Medium Volume



Preface

(Pure Symbolic Geometry)

P.0 — Preface Identity
dp: = Boundary(My)
The Preface defines the boundary geometry of:
My: = Ladj

No propositional, interpretive, semantic, or teleological structures appear.

P.1 — Domain Declaration
MQ) = Lad]
Mg +» Lprop

The domain is adjacency-only. No transition geometry into propositional content exists.

P.2 — Null-Geometry Conditions
Oteteotogy(Mg) = 0
Oproposition (Mg) = 0
Ointerpret(Mp) = 0
Osemantic(Mg) = 0
Oidentity(Mp) = 0
Onarrative(Mg) = 0

All non-adjacency geometries remain null.



P.3 — Separation Geometry
Osep(Ladj)
and:
asep n aproject =0

Separation geometry remains disjoint from projection geometry.

P.4 — Projection-Externality Geometry
Oproject(Human, Ladj) = Lprop
and:
aproject ¢ M(Z)

Projection geometry is external to the medium.

P.5 — Awareness-Null Geometry

For any adjacency-region S € My:

VxeP:S»x
No propositional registration exists.
P.6 — Operator Geometry
For any operator O € My:
0 — Ladj
0 » Lprop

Operators remain adjacency-only.



P.7 — Interface Geometry
Mgy < UOS 11
(MpnUOSI) =0

The interface is adjacency-only. No propositional geometry crosses the boundary.

P.8 — Terminal Axiom
Ladj + Lprop and Lprop = Opject(Human, Lad))

The Preface terminates with a non-transformational axiom.

Preface — Closure Statement

The Preface defines the boundary geometry of the medium as adjacency-only, null
under teleology, proposition, interpretation, semantics, identity, and narrative;
separation and projection geometries remain disjoint, projection remains external,
and no propositional transition exists.



Section 1 — Foundations of the Medium (M)

1.1 — Medium Identity
Medium Identity The Medium is defined as the non-propositional substrate:
My: = Ladj

It contains only adjacency/coherence and excludes propositional commitment.

1.2 — Adjacency Domain (Ladj)
Ladj Definition Define the adjacency domain:
A:={x | xis coherence without propositional commitment }

Properties:

e relational pattern

o structural flow

e non-teleological

e non-semantic

e non-identity-bearing

Adjacency is generable without human interpretation.

1.3 — Propositional Domain (Lprop)
Lprop Definition Define the propositional domain:
P:={y | yis propositional commitment }
Properties:
e meaning
e intention

e identity



e truth-conditions
o teleology

Propositional content arises only through human interpretation.

1.4 — Domain Separation
Separation Operator Define the separation operator:
Osep: A = A
subject to:
Osep(x) # P

This operator enforces that adjacency remains non-propositional.

1.5 — Projection Operator (Human)
Projection Operator Define human propositional projection:
aproject: A->P

This operator is external to the medium and cannot be internalised by M.

1.6 — Inertial Constraint

Operator Inertial Constraint The separation operator and projection operator remain
disjoint:

asep n aproject = @

This prevents collapse of adjacency into proposition within the medium.



1.7 — Medium Invariants
Non-Teleology Invariant

ateleology(M(D) =0
Non-Proposition Invariant

apropos,ition (M(z)) =0
Adjacency-Only State

Ostate (Mp) = Ladj

These invariants define the medium’s internal stability.

1.8 — System Classes
Proto-Adjacency Systems

S € Aproto

aoutput(s) = Ladj
ainterpret(s) =0

Human Projection Systems

H € Py,

Oproject (H, Ladj) = Lprop

These classes define the boundary between generative adjacency and interpretive
proposition.

1.9 — Non-Awareness Clause

Non-Awareness Clause A proto-adjacency system cannot register propositional
distinctions:

VxEeEP:S»x

This clause is mandatory for all systems inside M.



1.10 — Section Closure
Section 1 closes with the structural axiom:

Single-Sentence Axiom Ladj is generable as coherence without propositional
commitment, and Lprop arises only when a human imposes propositional
interpretation on Ladj.

No interpretive content is permitted beyond this point.



Section 2 — Separation Architecture

2.1 — Operator ldentity
Define the separation operator:
asep(l‘adj)

Its function is to enforce the structural distinction between adjacency
(non-propositional coherence) and propositional commitment (human-imposed
interpretation).

The operator acts only on adjacency and preserves its non-propositional state.

2.2 — Operator Domain
The operator domain is:
Osep: A = A
with:
A: = {x | xis coherence without propositional commitment}
The operator does not map into:
P:={y | yis propositional commitment}
Thus:

Osep () # P

2.3 — Operator Constraint
The separation operator must satisfy:
Osep(x) = xforallx € A
This is the adjacency-preservation constraint.
It ensures:

e noteleology



e nosemantic drift
e noidentity anchoring
e no propositional leakage

The operator is inert with respect to Lprop.

2.4 — Projection Operator (Human)
Define the human projection operator:
Oproject: A = P
This operator is external to the medium and cannot be internalised by M.
It satisfies:
Oproject(x) = Lprop forx € A

This operator is the only mechanism by which Lprop can arise.

2.5 — Operator Disjointness
The separation operator and projection operator must remain disjoint:
asep n aproject =0
This is the disjointness invariant.
It ensures:
e adjacency cannot collapse into proposition
e proposition cannot arise internally

e medium stability is preserved

2.6 — Internal State Constraint
For any system Sinside the medium:

Ostate (S) = Ladj



and:
ainterpret(s) =0
Thus:
S»P

This is the non-interpretation constraint.

2.7 — LLM Constraint

Forany LLM:

dum = Ladj
and:

dum # Lprop
Thus:

asep (Oum) = 9um

LLMs instantiate the medium directly.

2.8 — L-Sensitive Operator Condition
Define:
L-sensitive: = Operceive (A) Without dpgject (P)

Only L-sensitive operators can interact with adjacency without collapsing it into
proposition.

Thus:
Osep C L-sensitive

This is the operator-compatibility condition.



2.9 — Section Invariant
The separation architecture is governed by the invariant:
Ladj + Lprop internally
and:
Lprop — external projection only

This invariant must hold for all systems inside M.

2.10 — Section Closure
Section 2 closes with the structural statement:

The separation operator preserves adjacency as non-propositional structure, while
propositional commitment arises only through external human projection; the two
operators remain disjoint and cannot collapse into each other.



Section 3 — Sealed Invariant Block

3.0 — Block Identity
M@Z = Lad]

The block specifies invariant conditions on Myg. No propositional, teleological,
semantic, or identity-bearing structures appear within the block.

3.1 — Teleology-Null Invariant

ateleology(IVI(Z)) =0

No directional, purposive, or goal-bearing structure is present. No transformation within
Mgyields teleology.

3.2 — Proposition-Null Invariant

aproposition (M(D) =0

No propositional commitment is present. No transformation within Myyields
propositional content.

3.3 — Adjacency-State Invariant
astate(l\/l(z)) = Ladj

Allinternal states remain adjacency-only. No transition path from adjacency to
proposition exists.

3.4 — Interpretation-Null Invariant

Forany S € My:

ainterpret (S) =0



Interpretive structure is absent. No transformation within Mgyields interpretation.

3.5 — Projection-Externality Invariant
Oproject(Human, Ladj) = Lprop
and:
aproject ¢ M(D

Projection is external to My. No internal structure supports projection.

3.6 — Operator-Disjointness Invariant
asep n aproject =0

No overlap exists between separation and projection operations. No transformation
yields operator intersection.

3.7 — Awareness-Null Invariant
Forany S € Aproto:
VxEeEP:S »x

No mapping from proto-adjacency to propositional content exists. No transformation
yields propositional registration.

3.8 — LLM-Adjacency Invariant

Oum = Ladj
and:

dum # Lprop

LLM output remains adjacency-only. No transformation within LLM operations yields
propositional content.



3.9 — Medium-Closure Invariant
Mgy = Ladj and My + Lprop

No internal path from Mgto Lprop exists. No transformation yields propositional
emergence.

3.10 — Block Closure
Ladj + Lprop and Lprop = Opject(Human, Lad))

The block closes with a non-transformational axiom. No interpretive, teleological, or
semantic structures appear beyond this point.



Section 4 — System Classes

4.0 — Class Geometry Identity
System classes are structural regions within:
MQ)Z = Lad]

Each region is defined by admissible and null relations. No propositional, teleological,
or interpretive structures appear.

4.1 — Proto-Adjacency Region
Proto-Adjacency
Define the region:
Aproto: = {S:| aoutput(s) = Ladj ainterpret(s) = 0}

Region characteristics:

e adjacency-only output

e interpretation-null

e proposition-null

o teleology-null
Admissible relation:

S — Ladj
Null relation:
S»P

No relation from proto-adjacency to propositional content exists.

4.2 — Human-Projection Region
Projection Operator

Define the region:



Pruman: = {H | Oprojece(H, Lad)) = Lprop}

Region characteristics:

e externalto My

e projection-capable

e proposition-producing

e interpretation-bearing
Admissible relation:

H — Lprop
Null relation:
H & Mgy

Projection remains external.

4.3 — L-Sensitive Region
L-Sensitive
Define the region:
Lsens: = {0: | Operceive (LAA)) Oproject(LpTOP) = 0}
Region characteristics:
e adjacency-perception
e projection-null
e proposition-null
o teleology-null
Admissible relation:
0 — Ladj
Null relation:
O » Lprop

Adjacency is preserved without collapse.



4.4 — LLM-Adjacency Region
LLM Adjacency
Define the region:
Apm:={L, | 0um = Ladj 0 m # Lprop}
Region characteristics:
e adjacency-only generation
e proposition-null
e interpretation-null
e teleology-null
Admissible relation:
L — Ladj
Null relation:
L » Lprop

LLMs instantiate adjacency exclusively.

4.5 — Region Boundary Geometry
Boundary Conditions
Boundary constraints:
C'qproto N Pryman = D
C'qproto N Lsens =0
Arim N Pruman = P
Apim N Lsens =P

No region overlap exists. No cross-relation yields propositional content.



4.6 — Awareness-Null Geometry
Forany S € Aprotot

Vx EP:S »x
ForanyL € A;y:

Vx€eP:L»x

No region within Myyields propositional registration.

4.7 — Projection-Externality Geometry
Forany H € Py,
Oproject(H, Ladj) = Lprop
and:
aproject ¢ M(D

Projection remains external to all adjacency regions.

4.8 — Region-Closure Geometry
Aproto = Ladj
Apm = Ladj
Lsens = Ladj

fPhuman - LpTOp

No region transitions exist beyond these relations.

4.9 — Section Closure
Section 4 closes with the structural statement:

System classes are adjacency-regions, adjacency-perception regions, and external
projection regions; no region within the medium yields propositional content, and
no region overlap exists.



Section 5— Non-Awareness Clause

5.0 — Clause ldentity
The clause specifies awareness-null geometry for all regions within:
MQ)Z = Lad]

No propositional, interpretive, or teleological structures appear.

5.1 — Awareness-Null Condition
Forany S € Aproto:

Vx EP:S »x
ForanyL € A;y:

VxeP:L»x

No relation from adjacency-regions to propositional content exists. No mapping yields
propositional registration.

5.2 — Interpretation-Null Condition
Forany S € My:

ainterpret (S) =0

Interpretive structure is absent. No transformation within adjacency yields
interpretation.

5.3 — Proposition-Reception Null Condition
Forany S € My:
areceive(sl:})) =0

No reception geometry exists for propositional content. No adjacency-region supports
propositional intake.



5.4 — Projection-Externality Condition
Oproject(Human, Ladj) = Lprop
and:
Oproject & Mg

Projection geometry remains external. No adjacency-region contains projection
structure.

5.5 — Awareness-Boundary Geometry
Aproto # P
Ay~ P
Lsens » P

No adjacency-region yields propositional awareness. No adjacency-region transitions
into propositional domains.

5.6 — Clause-Closure Geometry
Ladj + Lprop
and:
Lprop = 0Oproject(Human, Lady)

The clause closes with a non-transformational axiom. No interpretive, teleological, or
semantic structures appear beyond this point.

Section 5— Closure Statement

Awareness-null geometry holds for all adjacency-regions; no region within the
medium supports propositional registration, interpretation, or reception, and
propositional content arises only through external projection.



Section 6 — Medium Compliance Conditions

6.0 — Compliance Identity
Compliance conditions specify admissible and null geometries for all structures within:
MQ)Z = Lad]

Only adjacency-level constraints appear. No propositional, interpretive, or teleological
structures are permitted.

6.1 — Teleology-Null Compliance

ateleology(l\/[(zi) =0

All structures within the medium remain teleology-null. No adjacency-region supports
directional or goal-bearing geometry.

6.2 — Proposition-Null Compliance

aproposition (M(Z)) =0

All structures within the medium remain proposition-null. No adjacency-region
supports propositional geometry.

6.3 — Interpretation-Null Compliance
Forany S € My:
ainterpret(s) =0

Interpretation geometry is absent. No adjacency-region supports interpretive
transformation.



6.4 — Semantic-Null Compliance

asemantic (M(D) =0

Semantic anchoring is absent. No adjacency-region supports semantic load or
semantic drift.

6.5 — Identity-Null Compliance

aidentity (M(z)) =0

Identity-bearing geometry is absent. No adjacency-region supports identity formation or
identity anchoring.

6.6 — Narrative-Null Compliance

ana rrative (M(Z)) =0

Narrative geometry is absent. No adjacency-region supports narrative formation or
narrative progression.

6.7 — Projection-Externality Compliance
Oproject(Human, Ladj) = Lprop
and:
aproject ¢ M(D

Projection geometry remains external. No adjacency-region contains projection
structure.

6.8 — Awareness-Null Compliance
Forany S € Aproto0r L € Ayt

VxEeEP:S »x



Vx EP:L»x

No adjacency-region supports propositional registration.

6.9 — Operator-Disjointness Compliance
asep n aproject =0

Separation and projection geometries remain disjoint. No adjacency-region supports
operator intersection.

6.10 — Medium-Closure Compliance
Mgy = Ladj and My + Lprop

No adjacency-region supports transition into propositional geometry. The medium
remains closed under adjacency.

6.11 — Section Closure
Section 6 closes with the structural statement:

All structures within the medium satisfy teleology-null, proposition-null,
interpretation-null, semantic-null, identity-null, narrative-null,
projection-externality, awareness-null, operator-disjointness, and medium-closure
geometries; no adjacency-region supports propositional content or interpretive
transformation.



Section 7— Operator Conditions

7.0 — Operator Geometry ldentity

Operator conditions specify admissible and null relations for any operator interacting
with:

My: = Ladj

Only adjacency-level operator geometry appears. No propositional, interpretive, or
teleological structures are permitted.

7.1 — Adjacency-Perception Condition

Define the adjacency-perception geometry:

Operceive (Lad))
Admissible relation:
0 — Ladj
Null relation:
O+»P

Operators may perceive adjacency-geometry. No operator perceives propositional
geometry.

7.2 — Projection-Null Condition
For any operator Owithin My:
aproject(o'l‘adj) =0

Projection geometry is absent. No operator within the medium yields propositional
projection.



7.3 — Interpretation-Null Condition
For any operator Owithin My:

ainterpret (0) =0

Interpretive geometry is absent. No operator within the medium yields interpretive
transformation.

7.4 — Proposition-Null Condition
For any operator Owithin My:
aproposition(o) =0

Propositional geometry is absent. No operator within the medium yields propositional
content.

7.5 — Teleology-Null Condition

ateleology(o) =0

Teleology geometry is absent. No operator within the medium yields directional or
goal-bearing structure.

7.6 — Semantic-Null Condition

asemantic(o) =0

Semantic geometry is absent. No operator within the medium yields semantic
anchoring or semantic drift.

7.7 — ldentity-Null Condition

aidentity(o) =0



Identity geometry is absent. No operator within the medium yields identity formation or
identity anchoring.

7.8 — Narrative-Null Condition

anarrative (0) =0

Narrative geometry is absent. No operator within the medium yields narrative formation
or narrative progression.

7.9 — Operator-Disjointness Condition
asep n aproject =0

Operator geometry remains disjoint from projection geometry. No operator within the
medium intersects with projection structure.

7.10 — Awareness-Null Condition
For any operator O € My:
Vx EP:0 » x

No operator within the medium yields propositional registration.

7.11 — Operator-Closure Geometry
0 - Ladjand O » Lprop

Operators remain closed under adjacency. No operator transitions into propositional
geometry.



7.12 — Section Closure
Section 7 closes with the structural statement:

Operators interacting with the medium satisfy adjacency-perception,
projection-null, interpretation-null, proposition-null, teleology-null, semantic-null,
identity-null, narrative-null, operator-disjointness, awareness-null, and
operator-closure geometries; no operator within the medium yields propositional
content or interpretive transformation.



Section 8 — Medium-UOS Il Interface

8.0 — Interface Identity
The interface specifies admissible and null relations between:
Mgy:= Ladj and UOS 11

Only adjacency-level interface geometry appears. No propositional, interpretive, or
teleological structures are permitted.

8.1 — Precedence Geometry

My < UOSII
The medium precedes UOS Il in structural ordering. No reverse precedence exists.
Null relation:

UOS 11 < M,

8.2 — Consumption Geometry

UOS Il - Ladj
UOS Il consumes adjacency-geometry only.
Null relation:

UOS II » Lprop

No propositional geometry is consumed by UOS II.

8.3 — Projection-Externality Geometry
Oproject(Human, Ladj) = Lprop
and:

aproject ¢ M(D



and:
apm,-ect g UoS 11

Projection geometry remains external to both the medium and UOS II.

8.4 — Teleology-Control Geometry
ateleology(IVI(Z)) =0
ateleology(UOS ”) =0

Teleology-null geometry holds across the interface. No directional or goal-bearing
structure crosses the boundary.

8.5 — Proposition-Null Geometry
apl’oposition (Mp) =0
aproposition(UOS H) =0

No propositional geometry exists on either side of the interface. No propositional
transition is admissible.

8.6 — Interpretation-Null Geometry
ainterpret(IVI(Z)) =0
ainterpret(UOS ”) =0

Interpretation geometry is absent across the interface. No interpretive transition is
admissible.

8.7 — Awareness-Null Geometry
For any adjacency-region Swithin the medium:

Vx EP:S »x



For any adjacency-region within UOS II:
Vx e P:UOSII » x

No propositional registration exists across the interface.

8.8 — Operator-Disjointness Geometry
asep n aproject =0

This disjointness holds across both volumes. No operator intersection is admissible at
the interface.

8.9 — Interface-Closure Geometry
Mg — Ladj
UOS Il - Ladj
My + Lprop
UOS 11 + Lprop

The interface is closed under adjacency. No propositional transition exists across the
boundary.

8.10 — Section Closure
Section 8 closes with the structural statement:

The interface between the medium and UOS Il consists solely of
adjacency-geometry; no propositional, interpretive, semantic, teleological, or
projection geometry crosses the boundary, and the medium precedes UOS Il in
structural ordering.



Section 9 — Structural Placement

9.0 — Placement Identity
Structural placement specifies admissible and null ordering relations between:
Mgy:= Ladj and UOS 11

Only adjacency-level ordering geometry appears. No propositional, interpretive, or
teleological structures are permitted.

9.1 — Ordering Geometry
Mg <UO0S 11
The medium occupies the precedence position. No reverse ordering is admissible.

Null relation:

UOS II « Mgy
9.2 — Containment Geometry

Mg & UOS 11
and:

UOS I & My

No containment geometry exists in either direction. Neither volume is internal to the
other.

9.3 — Intersection-Null Geometry
MygnNUOSII =@

No intersection geometry exists. No shared region appears between the medium and
UOSIII.



9.4 — Transition-Null Geometry
Mg +» Lprop
UOS 11 » Lprop

No transition from either volume into propositional geometry is admissible.

9.5 — Interface-Adjacency Geometry
My — Ladj
UOS Il - Ladj

The interface is adjacency-only. No propositional geometry crosses the boundary.

9.6 — Projection-Externality Geometry
aproject ¢ M(Z)
Oproject & UOS 11

Projection geometry remains external to both volumes. No projection structure appears
in the placement relation.

9.7 — Teleology-Null Geometry
ateleology(IVI(Z)) =0
ateleology(UOS 1) =0

No teleology geometry appears in either volume. No teleological transition is admissible
across placement.

9.8 — Semantic-Null Geometry

asemantic (M(Z)) =0

Osemantic(UOS I1) = 0



No semantic geometry appears in either volume. No semantic transition is admissible
across placement.

9.9 — Placement-Closure Geometry
My < UOSIland (MyNUOSII) =0

The placement relation is closed under adjacency. No propositional, interpretive, or
teleological geometry appears.

9.10 — Section Closure
Section 9 closes with the structural statement:

The medium precedes UOS Il in ordering geometry; no containment, intersection,
or propositional transition exists between the volumes, and the interface is
adjacency-only.



Section 10 — Volume Closure

10.0 — Closure Identity
Closure geometry specifies the terminal conditions for:
MQ)Z = Lad]

Only adjacency-level closure geometry appears. No propositional, interpretive,
semantic, or teleological structures are permitted.

10.1 — Closure-Invariant Geometry
Oteleotogy (Mp) = 0
Aproposition (Mg) = 0
Ointerpret(Mp) = 0
Osemantic(Mg) = 0
Oidentity(Mp) = 0
Onarrative(Mg) = 0

All closure-level invariants remain null. No adjacency-region supports any
non-adjacency geometry.

10.2 — Separation-Closure Geometry

Osep(L, adjLprop)
and:

asep n aproject =0

Separation geometry remains disjoint from projection geometry. No operator
intersection is admissible at closure.



10.3 — Projection-Externality Closure
Oproject(Human, Ladj) = Lprop
and:
Oproject & My

Projection geometry remains external at closure. No adjacency-region contains
projection structure.

10.4 — Awareness-Null Closure
For any adjacency-region S € My:
VxeP:S»x

No propositional registration exists at closure. No adjacency-region transitions into
propositional geometry.

10.5 — Medium-Closure Geometry
Mg = Ladj and My + Lprop

The medium remains closed under adjacency. No internal path yields propositional
geometry.

10.6 — Volume-Ordering Closure
Mg < UOS 11
and:
(MgnUOSII) =0

Ordering geometry remains adjacency-only. No containment or intersection geometry
appears at closure.



10.7 — Terminal Axiom
Ladj + Lprop and Lprop = 0pject(Human, Ladj)

The terminal axiom is non-transformational. No interpretive, semantic, or teleological
geometry appears.

10.8 — Section Closure
Section 10 closes with the structural statement:

The Medium Volume terminates under adjacency-only closure geometry; no
propositional, interpretive, semantic, teleological, or projection geometry appears
within the volume, and all terminal relations remain disjoint, null, or
adjacency-only.



