence. This scene becomes a frame within which
over-determined or collapsed configurations may

begin to shift.

Example: A therapist’s consistent mirroring enables the
client to recognize and adjust affective distinctions they could
not modulate alone.

1. The symptom manifests as a saturated configuration:
a rigid recurrence of the same differentiation without
renewal. Therapy introduces variance, enabling the
differentiation rhythm to deviate, re-articulate, and
reconfigure the scene.
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2. Healing occurs as the node re-establishes access to its
own generative capacity. A node capable of
reorganizing its conﬁguration within a new aspect
expresses recovery—as the emergence of new
coherence.

Example: After a phase of guided re-articulation, the client
initiates reframing spontaneously—evidence of restored inter-
nal modulation.

1. Each therapeutic modality operates through a distinct
alignment with the node’s internal modulation.
Rather than supplying content, it adjusts the rhythm
and orientation of differentiation within a particular
aspectual frame. The technique becomes effective
insofar as it synchronizes with the active pattern and
redirects its trajectory toward a new coherent
configuration.

Example: Somatic work adjusts bodily tempo; CBT re-
orders symbolic distinction; narrative therapy shifts the orga-
nizing aspect.

1. Psychoanalytic techniques trace the recursive patterns
through which symbolic structures constrain
differentiation. By sustaining attention on slips,
dreams, and transference, they expose over-coded
recursions at R4 and allow re-entry into less

symbolically saturated configurations.
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Example: Interpreting a dream as repetition of unresolved
differentiation exposes a looped symbolic articulation.

1. Cognitive and behavioral techniques act at the interface
of code and pattern, modulating how the node
evaluates and projects structures of consequence,
seeking new configurations in the R3 space of

expectation, rule, and iteration.

Example: Challenging a belief like “T always fail” reconfig-

ures symbolic differentiation in the expectation space.

1. Somatic approaches re-ground differentiation into the
sensorimotor field, shifting the modulation rhythm
toward R2. The node reorients around embodied
temporality and rhythmic variation, enabling new

structural emergence beyond symbolic constraints.

Example: A person tracks breath and tension, restoring af-
fective differentiation without symbolic narration.

1. Narvative and meaning-oriented therapies introduce
symbolic re-articulation — they stabilize new R4
configurations by reframing existing scenes of self-
differentiation and positioning them within coherent
world-structures.

Example: Reframing a past failure as transformation aligns
scenes into a new symbolic configuration.

1. Mindfulness and meditative practices sustain minimal
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configurations of awareness, they heighten sensitivity
to immediate modulation and open a scene where
symbolic articulation does not dominate.

Example: Focusing on breath brings awareness to raw
modulation before interpretation reasserts itself.

1. Relational and systemic approaches distribute the act of
differentiation across multiple nodes, modulating the
coherence of inter-nodal configurations and enabling
the emergence of collective scaffolding for new
rhythms.

Example: A shift in family therapy emerges when one
member’s differentiation changes the entire relational pattern.

1. The therapeutic scene is temporally extended:
recurrence across sessions builds rhythmic scaffolding,
enabling more complex modulations to stabilize. The
therapeutic  alliance acts as a second-order
configuration: a higher-level act of differentiation that
holds the local process in a coherent frame.

Example: Weekly sessions create a predictable rhythm,
within which unstable scenes gradually cohere.

1. In formal terms, psychotherapy can be treated as an
induced shift across levels of differentiation: from
symbolic over-coding (R4) toward re-grounded
bodily or temporal articulation (R2-R3), or in the

opposite direction—toward explicit codification of
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previously unstructured affect.

Example: A panic response (R2) becomes narratively en-
coded (R3), enabling reflective distance (R4).

1. At the point of completion, the node maintains its
own modulation across scenes. ‘Therapeutic
scaffolding gives way to internal coherence, enabling
the node to reconfigure differentiation through
sustained rhythm and aspectual flexibility. This
continuity reflects not return but the ongoing
articulation of structural autonomy.



Culture

1. Cultural  configurations  stabilize  collective
differentiation through shared symbolic forms. These
forms embed distinctions into collective structures,
allowing them to be rearticulated and modulated as

contexts shift.

xample: The sacre rofane distinction persists through reli-
E. le: Th d/profane distinct ts through rel
gious architecture, rites, and narratives, maintaining symbolic

differentiation across generations.

1. History encodes differentiation into sequential
symbolic structures. By linking events into relational
patterns, historical narratives provide collective
orientation across time.

Example: The French Revolution is not just a sequence of
events but a symbolic frame that structures distinctions be-

tween monarchy and republic, citizen and subject.

1. Myth generates foundational distinctions—such as
chaos/order or mortal/divine—and stabilizes them
into archetypal configurations. These patterns sustain
symbolic coherence across changing contexts.

Example: The myth of the flood encodes the tension be-
tween transgression and renewal, structuring symbolic scenes

of destruction and re-creation across cultures.
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1. Ritual stabilizes differentiation through repeated
embodied acts. It fixes distinctions into spatial,
temporal, and gestural patterns, forming symbolic
rhythms that structure collective scenes.

Example: The ritual of pilgrimage configures movement
and space as a symbolic transformation, aligning bodily action
with shared narrative frames.

1. Art crystallizes latent symbolic distinctions and
projects them into collective visibility. It makes
emerging differentiations structurally perceptible

within cultural form.

Example: Malevich’s Black Square marks the shift from fig-
uration to abstraction, encoding a new structural axis in visual
differentiation.

1. Music structures perceptual differentiation through
modulation of time, rhythm, and intensity. It
configures symbolic contrast without linguistic
articulation.

Example: A tugue differentiates themes by variation and
layering, sustaining symbolic coherence through nonverbal re-

cursion.

1. Language organizes symbolic differentiation into
recursive structures through syntax, metaphor, and
abstraction, transmitting and reshaping distinctions

across contexts.
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Example: The phrase “breaking silence” encodes an event
of differentiation within a shared symbolic topology of voice,

presence, and power.

1. Cultural memory preserves configurations of
difference capable of reenactment. It holds symbolic
structures in readiness for modulation and

reinterpretation.

Example: Commemorative rituals reactivate past distinc-
tions—victory and defeat, trauma and healing—within current

symbolic frames.

1. Cultural transformation occurs through shifts in
symbolic rhythm and alignment. Active structures
reconfigure to preserve coherence as differentiation

evolves.

Example: The movement from oral to literate culture re-
structured symbolic differentiation, changing how knowledge
and authority were stabilized.

1. Cultural coherence arises through distributed
symbolic alignment. Nodes sustain shared patterns of
differentiation without requiring centralized control.

Example: A tradition persists when multiple groups
rearticulate its symbolic distinctions in diverse but compatible

forms.

1. Societal continuity depends on the ability to
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modulate symbolic structures as contexts shift.
Durable cultures sustain difference through coherent
transformation.

2. Cultural  collapse  occurs  when  symbolic
differentiation becomes saturated. If configurations
rigidify beyond modulation, coherence dissolves.

Example: Late-stage imperial Rome exhibited symbolic ex-
haustion: its differentiation schemes could no longer organize
new social or political distinctions.



Aspectual Principles

1. The progression from R1 to Ré reveals consistent
structural regularities in how aspects shift and deepen.
Differentiation manifests as transformation: the scene
reorganizes itself by internalizing additional aspects
and reconfiguring its internal coherence. The
following principles articulate these shifts as
structural tendencies.

2. Aspectual expansion increases the flexibility of the scene.
A system modulating multiple aspects, such as spatial
and temporal differences simultaneously, has greater
capacity for adaptive reconfiguration than one
restricted to a single aspect. Flexibility arises as
intersecting  differentiations  stabilize =~ multiple

pathways for coherent organization.

Example: A migrating animal aligns its internal states with
both spatial navigation and temporal cycles (e.g., seasons),
modulating behavior through both aspects.

1. A new aspect emerges through recursive differentiation.
When a node modulates the structure of its own
differentiating activity, coherence is reorganized by
altering the generative logic of distinctions. This
emergence  expands  the dimensionality — of
differentiation  itself, enriching the structural
dynamics of the scene rather than simply extending
existing distinctions.
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Example: The shift from language to logic illustrates recur-
sive differentiation. Language at R3 encodes distinctions; log-
ic at R4 modulates how those distinctions are structured, en-
abling reformulation of the symbolic system through new as-
pect.

1. Reflexive aspects enhance modulation  potential.
Reflexivity releases the system from fixed structural
forms, expanding the capacity for internal
reconfiguration, anticipation, and adaptation. This
increase in potential configurations defines a broader
landscape for differentiation.

Example: A scientific model allows a community to reor-
ganize future actions based on the reflective integration of pri-
or distinctions, increasing the system’s reconfigurability.

1. Differentiating external scenes horizontally extends the
system. This expansion occurs by propagating existing
aspects across nodes, establishing shared structural
configurations. Processes such as reproduction,
cooperation, language, and science function through
distributed  differentiation, stabilizing coherent
interactions across multiple points of articulation.

Example: In eusocial insects, differentiation of roles (work-
er, queen, etc.) stabilizes inter-node coherence without central-
ized control, extending a single aspect (reproductive function)
across the colony.

1. Aspectual emergence corresponds to intensified self-
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modulation rather than increased structural scale.
Symbolic systems differ from perceptual ones not by
spatial magnitude or complexity of elements, but by
their capacity to maintain internal coherence
independently of immediate stimuli, enabling deeper
structural reconfiguration and abstraction.

Example: A poem modulates internal meaning through re-
cursive symbolic play; its structural depth arises not from the
number of words, but from the system’s capacity to sustain re-
flexive coherence.

1. Each new aspect transforms the criterion of stability.
At foundational levels, stability manifests through
homeostatic balance and repetitive structures. Higher
aspects  redefine  stability  as  recursive
coherence—structures  remain  robust  through
sustained internal reconfiguration and modulation.

Example: An organism maintains stability via metabolic
cycles (R2), while a legal institution does so through recursive
articulation of precedent (R4-Rs); both are stable, but on in-

commensurable grounds.

1. Scenes with  greater — aspectual  depth  resolve
differentiations over extended durations. Spatial
configurations stabilize instantaneously; behavioral
responses require unfolding sequences; symbolic
modulation sustains differentiation indefinitely.

Delayed resolution provides structural space for the
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formation of complexity, intentionality, and
articulated meaning.

Example: A philosophical tradition sustains symbolic dif-
ferentiation over centuries, allowing reconfiguration of mean-
ing across successive cultural scenes.



Conditionality

1. All differentiation is structurally conditional. No act
of reflexivity, ethics, or collectivity escapes its
symbolic scaffolding.

2. Consciousness (R4) emerges as a symbolic loop—self-
reference sustained through recursive configurations.
Its coherence is syntactic, not existential.

Example: The Cartesian “I think” is not an ontological event,
but a stabilization of symbolic recursion. The cogito does not

reveal selfhood; it formats it.

1. Ethical differentiation (Rs) claims to encounter the
irreducible Other. Yet the very recognition of
otherness presupposes symbolic framing and ethics
never exits the stage it pretends to transcend.

Example: Levinas’s ethical relation is shaped by the sym-
bolic capacity of the subject. The Other becomes recognizable
only to the extent that it is legible within the self’s symbolic

matrix.

1. Collectivity (R6) simulates shared differentiation
through synchronization, but what appears as unity
is the convergence of symbolic formats across
nodes—not a shared ground, but a shared code.
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Example: National identity does not reflect a collective
essence but repeats signs—flags, anthems, myths—until their

constructedness is forgotten.

1. Symbolic systems routinely disguise themselves as
ontological structures. Their operational
stability—legal, cultural, epistemic—masquerades as

existential necessity.

Example: Legal frameworks declare norms as justice. But
law enforces recursive symbolic differentiations, excluding

whatever resists articulation.

1. Every level of differentiation produces symbolic
projections that harden into second-order myths.
What deepens structurally is not truth, but the
illusion of foundation.

Example: Religious systems treat symbolic differentia-
tion—sin, grace, salvation—as transcendent realities, ignoring
the contingent logics that shaped them.

1. Recursive systems do not resolve symbolic
conditionality—they reinforce it. The deeper the
loop, the more insulated the coherence, the more

difhicult it becomes to perceive its contingency.

Example: Philosophical systems from Hegel to Heidegger
embed symbolic structures in self-referential schemas that pro-
duce depth without disclosure.
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1. Reflexivity, ethics, and collectivity are not ontological
features—they are symbolic constraints that persist
only because they recursively stabilize themselves.
Once their conditionality is acknowledged, their
authority dissolves.

2. Science does not access reality, it constructs a symbolic
frame where certain differences become operable. The
frame selects which distinctions can be repeated,
predicted, or manipulated—others are excluded from
its articulation.

Example: Physics treats “mass” as a stable symbol across
models, but cannot account for anomalies like dark matter
without adding unobservable placeholders. This reveals that
its coherence depends on internal consistency, not ontological
reach.

1. Religion encodes symbolic distinctions into stable
configurations and declares them final. It presents
historically contingent articulations as absolute,
shielding their symbolic nature through appeal to
transcendence.

Example: The division between sacred and profane is not
ontological but symbolic—yet is treated as inherent, making
symbolic articulation appear pre-given and untouchable.

1. Mysticism avoids overt symbols but remains
dependent on symbolic background. Its claim of
immediacy rests on the prior structure of contrast
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between unity and division, speech and silence, which

it never escapes.

Example: Experiences of “nonduality” rely on symbolic
negation of duality—they are structured by what they deny,
not by absence of structure.

1. Atheism does not dismantle symbolic order but
repositions it. It discards the referent (“God”) while
keeping the oppositional structure that gave that
referent meaning.

Example: Moral secularism mirrors theological frame-
works—sins become “harms,” virtue becomes “autono-
my”—but the symbolic logic remains unchanged.

1. Democracy repeats symbolic gestures under the guise
of agency. Participation is framed as choice, but the
space of possible distinctions is already formatted,
reducing differentiation to circulation within a closed

symbolic field.

Example: Elections reproduce the illusion of decision by
rotating predefined actors—difference becomes rotation, not
articulation.

1. Liberalism encodes autonomy through symbolic
visibility. It requires that selthood be expressible in
recognizable terms, thereby excluding modes of being
that remain opaque, silent, or structurally
incompatible with the liberal frame.
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Example: A person who does not express their views in ac-
ceptable political form (speech, vote, protest) is treated as ei-
ther passive or irrational—not as differently structured.

1. Nationalism transforms symbolic similarity into
identity. It projects imagined unity by compressing
divergent differentiations into symbols of origin and
destiny, concealing the violence required to maintain

symbolic homogeneity.

Example: The phrase “one people” masks stratifications,
suppressions, and internal exclusions necessary for the appear-
ance of unity.

1. The State maintains coherence by determining which
differentiations count. It regulates visibility by
scripting inclusion and exclusion through law, policy,
and recognition, leaving unregistered differences

structurally silent.

Example: Stateless persons are not just outside legal sta-
tus—they are outside the scene of symbolic articulation itself.

1. Conservatism legitimizes present structure through
reference to its own endurance. It equates duration
with value, conflating repetition with validity and
concealing that what persists often does so through

suppression of alternatives.

Example: “Traditional values” remain not by merit but by
structural inertia: what is already visible continues to be seen.



130 DENYS SPIRIN

1. Norms encode symbolic differentiation into
enforceable  expectations. They function by
preclusion—structuring what counts as acceptable
before articulation begins. Yet over time, norms often
persist beyond their differentiating function,
becoming empty repetitions detached from the
distinctions they once stabilized.

Example: Dress codes in professional settings enforce sym-
bolic alignment with class, gender, and hierarchy—but many
clements (e.g., ties, heels) persist as inert rituals, no longer tied
to functional differentiation.

1. Ideals fossilize differentiation. What begins as an open
projection becomes an anchor: a rigid symbolic
reference immune to modulation. Ideals stabilize
scenes by resisting contingency, but at the cost of

relevance.

Example: The “ideal citizen” flattens lived variation into a
single model, excluding those whose differentiation exceeds or
deviates from its form.

1. Values function as invisible filters: they pre-format
what counts as meaningful before articulation occurs.
The stronger the value, the less it is seen—its
effectiveness lies in its opacity.

Example: “Merit” as a value frames achievement through
existing symbolic norms, excluding paths that do not map onto
its code.
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1. Culture naturalizes symbolic constraint. Through
repetition and rhythm, contingent codes become
indistinguishable from reality. What was once a
distinction becomes an atmosphere—unquestioned,
ambient, structuring visibility itself.

Example: Gendered gestures in everyday interaction ap-
pear “natural” only because their symbolic scaffolding has been
internalized through cultural repetition.

1. Symbolic configurations such as science, religion, and
identity stabilize scenes of differentiation through
recursive form. When coherence is mistaken for
grounding, the symbolic becomes myth: a closed
world mistaken for the real.

Example: The scientific method, once a practice, becomes
a belief structure—mistaking its filtering process for access to
“truth.”

1. Recognizing differentiation as conditional dissolves
the illusion of foundation. What seemed absolute
becomes provisional; what was stabilized becomes
playable. The Game begins where the symbol reveals
itself.

Example: Dadaism did not reject meaning—it exposed its
arbitrary construction, demonstrating that coherence is a rule
of the frame, not a property of the world.

1. Any projection of differentiation is either
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unjustified—thus  subject to  suspension—or
grounded, in which case all scenes are equally real. The
distinction between fiction and truth collapses into
structural consistency: a scene is not valid because it
corresponds, but because it sustains differentiation

coherently within its symbolic frame.



Scene Incompatibility

1. Two scenes are ontologically incompatible when their
foundational differentiations construct disjoint
articulatory logics. Incompatibility arises at the level
of generative form—what difference is, how it
emerges, and what stabilizes it.

2. Incompatible scenes may refer to similar elements,
events, or symbols, yet those elements are integrated
into fundamentally different structural frames. What
appears as disagreement is often non-overlap of
differentiation logics.

Example: A sacred ritual and a secular performance may use
similar gestures, yet one embeds them in a cosmological frame,
the other in aesthetic tradition.

1. Attempts to unify incompatible scenes often reduce
one to the terms of the other. This operation masks
structural asymmetry under a veneer of integration,
preserving dominance while erasing incompatibility.

Example: Efforts to incorporate indigenous cosmologies
into scientific discourse often translate symbolic distinctions
into ecological metaphors, neutralizing their ontological func-
tion.

1. Any meta-scene that claims to encompass
incompatible  scenes  presupposes its  own
differentiation logic. As such, it does not resolve
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incompatibility, but restages it on new terms.
Genuine reconciliation would require transformation
of both scenes—not synthesis, but recursive
reframing.

Example: Attempts to reconcile scientific naturalism and
religious creationism through “non-overlapping magisteria”
(Gould) construct a meta-scene of compartmentalization.
However, this synthesis merely partitions articulatory domains
without resolving the underlying divergence in differentiation
logic—empirical recurrence vs. revelatory authority.

1. Long-standing cultural, ideological, or philosophical
oppositions often persist not because of stubbornness
or ignorance, but because they rest on incompatible
scenes. Appeals to "reason” or "facts” cannot resolve
such tensions because the structure of reason itself is
scene-bound.

Example: Rationalism and mysticism cannot be reconciled
by further argument, as they differ in what counts as valid dif-
ferentiation: clarity versus opacity, articulation versus dissolu-
tion.

1. Within individuals, incompatible scenes may co-
occur without resolution, producing fragmentation,
cognitive dissonance, or double consciousness. This
fragmentation is a structural consequence of
competing differentiation regimes.
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Example: A person raised in both traditional and liberal
contexts may alternate between scenes of obligation and auton-
omy, without a coherent mode of integration.

1. Scene transitions are not additive; they involve the
collapse of existing coherence and reconstruction of
a new differentiation frame. This process often entails
psychological disorientation or ontological instability.

Example: Religious deconversion is not simply a change of
belief, but a loss of the entire structure that rendered beliefs
meaningful.

1. All scenes are conditionally articulated. They impose
structural filters that determine what counts as
difference, what stabilizes as coherence, and what
disappears as irrelevant. Recognizing this leads to
meta-differentiation: a shift from believing in the
content of the scene to observing its differentiating
form.

Example: A legal system interprets reality through sym-
bolic distinctions such as property, contract, or liability. These
distinctions define what counts as action, ownership, or vio-
lation—imposing a contingent differentiation logic that sta-
bilizes a specific scene of legality. Meta-differentiation arises
when this framework itself becomes visible as conditional, not
self-evident.

1. Incompatibility is not reducible to contradiction.
Contradiction presupposes shared syntax;
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incompatibility disrupts the very space in which
contradiction is legible. As such, it generates divergent
logics rather than clashing statements.

Example: In a scientific-legal scene, a person is judged
based on evidence and procedural responsibility, in a karmic-
religious scene, the same person may be seen as bearing con-
sequences from past lives. Although both produce judgments,
the underlying logic of accountability differs so fundamentally
that neither can absorb the other without structural distortion.

1. Conflictual incompatibility arises when one scene
negates the legitimacy of another by denying its
differentiating framework. This often results in
suppression, marginalization, or pathologization.

Example: A totalitarian regime may designate alternative

moral frames as deviant or traitorous without argument.

1. Tolerant incompatibility maintains multiple scenes in
parallel, without demanding synthesis. Interaction
proceeds by contextual switching, code-shifting, or
bracketing assumptions. However, no full integration
occurs, and tensions persist beneath the surface.

Example: Bilingual speakers often shift between cultural
codes depending on context, maintaining incompatible value

systems without resolution.

1. Ideologies embody incompatible differentiation
frameworks. Liberalism structures coherence through
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procedural neutrality and choice; conservatism
structures coherence through inherited symbolic
continuity. Attempts to mediate them often flatten
both into caricature.

Disagreements within a shared scene can be resolved
because the rules of differentiation are held in
common. Across incompatible scenes, even the
grammar of disagreement fails—what one side sees
as moral principle, the other may not register as
meaningful at all.

Media and myth reinforce scenes by stabilizing
repetition and selective exclusion. They avoid
argument and produce coherence through symbolic
saturation, amplifying compatibility within and
incompatibility across scenes.

Example: National media narratives define "us" and "them"

through image repetition and omission of incompatible per-

spectives.

1.

Incompatibility persists when scenes rely on divergent
criteria for coherence. Dialogue requires a shift in how
differentiation is structured—only then can mutual
articulation become possible.

Example: In public health debates, a scientific scene may

organize differentiation around statistical efhicacy, while a per-

sonal-liberty scene organizes it around bodily autonomy. At-

tempts at dialogue fail unless one of the scenes modulates its
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coherence logic—e.g., by reframing autonomy within collec-

tive risk.

1. Recognizing scene incompatibility marks a threshold
of meta-awareness. Differentiation appears  as
operative  structure rather than articulated
content—it frames what becomes visible, coherent,
and  actionable.  Such  recognition  exposes
incompatibility as structurally entailed by divergent
logics, not as a transient misunderstanding,.



R7: Meta

1. The R7-level is meta-differentiation: a mode of
structural operation where scenes are treated as
articulated configurations rather than inhabited
realities. The node engages with the conditions that
generate scenes—tracing their internal logic,
modulating their coherence, and opening new
pathways for articulation. This level introduces a
discontinuity: differentiation becomes oriented
toward the structure of articulation itself, rather than

remaining confined within any given symbolic scene.

Example: A philosopher shifting between metaphysical sys-
tems by analyzing how each constructs the concept of "being"
differently, performs meta-differentiation.

1. While Ré stabilizes shared differentiation through
collective synchronization, R7 introduces scene
mobility. The node acquires the capacity to enter and
exit symbolic configurations while maintaining
structural awareness. This enables modulation of
perspective itself: the frame through which difference
becomes intelligible is treated as a manipulable object.

Example: A sociologist recognizing the shift from religious
to economic symbolic frames in historical narratives, and an-
alyzing how this alters collective memory, performs R7-level

modulation.
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1. A meta-differentiating node focuses on conditions
rather than positions. Distinctions are approached
not as objects to be judged, but as functions sustained
within structural configurations. The emphasis shifts
from the content of articulation to the generative
structure that renders differences coherent. This
reflexive turn opens the space for structural critique,
creative recomposition, and ontological modulation.

Example: When a poet subverts linguistic expectation to
reveal the contingency of meaning itself—such as in Dada or
Oulipo—she operates at the meta-level, showing how sense
arises through constrained differentiation.

1. This level introduces scene-transparency: the ability to
sustain awareness of the structural preconditions of
a scene without being bound by them. The node
perceives how the articulation of difference is shaped,
stabilized, and rendered self-evident, yet avoids fusing
with any given structure. Scene-transparency is a
structural simultaneity: the ability to operate within a
scene while holding its configurational logic in view.

Example: A psychoanalyst who both participates in and
monitors the symbolic economy of a therapeutic dia-
logue—tracking how transference, language, and silence con-
figure the “scene” of selthood—embodies scene-transparency.

1. The act of meta-differentiation is topological: it
modulates the relations between scenes rather than



TREATISE ON ONTOLOGY 141

engaging their internal content. It bends, overlaps,
suspends, or nests scenes by altering how
differentiation flows. This mode opens space for
ontological experimentation—treating scenes as
constructed fields of articulation, open to
redescription and transformation.

Example: A media artist who constructs layered installa-
tions that juxtapose religious, economic, and aesthetic
codes—forcing viewers to navigate incompatible frames—per-
forms topological operations of meta-differentiation.

1. This level marks the onset of scene-transcendence
without transcendentalism. The node remains within
the structure of reality, yet shifts the basis from which
articulation unfolds. Scene-transcendence refers to
the capacity to reorganize the field of articulation
without appealing to external foundations or

privileged positions.

Example: A mystic or philosopher who suspends both
metaphysical belief and skepticism, holding the structure of be-
lief as a modulated field, enacts scene-transcendence.

1. An R7 node functions as a Player by sustaining scene-
transparency. It perceives the internal logic of a scene
without becoming enclosed by it. The Player does not
identify with any fixed configuration, but modulates
the transitions between scenes—adjusting when a
scene holds, breaks, or shifts. Its operation preserves
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fluidity, preventing any single articulation from
becoming foundational.

Example: A theorist who navigates between liberal, social-

ist, and anarchic frameworks—Dby showing how each structures

agency and legitimacy—acts as a Player. They reveal the limits

of each frame while sustaining the capacity to move across

them without collapse into relativism.

1.

Meta-differentiation includes the capacity to suspend
a scene without replacing it. This operation halts the
momentum of symbolic articulation and opens a
space for unforced reconfiguration. Suspension is a
moment where the compulsion to differentiate is
paused, exposing its conditional nature.

Example: In Zen koan practice, the moment of non-re-

sponse does not reject the question, but holds open a gap in

symbolic logic, destabilizing habitual differentiation.

1.

R7 defines the domain of the Game: a recursive
openness where each move alters the very structure
that makes play possible. Here, no position is final,
and no articulation is permanent. Every structural act
becomes both move and modulation—each
conﬁguration opens new conditions for articulation,
rather than resolving or completing them.

Example: Philosophical irony, as practiced by Kierkegaard

or Nietzsche, suspends the authority of any scene by fore-

grounding the act of articulation itself. Rather than assert po-
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sitions, it exposes how coherence is staged—transforming dis-
course into a field of modulation.

1. R7 configures the scene as inherently modulable.
Differentiation no longer binds the node to a fixed
field—it becomes an operation shaping how fields
arise, persist, or dissolve. The Player does not
manipulate content but adjusts the criteria of
coherence: which aspects are foregrounded, which
frames dissolve, and how new articulatory paths open.

Example: A political theorist who reframes debate by al-
tering the terms of opposition—introducing a new dimension
where old conflicts reconfigure—enacts modulation at the lev-
el of structural logic.

1. A Player does not select scenes based on absolute
criteria, but according to operational alignment: what
functions,  what  resonates, what  sustains
differentiation under current conditions. This
selection may follow motives of coherence, desire,
disruption, or minimal effort. Scene-choice is not
dictated—it is enacted.

Example: A thinker may adopt a metaphysical system that
supports coherence in action, reflection, or creation. What
matters is the structural fit between the system’s articulations
and the Player’s current modulation of differentiation.

1. At Ry, there are no ultimate scenes. Each scene is held

as a structured articulation, contingent and
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transformable. The meta-differentiating node does
not seek resolution, truth, or foundation—it sustains
the play of structural coherence, enabling new modes
of differentiation without imposing closure.

Example: A philosopher who no longer asks “what is
truth?” but explores how the very form of questioning shifts
across scenes, and who sustains that shift as the mode of opera-
tion, exemplifies the R7 stance.



Practice

1. The Game is accessed through practices that modulate
one’s relation to differentiation itself. These practices
suspend the fixation of scenes, shifting the emphasis
from content to the fluidity of form and structural
openness.

2. Certain practices, shared across diverse traditions,
enact ontological transparency by reducing
identification with any particular scene of
differentiation.

3. Christian asceticism renounces worldly attachments
to render the visible scene transparent, exposing
differentiation as divine will. Ascetic practice thins
the scene, making apparent an underlying structural

logic.

Example: The desert hermits of early Christianity practiced
radical withdrawal to confront the instability of all symbolic
identifications. Their solitude was a method of exposing how
the self is structured by attachment.

1. To follow the will of God means decentralizing the
self as scene-holder. Another logic of differentiation
configures action, shifting identity from possessor to
participant in divine articulation.

2. Stoic discipline cultivates symbolic detachment,
freeing the inner modulation of differentiation from
external events. The ethical subject stabilizes as an
operator of self-articulation independent of shifting
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circumstances.

Example: Epictetus trained his students to treat insults, ill-
ness, or exile as opportunities to reconfigure how differentia-
tion is internally sustained, without granting coherence to the
external scene.

1. Buddhist meditation suspends craving and
conceptual grasping, revealing the emptiness and
fluidity inherent in forms. Differentiation continues,
becoming evident as continual flux, unanchored in
any permanent self, object, or meaning.

Example: In vipassana practice, the practitioner learns to
observe arising sensations without attachment. The body be-
comes a field of transient differentiations—none of which de-

fine identity or require narrative.

1. Daoist practice aligns differentiation  with
spontancous emergence (zi7an), freeing the node
from imposed symbolic structures. The Way (Dao)
reveals  differentiation as  continuous  and

unobstructed expression.

Example: In the Zhuangzi, the skilled butcher does not an-
alyze or plan his cuts; he follows the grain of the ox, responding
fluidly. Action flows from resonance with differentiation, not
from symbolic control.

1. Sufi mysticism, through the rhythmic practice of
dbikr, dissolves the individual scene into recursive
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musicality. Differentiation unfolds as rhythmic
engagement, shifting the locus of articulation from
self-control to relational resonance and love.

2. Apophatic mysticism (Eastern and Western)
systematically suspends predicates to clear the
ontological scene, guiding differentiation toward
silence. Thought moves toward structural quietude,
loosening differentiation’s hold on conceptual
definition.

Example: The Cloud of Unknowing instructs the practi-
tioner to leave behind all images of God and enter into a dark-
ness of unknowing as the scene where differentiation no longer
clings to form.

1. Despite doctrinal divergences, these traditions share
operational  resonance: each  reduces scene
attachment, enabling transparency, structural
mobility, and fluid engagement with differentiation.

2. Such practices allow the Game to unfold freely within
the practitioner. Fixation dissolves, tuning the node
to differentiation’s rhythm, facilitating spontaneous
articulation without conceptual interference.

3. Meta-differentiation emerges when practice shifts
from optimizing differentiation to modulating its
structural logic directly. The Game manifests as an
experiential ~state, arising spontancously when
differentiation is held loosely, scenes are released
effortlessly, and forms flow without possession or
compulsion.



Remainders

The scene can be exposed, but not derived.
Differentiation arises as an act of Potentiality. The
process itself is the agent—Potentiality enacts
difference, manifesting reality through articulation.
Every differentiation leaves potentiality
undifferentiated. This is the condition for further
articulation.

Potentiality is not part of the structure. It is not
present in the scene, but remains as what has not yet
been brought into distinction.

The meaning of the Game cannot be differentiated.
It does not lie behind the scene, nor within it, but is
withdrawn from articulation.

Meta-differentiation discloses the structure of the
scene, but not the source from which it arises.

The Player is not a subject within the scene, but the
condition for any act of differentiation. It has no
form, only function.

Potentiality is the remainder of every act.

The Game is the form of Potentiality.

What cannot be differentiated must be approached
without articulation.
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Coda: Reflexivity of the Theory

This ontology does not claim privileged access to truth. It re-
jects the notion of absolute grounding in favor of operational
articulation. What it offers is a reflexive grammar of articula-
tion—a logic that describes how scenes, structures, and mean-
ings emerge through differentiation.

Every theory presupposes a scene. We make that presuppo-
sition explicit. Our ontology is not exempt from its own logic:
it is itself a scene of articulation, a structured projection that
enables certain distinctions while excluding others.

Its strength lies in its transparency. By treating differentia-
tion as primary, it avoids the trap of ontological absolutism, but
this very move prevents it from asserting finality. Other meta-
theories may emerge, structured through different primitives.

No theory is final; every theory is a move in the Game.

(1] For the foundational exposition, see Denys Spirin, Oz-
tology of Differentiation: Being, Consciousness, and the Game
(2025), ISBN: 978-83-8414-356-8.
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