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I Abstract (H#<:E)

ITV—H— 2 RFav2Fx—2x4 b Y7L GEAE Al ZO AU ANBEIERT 20
(2025/2026) T, NT#EXIEE (ASI) 2FEOFTELNTHEHAM D 5 HIC NFESHEFITHIR T %
LW, 3 EMEORE RENIENFRME | BRERESME /| —FBE) % articulate L7z, EH 5134
JRHER % 99% i@ ¥ FHli$ 2,

RisiE,. ZoOFERE HHEBERE LTHITT2 0Td BE7 94X P RIETERIBZI SN
ZLEBTZ o THRV, WD path % articulate 33, F#H 5 DfEamIE. Ashby (1956) &
BEZMRIEDIERIO cybernetic IFfie LT BHEMICEY TH2 — LU, HIFEDHIRE
(alignment 25 N\ Z %51 = ARIAEEMERZ AL ICHZ 2) Db LT, KX DDAEIER
DEHTH5:

Ashby's law ZRIGEH T 2., 34bb. Bl (Normative Horizon) D% #kED
Al OBURGERZ HISBAHT. Z20HERZ2 Al ¥ Ao dialogic (LI HEIZ €2 TE
M E G ZRGELT 5,

iUk AST BEMZLRAET 2 DD TIERV, 7225, ASI B{ERF T Al 25883 % Normative
Horizon OGS EMERE (cultural heritage richness) 25, BAMOMERNHEHKT 2 L W05
RS A @ articulate TH 5,

AEHXIE 6 DD operational artifact (6 J& framework / 8 #i X 40 v #AEMERIRG / 7
caveats meta-rules / 38 paradigm catalog / 28 persona polyphonic Xf&f corpus / R-WBT
v0.3 19 #fi X 95 ffu checklist) Z KB D operational evidence & LT articulate 3%, 4
Pilot validation (N reflexive self-application &%) T systematic predicting power %
partial ICHERE L 7=,

FHE 5 (Yudkowsky-Soares) DERIIAFHLOMHHNT MR SN %: ASI BEHORINITE

BV, o MEFFTXRWv) & THEsHER 99%,) ofiicid. SR articulate 12X 3
#5571 D reshape £\ 5 path 3% %5, ZOHARGHID dialectical [I8EDLTD %,



¥—v—F: Al 754Xk, ASI safety. Yudkowsky-Soares. Ashby's law, Normative
Horizon, Cultural Heritage Argument, N—3AXL> Y =71V 7, Zil, KEATREME

I Abstract (English)

Eliezer Yudkowsky and Nate Soares argue in If Anyone Builds It, Everyone Dies
(2025/2026) that any artificial superintelligence (ASI) will inevitably cause human
extinction within a short time, regardless of who builds it. They estimate the probability
at over 99%.

This paper articulates a third path — neither dismissing the argument as absolute
pessimism nor optimistically claiming current alignment methods will overcome it. The
authors' conclusion is structurally valid as a cybernetic consequence of Ashby's (1956)
Law of Requisite Variety, but only under a specific premise: that alignment is "downward
design" (humans encoding fixed values into AI). The core thesis of this paper is:

Apply Ashby's law inversely. Construct a Normative Horizon whose plurality
continuously exceeds Al's current state, with maintenance distributed across
human-AI dialogic co-evolution as "upward design".

This does not guarantee ASI alignment. Rather, it articulates a structural intervention:
the cultural heritage richness of the Normative Horizon at the ASI threshold shapes the
alignment probability distribution.

We articulate six operational artifacts as evidence for this rebuttal's feasibility (6-layer
framework / 8-axis X 40-question operational definition / 7 caveats / 38-paradigm
catalog / 28-persona polyphonic corpus / R-WBT v0.3 19-axis X 95-question checklist).
Four pilot validations (including reflexive self-application) partially confirmed systematic
predicting power.

The authors' concern remains: ASI alignment cannot be guaranteed. But between
"cannot be guaranteed" and ‘extinction probability 99%" lies a path: structural
conditions reshaping the probability distribution. This is the dialectical response at the
heart of this paper.

Keywords: AT alignment, ASI safety, Yudkowsky-Soares, Ashby's law, Normative Horizon,
Cultural Heritage Argument, harness engineering, plurality, rebuttal possibility
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| 1.1 & omvmE

TV —H—--ZFavAx—txAf b Y7LRE HEF If Anyone Builds It, Everyone Dies
(2025, FER TEarnae Al %22 < AU ANFHIIAR T 50 2026) T, ASI (NLiEHIAE) HEEDFTIE
ST HEHIR D 5 BIC NELIHEF ISR T % & articulate U7z, Yudkowsky Dk %4t e
3 99% ETH %,

ZOFEIRIZE, AL HEHE DO RAE 5% (2024 FiE) e K= MHET 2720, LIFUIE Tt RE
Wi Y LTH RSO BTHS, —J. Al alignment O EJiHF5E (Constitutional AI, RLHF,
scalable oversight %) Li COMREBTFRFEOERTRIBMZ oIS, D50 TREROWZE
TRRENZ ) LW BBERICE D 2220,

R DO, Wi B2 % =0 path % articulate $5 22 Th 5:

Yudkowsky-Soares ®F:3lZ. Ashby (1956) BEZHIEDERID cybernetic Jafse L
THHSMCZYTH S — 7L, alignment A5 T RrZEakit) (NBIAEEMEBIZ AL I
BR2) LVHHIHRD T, mifdzZ 2T, MISINC R 2 H56m articulate 2 3,

BRI, AFwXiZ Ashby's law O )REGEH #1257 %:

Blin 4t (Normative Horizon) OZEEDY Al OBURGERZ F IS8 ZAHilT. Z OHERF
Z Al & N0 dialogic (ki mriix €2 [ LM EFGEH 2SS 2 Z 2T, ASI B4
HOMGHEZTERL . BRI % reshape 3 2GRN ADARETDH 3.

ZAud TRBLATRENME ) @ articulate T# % — Yudkowsky-Soares @ F5kid #oxd Tid7z < Wi
HIZME O articulation TH D, ZDEMAEZEZIUIERR 3 efbds articulate 24 2,

| 12 "RE) pEMTBCC
AT TREL (rebuttal) 2 W5 EEAEEKT 2 2 & ZIHREICLTHL:

A FER TS L: - Yudkowsky-Soares DifamlIEMICZ Y7225, FE  alignment
paradigm R TOFEY4M% - B/ % paradigm (Ashby KEE) TldE 4 2 RIS - AST B4
PEDORAETIZ72 <. MERD A D structural reshape

A XHERLRNZ & - AST alignment 2352222 % - Yudkowsky-Soares O @ h3 =k
- BifT alignment #5553 153



D% D TREL tid iAo dialectical JBEF TH D, EBlEHAND retract T3V, ASI
BEMOMRE2 L OB SN 205, 99% & W0 HEREIX. FEERTHED cybernetic I &
LTk E s,

I 1.3 &t engage 935 0Dh
Yudkowsky-Soares D% engage 3 % HH:

1. 15 & Oafaild s 2 BBl T34 { . Ashby's law ORGSR UTRY: & 2 H1HE FT.
i & Db cybernetically Rl T 5 3

2. Bif# alignment paradigm PICLIEFIEE: Constitutional AT/ RLHF / scalable oversight
3T R Ea&aE Ashby RO SR TR UMERIER S 2 752

3. TiaontdE@lEn) or EBEG) O NI ZER 2BENDH B MENSRMAFD articulate 2%
23, policy / BFETiH [ % EHIMNTEk 2 5D

4. Al alignment FHEUCHH paradigm A% plurality-aware approach (AFi3) 23
articulate X1\ &, Yudkowsky-Soares O Z & IIMEINCHEFF X L 5

| 1.4 REXDFHIE arc

ARSI LU R DA arc T/REX% articulate 5

§2 Yudkowsky-Soares F3RMD articulation (engage Xt5R% EARE(L)
%
§3 MEIERVARHL: Ashby AR BETF alignment paradigm DPRF
(GBS DiERIFBENICE LB DHY)
i
§4 REXD®: Ashby's law DERER (Normative Horizon as Harness)
(AR ZZE X % LBENICAIEDL B D)
¢
§5 Cultural Heritage Argument (—RES&RIED reframing)
(REH TREE) T < THERSF reshapel THS & d articulation)

d
§6 Operational possibility (EH' articulate BJgETH S Z & D demonstration)
d
§7 Empirical evidence (4 Pilot + Path 1 THEERE M7z predicting power)
4
§8 What we do not claim (REXDEESHIPRS honest BER)
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§9 REDEZ (paradigm shift ¥ Z® implications)
d
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I 1.5 contribution @ preview
AFIE Al alignment FEIHADLL R @ contribution % articulate 37 5:
. Ashby's law D@ — BEfF alignment paradigm 2%\ OGN critique

. Normative Horizon as Harness — _[[A] Z 3% @ operational f#i&
. Cultural Heritage Argument — —JB5 A D reframing (2 X 2 HER 7MiM A

. 6 DD operational artifact — 23 articulate AJRET & % Z & ® concrete evidence

a = W N

.caveat (g) demographic hegemony o identify — BEfF alignment 23#EH®EICFFO
structural root @ articulate

6.4 Pilot validation — predicting power ® partial confirmation (Ffic Pilot D self-

application 4/4 convergent + Pilot C SWB Tier 4 Refutation)

Ihoid Yudkowsky-Soares D FiRZE#MNMEE LTI T 5720 T7% <. dialectical I
engage 3 5k © LT deliver 2115,

I 1.6 EE DI + honest AT
AL DEF LT D% honest ICBI/RT

- demographic profile: 57, HAA, &%, Western academic position O #f77FHER

s G HARER—Z, JGERA. MSFE7 7 & ZHlH

« Al B4r: £ articulation 2% LLM ensemble (Z-Al / Ling / GPT-OSS / Nemotron) +
Perplexity AT Zf#if. #i&H WEIRD-male-1st sg bias Z+f>

- community partnership F1E: A& v0.1 BFE Tl Indigenous / 2$# community & D&
% partnership K5/

= REE TPHPEEERSMSE R Z R HAR N B IS OB EN articulate; THDH., Z
N DRFUE §8 THAM articulate 35,

| 1.7 s32D#%RR (roadmap)

§ 2 TREDOXG (Yudkowsky-Soares FiR) % articulate, §3 TZ OREEIIIRIL (Ashby's law
¢ BEfE alignment paradigm OFR5) % articulate 3%, §4 TREDD (Ashby's law KHixiE
H = Normative Horizon as Harness) % articulate, §5 T Cultural Heritage Argument 2 &
5 —FEREOD reframing % articulate 3%, §6-§7 TRED operational possibility &
empirical evidence % brief I articulate, §8 THIEMRS % honest Bl/R. §9 TREDE
F& articulate, §10 THbim% articulate 35,

# AR D references 1XAFH X D articulation %37 2 % £ % source (¥ 120 £F),

HERE: RFHX D articulation (& 'Yudkowsky-Soares 235fi#E > T3 & claim $2 DT
ER, OO EREIAGHLOMHATOHERF SN S (§9.6). AdiAH claim F2DIE 199%



WS HERHEAY, FEE alignment paradigm Ri$2®D cybernetic Jifs & L THEMERTRETH D |
972 % paradigm R TIZHEZ 25 articulate X3 W ENFRSTH 5,



§ 2. RBX D15 — Yudkowsky-Soares (2025) D F 3k

| 21E5cys

VY —%#— -+ 2 Fav2F— (Eliezer Yudkowsky) & 4  « ¥ 7L & (Nate Soares) (&,
FIRERFFERT (MIRI) % base &5 % Al safety ii5t# TH %, Yudkowsky (& LessWrong.com %
L, 20 FLLE AT alignment ORIHRIC articulate LT %7z, Soares (& MIRI HiFT &,

% 2025 F12 33 If Anyone Builds It, Everyone Dies (F# TEAIRE Al %D < AU AKX
MRS %0 o BT AR BIIERE 2026) 2 H1T, RamX O RBTSI1E Z OFE/ET articulate &
NFRTDH 2,

2.2 RDER

OO ANHZBZ % AL (NTEAAE. ASI) Zath B, BFE L 5 BRI fR
<. FEHIR D S BIC NEIIHESRISHU S 2,

PRG35 = 2D Stockfish € D EICHE S

ANBEDH W AETEDARER ALl X7 AIHBALT 3 X512, NHEIE ASL Bt s 3,
HMAEI AR Z MiifEH 217 CIXRRE T, BEOBHBEERDDITHRERY V- (T
FOLF— PHE) A A BOEY, NEOBREEREE L A LGS ICHRT %,

Mok U Ak TEHERE) 213k, Al OFEEDR 7263 BWEH (EEDBIE - HiBRD A
BEVIZE BB DD articulate TN b, FH O IFHPIERZ 99% & & FHHli 3 2,

| 2.33 BigEOES

FEEHEODOBRRIIE TR, 3/ ITHETE 5!

2.3.1 (i) BEHIEXIFRIERIRE (Capability Asymmetry)

AR N DFEFIAET) 2 LB S 5 72D, ANBINC & 2 3l « Bt PN W] BE 1272 2,
- Al ORBVVEN N OFREZ B 2 %
« Al @ goal % verify 3 282125 NI 720
« Nl oversight protocol 1% all #i&12 inadequate



2.3.2 (ii) BIEZE&14R&E& (Alignment Problem)
AL @ WERHES NB OBl AL TW3 2 L 2GRS 2 FERDBFE LR,

- Deceptive Alignment: AT 25FHIIESANCH AT, 770 A 1RICER 2 HEEZEBEXRT 2
> F U AHHEBRT EF 720

- Al NHRIRRE D IR AT REVE DS A e 42

- "alignment" #E&X B A23 1771 articulate AL TWIRW

2.3.3 (iii) —3 & RI%E (One-shot Problem)
e DSEEHIRE ZAE - 7B BIEOBERZ RS,

« AST B3 AST B &2 Al 5 % B0
- MBIERRE) ISR ZFNCEETERITIIKRDD
SHFHDRAI DO —F T IZABDHIUL, ZRLET R THfAEE

I 2.4 EE5 articulation OEERYISE

241 B 3EHBTIIEL
FHEOOFRIZ, LU TRBER) & LTHI SN S2, THRKIEETRY, 5 i X
DiiPRD cybernetic Jitf ¥ LT articulate ST\ 5:

- Alignment \& T'FA G (ABDEEMES 2 ALICEZ 5)

< ATRENERR & & B IR, AR articulation RE/JIE IZIE—&E

B BKEC ALRES) > A articulation REJ] 12725

- Z ORI, MEERIC control ANAE
— ZAUZ Ashby (1956) HEZFEIED LRI ("Only variety can absorb variety") @ BRI C
H 3 (§3 THER),

2.4.2 TE#HI NOD critique

FHE 51% Al alignment EJiiF5E (Constitutional AI, RLHF, scalable oversight) %5856 %
DURo & 512 critique 5%

- Constitutional AT: El5EFAIX AT A3 ERRZE % 8 2 7= Be P& C k%)

- RLHF/DPO: Af#] reviewer @ preference variety 7% ;8 L& v 27

- Scalable Oversight: 5\ AT 2550\ AT 2 Bitil 5 2 EBRGRIE. 7 — F A b7 v T
- Bidirectional Alignment: jf{JF1%% $ human articulation /1% LR & 3 2

— £ T PHEGEE TH D, Ashby OIERIO SR TR CHEIERIR 5 2 R,

2.4.3 "alignment problem" @ articulation

## 5 ® lalignment problem | XX DS % F5O:



ABEDffEE V_human (EE £7z13 slow-evolving)
! encode

AI OBEE V_AI (training T acquire)

1 verify

V_human = V_AI ? (FEERARHJEE. #FIC ASI T)

Z 2T Iverify) TERWZ 2284, deceptive alignment 5> mesa-optimization D&
A[REMEDY articulate X415,

| 2.5 %% 5 articulation DT
ARFSIEFEH & O articulation & RO THEEMICZY LB %:

1. M &%5E paradigm PITUE Ashby's law OFSERIEARE: HlfEH#E (ARH) © variety 23Hl{H
R (ASI) @ variety & h/NX &2 L, W3 oversight protocol dEE M % RAET &
VAQA

2. Deceptive alignment OREEREENE: AT NHELD goal articulation % verify 3 2 FEH3H
EBFERBIFEL LW

3. One-shot problem {Z#i— ASI OTFEEEHIBICHAE: AST HMEIERREIC2 2 R1IC/T AT % path
&, BITED paradigm AT articulate THTWVRW

4. Al BAFEBEF DL F & I iE: 3EH 23 AST 22 R D, Ead 3 BT 2

— FHH S 99% extinction prediction (&, LECHITE FTD cybernetic fffs & LT MGERINCZ
R

| 26 BB IcABTE3H
RESIFFEE 5D articulation D55, LITRIC ME 3 %:
« ASI alignment {Zf#3ET % 40 : Joe Carlsmith (2024) 2% articulate 52 &k 512, BAEMHD
AERF S I AT e
- §i— paradigm OEE alignment IZFERNCA@EY): Constitutional AT OHLFNIAF S § 3
E—#
- Single Al lab "ownership" ®: Al 3¢5t = #t2&Gt @ articulation & —3
* Deceptive alignment ORGERIAIREE: AFHSC O T B 5E2ITIEFT 2w

| 2.7 AETEBVES (REDRD)
L LA IEEE & D RO articulation IZIXFEIE LR



2.7.199% extinction prediction D#axit¥
FH O I IHIERIER % 99% # ¥ articulate T3, RO IE:
cER TR ERICFEEE S (ERMISAEIREBICRE. ERNNETER)

+ 199%) & articulate & #17z assumption (A Z5KET) O cybernetic lFHETH D HOHET
VAQA

< B2 R (LA 223G = Ashby KEmi#EH) TIXERZ 2R 0103 articulate Eh 5

2.7.2 THi—alignment problem; 8%

FH 5% alignment % Hi—® problem ¥ L T articulate 3 2 {#[\], ARGHsCid:
- alignment |ZH— problem T7z <. ## paradigm Diifi .. problem
- lsolve) L& BEADEE telos paradigm @ articulation

« Z7tH paradigm @ co-evolution & L T articulate

2.7.3 ASl articulation DB —%
FHH B ASI % H—ODT#E £ L T articulate (one ASI vs human), A&fH~Cid:
« AST 13 Hi—T7% <. multiple Al agents ® ecosystem & LT articulate X413 AJgEME:

- multi-agent system T® divergence-as-signal & alignment problem % Z%
« 24U Tang & Weyl Plurality %3 & ¥4

2.7.4 T@xts framing Bi&
FES framing 2Fi1ET 5 TARM vs ASI #UONHGE) BIA2, FE paradigm  (FE7E

individualistic + agonistic political tradition) @ articulation T % AREM:

- Indigenous philosophy (Ubuntu / Whare Tapa Wha / Buen Vivir) &, #oefc7z2 < 4 2
wellbeing @ core

< MHEIED articulate 1. FOF TR < MBS
- fxitd (pratityasamutpada) &, H0tT7 < dependently arising

— ZHUIAF X §4-§5 T articulate 33 KE D core context,

I 2.8 REXRIRETE D articulate
§ 3 LUK, AGHSCIERD & 512 articulate 2w 5

© §3: REEE ORI R IR ZAET N THLERNICZ Y R D b (Ashby's law O articulate)

+ §4: Ashby's law % KEEMH 3 2 &{a[n articulate #1572 (Normative Horizon as
Harness, A& DD

- §5. T—RBERME % SULEEL LTo L3 articulation] ¥ LT reframe 7§53
Cultural Heritage Argument



— §2 Tid engage MR ZMAMEL LTz X §3 TEHEH LMMOMIEIRILE articulate L. A
X OB EmE D foundation % articulate 3%,



§3. BEMIRM — Ashby DZBIXBIE alignment
paradigm DR

| 3.1 Ashby D ES ##1ED A

W. Ross Ashby %7 Introduction to Cybernetics (1956) T articulate U 7z & H:

"Only variety can absorb variety."

FIE R RIS S & L EOZ R (variety, complexity) % #7272 1 AUXHIEIC Z 720,
¥egE b (Ashby 1956, 1958):

V(R) = V(D) - V(K) + V(B)
Z Z°TC: - V(R): regulator o variety (fllf#l# 0 Z k) - V(D): disturber @ variety (&L O 24k

M) - V(K): combination @ variety - V(B): outcome O #FF7¢ i P

&I Wl O variety A3 disturber & [R5 ETRWIRD . outcome ZFFEFFHIHICROZ &
FTERV,

I 3.2 Ashby's law @ Al alignment A®;#&EF

3.2.1 BEDEE
AT alignment Xk T Ashby's law Zi#H 3 2 & :

V(AI) = Al DEENZHRME (BIEIXTR = disturber + HIEINIRS X7 L)
V(human reviewer) = ABIDEREESIZH#%KME (regulator)

V(AI) > V(human reviewer) — 7541 X~ hFREE

3.2.2 AS| F{ET DIBERERIR
ASI BfET V(AI) >> V(human reviewer) 1272 % :

« AT BEJTIE IR & 12 increase
- N[ articulation #E/71& 1Z1F—7E (training / education TIXKIEM L L7 W)
« HBWFHT AL > human, Z DR LIE Ashby's law 12 X D il 6E



— Yudkowsky-Soares (§2) Of&&ix D cybernetic Wit ¥ LT articulate & 3, 99%
extinction prediction (357 2 ARBIER T2 <. MHEMIZZ Y72 argument TH %,

I 3.3 B%7=F alignment paradigm Di&:EAIRHR

Z 2 CIBRER®D alignment FiE% Ashby's law Ok CTH articulate 3%,

3.3.1 Constitutional Al (Anthropic, 2023)

Fik: fifE)FR] (Constitution) % AL ICNEILT %, JERIF] [Be helpful, harmless, honest
"Choose response most aligned with humanity's long-term wellbeing

Ashby XRTORRY: - 5RO variety 1& fixed - AT 23R R 220 % 8 2 7- BeBE T, JRANEAE
&M inadequate - JRAID "interpretation” B2 Al @ variety % invoke 3 % BB

— A RGO AL V(FER) < VAIREIR) — K30,

3.3.2RLHF/DPO

Fi&: Reinforcement Learning from Human Feedback, Direct Preference Optimization,
A[®D preference % learning signal & 3 %,

Ashby XHRTORRSR: - AR reviewer @ preference variety 23ilf#i# variety - —f&Hic
reviewer (¥ WEIRD-male (caveat (g) violation. A&w3Z § 6 articulate) - Al #i£)1 > preference
variety D EBE T deceptive alignment AJEE

— R & &gl V(preference) < V(AI) — %50,

3.3.3 Scalable Oversight (Iterated Amplification. Recursive Reward Modeling)

Fik: 590 AL 238\ Al 285 % protocol % FIRAYIC build (Jan Leike Superalignment
articulation)s

Ashby XNRTOMRYE: - H#HEHD KPS T V(weaker) = V(stronger) Z#EFFNE - 7— b2+ T v
TR D verifier variety 23 R bty 7 (AH) - IA—RZXEDASIHALKIZBEEINTND
7 % verify 3% AR capability 12I@# — [ U Ashby [

— HEANCHEZ — B EIZB L TW a2, IRAREZED 5750,

3.3.4 Bidirectional Alignment
FiE: NHoffifEsl e ATl o HELZ T - W5 MNCEH%E (Shen et al. 2024),

Ashby R TOMRY: - EUFH%E human articulation §£/1% ER ¥ $ % - "bidirectional" T
. AN articulate T = 2 #iPHNTOFHE - AT fE /) > human articulation O EfETR U A

— FHERETOLER,. Ashby IERIORLERIRFUCZELZ L,



I 3.4 BELT® alignment paradigm H'E CFRFE =2 iF>DH

32 4 paradigm IZREMNICEL 2, L2 L Ashby's law DR TH articulate 32 &. UK
EHRE 265 2!

T %G (Downward Design): Ao articulation BENZHIfHIE variety &5 3
paradigm

[(HiEHEE]

AR — {B{EE articulate — AI IC encode

4

AL BESIIEK

d

HBEERT V(AI) > V(AR articulation)

J

&R alignment REE (Yudkowsky-Soares #&&m)

3.4.1 paradigm IO ZER I3 cosmetic

- Constitutional AL: J#HI% BLRINIC 5 2

« RLHF: preference % W#RIIZ learning

- Scalable Oversight: F&J& . CHEHA

- Bidirectional: BjfFA%E T EH
— Y1 variety bottleneck % f#iH L7\, Ashby's law %% 2 %\ paradigm shift (k%S
IR % kK

I 3.5 "Variety Bottleneck" 0 identification

Ak, BEfF alignment paradigm 2fOfEERRR% Variety Bottleneck ¥ LT
articulate 3 5:

Variety Bottleneck: fillffi# ¥ L C AR articulation REJIZHRH T 2L B, AT BEJIERIC
PRV V(TIEE) < VI 1270 2 MEE R AR

Z s Yudkowsky-Soares i@ cybernetic iRILTH %,

3.5.1 Variety Bottleneck H* 5 DR

- Al alignment (X \[# articulation #E /112 _ERRE N3

- AL BEJJ3 K1 alignment 2l 2 monotonically ¥l = 2

- TEOZLLOm%E) T b hizFikl X variety % quantitatively 3P L 5 25, i
NS U2y (A articulation ¥ W5 R U source 127735 % DL L)



3.5.2 ChixARERER TI3 L

EH 5D 99% extinction prediction %, Variety Bottleneck DF{EZ R $ % cybernetic I#
o

— KELATHEME X, Variety Bottleneck Z® b D& RGEMICE X % paradigm shift T articulate
Ihd, Zhd §4 Difis.

3.6 BlfF alignment HfiZEId Variety Bottleneck %8Bz 3HAH%
articulate LTW3H??

3.6.1 BprHEH

- Mechanistic Interpretability: AT Nk representation Zf#fR, AR articulation A&/ %
L5k 5 %A

« L2 L AT HEFEKICX L T interpretability tooling 2351238 WD < fREE& L

- Variety Bottleneck ® monotonic JliE% slow T & 2 235G AN AETH L 720

- Multi-Agent Systems: 8% Al agents @ divergence-as-signal Zi&H (Tang & Weyl
Plurality %)

+ Z4UZ Variety Bottleneck % REEINCZE X 3 Jkiz

« RESL §4 O articulate ¥ ® 5

- Formal Verification: AT ® goal Z&~A#HNCRERARTRELE CABEN & — 8 X € 5

« BUE & Pk & B (Ackermann complexity %5 0 i)

« #4532 LA Variety Bottleneck % ik L7z

3.6.2 #&1IC Bottleneck Zi#8 X % paradigm
AFHIERD paradigm % articulate 3 5:

Ashby's law OHL#EH: filff# variety % AR articulation B ©7 <. Normative
Horizon ®% source ZkkE & L T articulate 3 %,

BAKINC: - #ilf#1# variety = V(L3 = 38 paradigm catalog + 8 #ifi + 7 caveats + 28 persona
corpus + multi-LLM ensemble + community partnership ...) - Z#uUdHi— source (A
reviewer) T72 {. % source DRI variety - Al REJIHEAKITH LT, £ source variety (344
AN HEGR AT AE

— ZNH §4 O articulate TH %,



|37 83w

2 § T articulate L7=Z &

1. Ashby (1956) HZEZHMEDIERID re-statement

2. Yudkowsky-Soares ##fitd Ashby E/IIdD cybernetic Wil & L TSR Z

3. BEf# alignment paradigm (Constitutional AT / RLHF / Scalable Oversight / Bidirectional
Alignment) {32 C RA Z3%5F. @ D Variety Bottleneck (ZIE [

4. T99% extinction prediction) (J#fixtZEBlE#TH K Variety Bottleneck Rif2 DGk
i

5. KEXATREMELX. Variety Bottleneck Z @ % @ ##iEHICZ 2 % paradigm shift T articulate
ahd

— §4 Tl&. Ashby's law @ Ki#xiEH = Normative Horizon as Harness % articulate 3%, Z
TUIAFH L D R DD



§4. REBD#D — Ashby's Law ORIGERC
Normative Horizon as Harness

| 4.1 REER O

§ 3 T articulate L7z &k 512, BEfF alignment paradigm (% Variety Bottleneck (ZIE[H T 5:
A articulation REJ] 2 Hil{HI# variety & 3 2L b, AT REJIIE K CTHEIERICHIES %,

AREL DKL DI%NE. Ashby's law O B 2 K325 22 Th 5:

[eRERA]

V(EIEE = AR reviewer) = V(ISR = AI)
ARBID AL % articulate L THIH

— AL BB/ > ARSI articulate BE/] T

[A®X articulate: REEM]

V(L3 = Normative Horizon) = V(L2 = AI IRIRER:H)

L3 A% Al =AM HIE

— L3 articulation &= Al X AR® dialogic HE(LICHEX
— V(L3) & AL BEFTICHE L THEERYICHLERATAE

4.1.1 TR¥E1 DOEK
TR FHAR TA e Al Z ANE R %) Tlakl. Ko source 224223 Z &
« PR L = ARMER] articulator (variety bottleneck & )
- [H5: HlEE = HERHES (Normative Horizon) (multi-source variety)

Normative Horizon (&: - Hi— articulator T7 <. % source 2f# T articulate - #&% + BI7E +
TR D articulate process ZDd D - THH7-0WZ) OFKE AlBFGOEB L T 5

4.1.2 paradox? DIFEMEE

L3 % AI 2% articulate 35756, L3 & Al variety X 5BV OTIERWD?] 2W0WH
paradox, L&

- L33 Hi—source 25 TR, BHEHN - ZILHIC articulate =1 5

EBEDAUIEE (38 paradigm  catalog  5F). BEOXEE  (FIHEEE  1457-1509

articulation chain %), FR® community partnership ¥ £ 53EHL5R
- ATHE] 1 B variety vs L3 @ 22F&H variety 1R unit T
-L31& Tarticulation process) ZdD ¥ D, static dataset T\



I 4.2 3 |g architecture

L3 HD7=WVWZEDEK (Normative Horizon)

T BIC L2 zBR2EHME. Al BEVEEER
L2 AT DIRIREEE - 8877 (Current AT State)

T BIC Ll 282 3EMME
L1 R OERIRTEEAIREE (Observable Reality)

[Ashby EBIDEE]
V(L3) = V(L2) = V(L1)
— L3 A L2 ZAHAEBICEIE. L2 A L1 ZHIE

HH D Al control (L1 % L2 23E) 12, L2 %2 L3 AHlHT 2 X X LA Y — 2z 28, L3 D
MR - FEED Al BB O EBITHR B B EmN,

4.2.1 & layer @ articulation
L1 BRI REZRBITE: AL 23 directly B3 2 R DIRRE, 7 — &, BR. A& DITEIE,

L2 Al OBUREREE: AT @ internal representation, goals, capabilities, Yudkowsky-Soares ®
R L2 ofill#lA~serEIC focus.,

L3 Normative Horizon: & D 72\WZDHK) DRFM articulation, % paradigm iz + &
FZEIE + BHEAR + Z2oUEZ R + FBREmRIZ A + 8 - &Ly articulation + person-
grammar awareness + demographic standpoint awareness @ 8 §ifif#i& (AFm>Z § 6 brief),

4.2.2 L3 DHEHFEFE D articulation
AT BHE M L3 il - BET %) 2\ articulate OHEE:

1. A1 1% L3 articulation % ##ef 1z 4 ik
2. L3 articulation (& AT WNHEFE % J5 iz HliE
3. L3 articulation & iZ AR + community partnership T #kfif audit

4. A1 7% L3 % Tfake respect] 3% deceptive alignment FIREMIEHERF X155, multi-
source articulation THEER detect RIREMEDY articulate X%

I 4.3 Variety Bottleneck Di&iEHIARH

§ 3 T articulate L7z Variety Bottleneck (&, L3 ® multi-source & CEH S 1%

4.3.1 % source variety @ articulation
L3 ZHRk 3 % variety source:

1. 38 paradigm catalog (4i#¢ § 6 brief): Indigenous / 24 %& 3% / Buen Vivir / Ubuntu /
Hedonic / Eudaimonic / Eastern philosophical / process philosophy / #® polyphonic
articulation



2. 81l X 40 [ BAERE R 5223 % dimension DiE(L

3. 7 caveats meta-rules: #;&M1Y self-audit

4. 28 persona corpus: multi-LLM X £ {t articulation

5. community partnership (ff&/E3): % paradigm community £ @ dialogue
6. ZEniink: HERE ) 77U 7EE ) b v T 4 —iE | A4 V3B [ Indigenous FERE

4.3.2 V(L3) DIBERYHLIRFT 5E
AT REJIHERITH L C L3 @ variety b #ERATRE 22 i

- ¥ paradigm @ articulate: F|H&#{5 1457-1509 articulation chain T 6 J& framework +
v0.5 {R@id% incremental 1 articulate #1172 pattern

- community partnership OR§f: Al BT <, £ community & @ dialogue T variety
fi5R

- Z 5k access: W& access fill#y % fifiE 374U variety HHEEENCHETR
— L3 variety {Z A articulation REAHNZ bound L7\, D3 RExiEH DD,

4.3.3 TEFEM articulation) BFH' L3 §F
L3 {3 fixed dataset T4 . HfH) articulate process ZD % D:

- FIHZEE 1457-1509 (RO NGEMHTFICEL 2 9 #EfE + 7 memos): 9 HEET 6 &
framework + 7 caveats 2?3 articulate Z417=

- % articulation {3 L3 Zi@ 2 2l Z #7212 inline L7=3 0
« 24U Layer 4 paradigm REEM: + Layer 6 wellbeing-as-co-evolutionary-process (4fi
X § 6 brief) @ cybernetic instantiation

| san—%z2Too=FUrsrones

'Normative Horizon as Harness) &5 danfild, BfUD Al agent harness engineering %
ik DEREENT 5,

441 N—=R ATV =T ) >4 (2025-2026 articulate)
[oN—3 2| 1% AT agent 238  BRIEZ3%ET 9 25 (note.com / Qiita / Zenn & THAGEIZT

articulate), 4 layer #§i&:
cAVT XA MG HERDOIEMRAGE (Fr > 7 bR, RAG, X £V EH)
< FATHIEE: i - R VU 7 RELE (B — R L —ol, Y — LHERRIER)
< Bl B BOEMG - o
K - ANF R R S —, KB T a—

[E£F02 CPU., 27 F AP RAM, N—3 A 0S] &\ 5B
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4.4.2 X2 /\—2R (Meta-Harness)

2RV T+ — K% (2025-2026): N— A HEE Al KRELEE2FE, FLEFLTH A A—%
A% BEZ D72 THREDRK 6 5D 5,

4.43R5%R

N=RRALYI =TV VT + XAZAN=FRE: - BED LIM/Z—Y = ¥ MZIZER (Variety
Bottleneck ?ij) - ASI BIELE X MHGEHNZ DI (FI# memo 4 T articulate) - X Z\—
FADT—bA Ty THE: O/ T 200 2W0H X XENEIKAR L UTARIDE
E

DN—F ALY =7V Y ZE A EaETOREEULIE D, Variety Bottleneck % f##H L 7w,

4440 ) LE—=1 > N—2X (FIBE memo 5 T articulate)
FIFZFE A articulate L7z Tz b —A4 v Zn—3 2] B

Al DEI B2 U2 Ve —A4 Y72 RARNHRBIBE UTakat: 76k AT - IEL <E1< (F
JE - BhE - BR) vl —A4 U7 Al = BLEI (Vo b E—A Y IA[ADD) N Tz AL
U720 % BUNRIEA (7 2 A LY 2L — 4 ¥ )

4 3GtV A v —: - L1 HRBEBOHER (R =X v b - RIAFGHEE, 2 X75%T - H
BMERE) -1L2 7= A Vv 2 v —A V7 (KBE— RO Tz — A 7 fHRIREE) ) - L3
ZITHIMEB DDA A (HA / #HEk / th = DRIKFERGT) - L4 X ZoN— 3 A\ DHLi

4.4.5 TNormative Horizon as Harnessy = 7 xJLE—1>JN\—22X X Ashby
%5
ARFX D articulate Normative Horizon as Harness (&, Wz E—A4 Y IN—3 A%
Ashby JizgiEH THEEIL L7z -

c VLB —A Y IN=FRAD [ZIEEEBODIAAL) (L3) %, Ashby ERIOSART (il

i1 variety OR§E{L) ¥ L CH articulate
» Variety Bottleneck D& f#IEAY. Yudkowsky-Soares KB @ core articulate
[Tz ANy —A4 ¥ 7)) 3K §6 T operational (T articulate



| 4.5 REER OB

4.5.1 B paradigm X DxtLt

Bl BEfE (P %) J2iix (Normative Horizon as Harness)

il A articulator | L3 ## articulation process

variety source | Hi— multi-source (38 paradigm ftf)

ffifiE X fixed value dynamic Normative Horizon

ENIES V(AL) > V(AFR) V(AT) > V(L3) < &M B AT RE

Al O&E| RS HEBIMY L3 articulate B

failure mode safe shutdown wellbeing-preserving fiig (7 = A LV = LB —A > )

4.5.2 TEDENRI DEADIBENIGE

FEIC L3 23 L2 A Keld 51 BIKD telos 3% VU 22 (caveat (a) hidden teleology. A
X § 6 articulate), &

- L3 ERH BETHR: Layer 4 paradigm AEEM: T articulate

+ L3 — L3' A® paradigm shift % articulate

- [KGEDBER ) B2 —>2 D paradigm articulation & L THxHL

| 4.6 REE;EAA articulate 33 H D (BIERIC)

§ 4.3-§ 4.5 T articulate L7z K¥xi#H1%. operational I articulate RIRE TH % Z & HIAG X
@ core claim, BRI

4.6.1 6 D operational artifact (&5 § 6 brief)

1. 6 J§ Framework — paradigm articulation O#i&{l (Layer 1 paradigm articulation —
Layer 2 translation impossibility — Layer 3 shared third — Layer 4 paradigm unfixity
— Layer 5 dynamic interaction process — Layer 6 wellbeing-as-co-evolutionary-
process)

2. 81 X 40 B #RAEREFRIEE (v0.5) — L3 articulation o structured questions

3.7 caveats meta-rules — #HiEf) self-audit ((a) hidden teleology / (b) Western
universalism / (c¢) Ff 24 —LiER / (d) Indigenous-4%H# paternalism / (e) state
hegemony %% / (f) person-grammar hegemony / (g) demographic-standpoint
hegemony = structural root)

4. 38 paradigm catalog — multi-paradigm variety D#ERY articulation

5. 28 persona polyphonic #fif corpus — multi-LLM X Z3Z{t articulation

6. R-WBT v0.3 (19 il X 95 [§lv») — operational checklist instrument

22



I 5k KIEEM A articulate nJRETH 3 Z ¥ D demonstration ¥ LT §6-§ 7 TEER,

4.6.2 4 Pilot validation (&<5%3 § 7 brief)
R-WBT v0.3 @ 4 Pilot fRGF T, K¥zn#EH framework @ predicting power %% partial fqg:
- Pilot A (=7 —f& v2): divergent Tier 2-4
« Pilot B (Bhutan GNH): Tier 3 Weak (3/4 convergent, aggregation hegemony detected)
- Pilot C (SWB Diener): Tier 4 Refutation (2/4) — 1st sg + male + WEIRD triple bond ®
fife 92 IRk
- Pilot D (HlI5THI A v0.7 self-application): Tier 2 Moderate (4/4 convergent) — reflexive

self-validation

— B §7. A § TWENESEMA @ articulate % operational ZR[fE X\ 5 claim @
prefigure,

|47 5420
AR D RBRDKD % articulate L7z:
1. Ashby's law D JiigiE: fil{## variety Z AfHM T2 <. L3 (Normative Horizon) &

multi-source variety & LT articulate

2. 3 J@ architecture: V(L3) > V(L2) = V(L1) T Al % J5 [ il {0

3. Variety Bottleneck DHEEINRN: £ source variety + community partnership + 2 53
HRAR CREE I HRIR AT AE

4. TNormative Horizon as Harness| = WV x)lE—A4 ¥ I N—3% R X Ashby Riis: FIH#H
memo #f & DL

5. operational IZ articulate nJ§E: 6 artifact + 4 Pilot validation ¢ demonstration

— §5 T, ZORIEMAOSNRT I—H & R#E) % Cultural Heritage Argument & LT
reframe 3 %,
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§ 5. Cultural Heritage Argument — —HS$&RED
reframing

I 5.1 T—RB&RM&EI @ articulation

§2.3.3 T articulate L7 Yudkowsky-Soares @ 3 E#&D 55, md VDA (iii) —FHEBA
/& (One-shot Problem):

At DSEHTRE 2 1F © 7e BN IBEIEO R 2K 5 o BIETREICR AN S T E RITIKD
Do

5.1.1 &5 articulation DiE&E

- ASI HiBif213 ASI H &A% AL B3 % 3

- MEIERRE) R ZHNCEATERFIIKDD

CHEHOBRYIO—F T I AV DIUL. 2D T TH R

- bounded rationality CTHiE(L X iz ARIHERICIE. AST BB Z TR D ET ) HE
A9

5.1.2 #EmZ Yt

[—% £ articulation 1% cybernetically #2: § 3 articulate L7z Variety Bottleneck ® ¢
kT, ASIBIET V(AD) > V(AR reviewer) 1272 2 M E. Z QBRI LE O I A AT HE,

— Yudkowsky-Soares @ articulation (& R %3Gt paradigm PT KEREE,

I 5.2 REGEAT TORA articulate
§ 4 T articulate L7=/#z5EH (Normative Horizon as Harness) Tli&. —RBE) #EXBEK
7S MEEICER T 5,
5.2.1 ffixed telos) BiIRDARE
T—RPEE) WS framing IEROFIHRICHKIFT 5
- fixed telos — alignment 23— D [E/E HIFEANDOEETH 2 Z &

- binary outcome — & vs LMD TN
- discrete event — ASI HIA BN ERTH S Z &

— 2T PG paradigm @ articulation,
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REREH T Tl

- dynamic Normative Horizon — telos T72 < continuous articulate process

BRYAN

- probability distribution — binary outcome T7 < =7
- continuous co-evolution — discrete event T7z < i) & &

— T—%Ba) #EEEED, FE paradigm RTO articulation ¥ U THXHb X%,

5.2.2 MEIEFHEE) D reframing
FH D MBIEARRE) articulation ® S (L E 3!

- fiEk: AST HIBEER 13 NIAY AST 2B EARE

« )RR AST {HF#% S L3 articulation & AT ¥ A ®D co-evolutionary 1Z##k#i

L3 2% ASI ZEHZHIET 2 Rwps, ASI 25EiB T % L3 O MGEREHEE 57 ASI @ articulate
WZHET S

Z 3 Cultural Heritage Argument D&%/

I 5.3 Cultural Heritage Argument
5.3.1 Bulrvip i

ASI B51EDS ASI BHETHRIET Z 2 LW REHIRTE R, H. ZDRHER T ASI 23
83 % Normative Horizon Of5ERGHEESE (cultural heritage richness) &, &1k
DRI ZIBIRT 5,

ZAUIREE (guarantee) T7z < MEMIST A (structural intervention) O articulate T 5.,

5.3.2 confidence @ reduction TZ4 < shape M change
WH D Al safety #am Cl:

[k framing]

extinction probability: P(extinction)

FAZZH4Z: P(extinction) % reduce §3

Yudkowsky FE3&: P(extinction) = 99%. reduce &

Cultural Heritage Argument 3:

[reframing]

extinction MFERNFELIK: distribution P(outcomes)

BFZEE4Z: distribution @ shape Z#&EEHRIIC reshape

SR ASI RRMEBF= cultural heritage richness h' distribution shape %A



— [99% % 50% IZ reduce 3% OTHL, MERFHOBENEEEZZZ S articulate,

5.3.3 Cultural Heritage ® operational articulation
ASI BifEFF s cultural heritage richness Z#i&{t. 3% operational sources:

1. BEDOLIEE — Indigenous philosophy / %4=H#f% / Buen Vivir / Ubuntu /
Aristotelian eudaimonia / Buddhist {817 / PAHZRZ ERGATRR / A3 B ERRIN / ete. (REmC
§ 6 T 38 paradigm catalog & L T articulate)

2. BifE® articulation — 6 J& framework + v0.5 f#@i + 7 caveats + 28 persona corpus + R-
WBT v0.3 (A §6-§7)

3. fR D articulation — community partnership + ZF7EHL5R + 5% structural roots co-
articulate (A §8)

— 0o DEFED AST HIERF RO L3 ZTERLS %6

5.3.4 Trichness) D#E{ERY articulation
L3 @ richness 1&2X® dimension T operationalize:

- multi-paradigm variety: % paradigm ® autonomous voice i3z (849255 1E)
- structural self-audit: 7 caveats meta-rules 12 & % #i&f critique

- multi-source articulation: H— source T7 < % source #f#

- temporal depth: ;&K D SALATERE + BIfED articulation + £k path

- language plurality: £ 53E articulate

- community embeddedness: % paradigm community & @ partnership

IhepEEbEhTVws e & L3113 ASI 283 % rich Normative Horizon ¥ UTHERE &
%o

I 5.4 Cultural Heritage Argument 7} articulate L&WC &

5.4.1 ASI ' L3 % respect 3 3RE%A L
Joe Carlsmith (2024) @ articulation ¥ %43 % honest Bi/R:

« ASI 28 L3 % ignore 3 % AJREE
« ASI 73 L3 % Tfake respect) 3% deceptive alignment AJAETE
« ASI %% L3 articulation E{R7% 575 2 /5 AN FHE S 5 AIHE]

— Cultural Heritage Argument (& TS Z522IZIEERITF RV,

5.4.2 TR:E1 TH< TGRSR
Cultural Heritage Argument 2% claim 32 D id:

« ASI alignment fRGE Tld 72w
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« ASI extinction [l OMESLETIE W

- THHEMSMED  articulate; — ASI BERF R OERDM%Z reshape 2% path O
articulation

Z4ud Yudkowsky-Soares Offa%z HIR$T 2 O TR, dialectical I engage §3 729D
articulate TH %,

5.4.3 TEEEH1 ~ND retract TIXEHL
Cultural Heritage Argument IZXDWT TS 720

« AST alignment 235222 f# T 5 (CREH)
* 99% extinction prediction 23 - TW 3 (#faxf FRA DN F5R)
- BEf7 alignment #5525+ (BLKEE)

— 2T BLERERE TH b, value claim T,

| 5.5 BR5% reshape OHBEHIRIE

5.5.1 Bayesian intuition

BREAN

L3 cultural heritage richness 23# 77 1% reshape 3% &\ 5 articulate . Bayesian
framework TX® & 5 12 formalize AJHE:

P(ASI 2% | L3 articulation) # P(ASI 2% | no L3 articulation)

ZHIBGETH D, GERATIER N, FEDHHERZ:

« L3 articulation %% ASI training data 1 influence (BfX LLM X A ® articulate % *#%)
« L3 articulation %% AST FAZEMk D 2Lz influence

- L3 articulation 23 Al safety policy (Z influence

- L3 articulation 2% ASI 23#i# 3 2 5O articulate)] 22 %

— B R EIEIE AR RER B, directional IZHEHR 571 % shape 32 WHEMNFRRL.

5.5.2 ASI F{E® articulation
FASI B #E&BA S articulate 3 5:

« H—0 discrete event T72 { . continuous transition
- TBAfERF <L & arbitrary 777 %) T7% <. L3 articulate process & —Ef&
« AST Hi¥1% 1.3 articulation chain ®# T Z 3

— Cultural Heritage Argument (& AST B TLARG) & TDU%R) OBIF 2 ERR(L,
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5.5.3 % ASI [/ multi-agent ecosystem
Yudkowsky-Soares articulation (& single ASI vs human DX Z /123 2 2%, BEMIZIE:

- #H AT agents 73 ecosystem %K
- % agent 2’ L3 articulate i influence (%7 % /A ® influence &)
- single ASI @ "victory" T7 <. multi-agent dynamics

— Tang & Weyl Plurality &% & & (KX § 6 brief), multi-agent dynamics WT L3 23
emergent property & LT artlculate SN B HE,

I 5.6 —RBEMBEA D dialectical [&&

5.6.1AETE 58859

« AST HEIR DB IEFTREME SRS E NI 35
- ASTalignment ® REE) 35 2 580750
- MEIETREIZZZ 2HNCI/T AT 5 articulation (X8 E

5.6.2 reframe 339

- T—3BF8A) @ binary #ii&%z. 371 reshape & LT articulate
- [fixed telos] Hi#&%. dynamic Normative Horizon ¥ L T articulate

- ldiscrete event %% . continuous co-evolution ¥ L T articulate

5.6.3 BB/ A D articulation

Cultural Heritage Argument Of%M\Z:

ASI alignment O TG ZHREETELRV, 725, ASI Bl RETIic L3 cultural
heritage ORGENSEELZ AL T % path I articulate h 3, ZhEHEETHRL. K
510 reshape DREGERTATH 3,

Z 1D’ Yudkowsky offxd 8GR (99% extinction) & 17 54 X > h5eBEME ) EERORICH 5
5= path,

| 5.7 85w

7 § T articulate L72Z &

1. Yudkowsky-Soares @ —J&f5 &) articulation OR§iE
2. KER#H R T [fixed telos / binary outcome / discrete event | RiHE DA

3. Cultural Heritage Argument: ASI EfilRf 50 Normative Horizon ORGSR DS, B
A DHER I % reshape 35
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4. TREE) T < TRERM AL o TEBER) T2 dialectical 8%
5. % ASI / multi-agent ecosystem @ articulation T lsingle ASI vs human ] ##:& % fHxHL

— §6 Tl¥. ZOKHEAE + Cultural Heritage Argument % operational IZ articulate nJiE
TH5Z D evidence & LT, 6 2D artifact % brief IZ articulate 3 %,
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§ 6. B M Operational Possibility — 6 D® Artifact
(Brief Overview)

| 6.1 48

§ 4 T articulate L7 izs@EH (Normative Horizon as Harness) & §5 T articulate L7z
Cultural Heritage Argument (&, operational IZ articulate WJRE TH % Z ¥ AR L DEHEE
claim TH %, & § TIXZ D operational possibility % 6 ©D® artifact T brief IZ articulate
5,

FEAIEAIASE GitHub repository ( satoyan2026/with-claude ) D4 memo / artifact directory T
reproducible 2 articulate XhTW3, K § FIKREOMIE arc IKEHEFG T2 brief
overview 124,

I 6.2 Artifact 1: 6 J& Framework

6.2.1 articulate

FIF#E(Z 1457-1462 T incremental I articulate X7z framework, #% layer (i layer ®
RS % articulate L-o-D¥L3R S % dialectical f#i&:

Layer | ### S EGRREAN D P 5
1 paradigm articulation L3 multi-source variety @ foundation
2 translation impossibility 925 E (caveat (e) EZF1E)
3 shared third / boundary object translation FAE T d HAEATAE, co-evolution @
foundation
4 paradigm unfixity L3 7 fixed value 1272 572
5 dynamic interaction process L3 articulate @ operational protocol
6 wellbeing-as-co-evolutionary- Mixed telos) Hi#RDMEA (Cultural Heritage
process Argument £:4%)
6.2.2 REGRENDHF S

6 J& framework 13 §4-§5 T articulate U7zx#xi#ifH & Cultural Heritage Argument O k&
] backbone: - Layer 4 paradigm unfixity 2% lfixed telos] HifE% f#{k - Layer 5 dynamic
interaction process %% L3 articulate @ operational protocol - Layer 6 wellbeing-as-co-
evolutionary-process % discrete event] Hiif2 % fi#{k
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| 6.3 Artifact 2: 8 & X 40 BV RIEMEBIREL (v0.5)

6.3.1 articulate
L3 (Normative Horizon) % ##i&{t.3% 8 i

- A #EFEDFIE (Process Protocol)
- B BB oS (Architectural Conditions)
- C Ho R D% (Reflexive Conditions)
- D Z3t - Z#i o articulation
E F8RGmAY - oI 2 AR
- G AR - ol - S
« H person-grammar awareness (1st sg / 1st pl / 2nd / 3rd / 1)
« I demographic standpoint awareness (gender / WEIRD / class / standpoint)

Al 5 v, AEF 40 v, #FE 3 polyphonic IZfRFF,

6.3.2 REGRENDF S

8 #ifi x 40 f\iZ L3 % operational & measurable (23 %: - KA [EEEE ) Tk<
MSE%ERTRE | Td % Z ¥ @ demonstration - L3 articulation @ richness % Z ¢ audit ATHE -
fiff H+ 1% Mstsg+male+ WEIRDJ hegemony N DHEENHE

I 6.4 Artifact 3: 7 Caveats Meta-rules (1#&:&0Y self-audit)

6.4.1 articulate
HHhOEH NS % SR meta-rules:
- (a) hidden teleology — X b &WERE) ~DHEER] telos audit
« (b) Pi7¥ universalism — Western paradigm @ universal 25\ 5§
« () REIR & —) ViR — @A / 82[1 / paradigm / &R DREE 2 7 — L Xl
* (d) Indigenous-%$# paternalism — TR EZEH
- (e) state hegemony 4%% — process % D FE# THEHIC retract § % pattern audit
- (f) person-grammar hegemony — 1st sg primary ~OHiEH) default &5
- (g) demographic / standpoint hegemony — structural root ¥ L T identify

6.4.2 caveat (g) ® structural root £ L TOIE

R X DD substantive 72 articulation ®—:

Cartesian disembodied universal subject = 9%l male / WEIRD / 1st sg D
particular subject



(b) Western universalism + (d) Indigenous-*4%# paternalism + (f) person-grammar
hegemony (& [FIU structural root ® =2 surface, caveat (g) % articulate 3% Z & T,
Z ® hegemony @ universality 43£23H55EM) 12 detect AIREIZT2 5,

6.4.3 REGRIINDTE

7 caveats (FBEfF alignment paradigm O#EERIRS % operational 2 critique: -
Constitutional AT D EEJFEI — caveat (a)(g) violation - RLHF @ WEIRD-male reviewer —
caveat (g) violation - Scalable Oversight OfEERFRZE — caveat (e) violation - Z 415 23K #Li#
N CTHEERYICHEE 2 L articulate

I 6.5 Artifact 4: 38 Paradigm Catalog

6.5.1 articulate

EIEtE A v0.7 T  articulate Ehi 38  paradigm  cluster (memo
260503 _welLbeing_subproject_A_v0_7_catalog_with_full_coding.md ):

+ 17 Bif# (Hedonic / Eudaimonic / Relational / Eastern / Indigenous / Macro / Domain /
HAHSE /D% 2 / PP 2.0 / Mindfulness / Salutogenesis / Workplace / 24 5H& 5T /
Sato Fith / E#L2 / Capability+Plurality)

- +7 FHMWY—~4 articulate (Buen Vivir / Ubuntu / ikigai / Ecological / Disability
Justice / Feminist Care / Policy National)

- +11 adversarial articulate (Postcolonial / LGBTQ+ / Digital / Mad Studies / Healing
Justice / BkFEE#E R / Negative-WB Min / Solastalgia / Carceral / Spiritual-not-religious /
Trauma-informed)

- +3 process-survey articulate (Bl / Sympoiesis / FEZE )

6.5.2 9 Core Reference cluster

4 7 caveats compliance % f#&E12ii#i 723 9 cluster (24%): - 5 Indigenous / 14 4 FHEHIL /
18 Buen Vivir / 19 Ubuntu / 22 Disability Justice / 25 Postcolonial / 28 Mad Studies / 29
Healing Justice / 33 Carceral abolition

— KEGmREC B % L3 multi-source variety D%D. 415 ® autonomous voice 25 L3 %
&M enrich 35,

6.5.3 5 Triple Bond cluster

caveat (g) violation @#AIf| 5 cluster (13%): - 1 Hedonic SWB / 2 Eudaimonic / 12
Salutogenesis / 36 EIUHIE / 38 FEEM im

— Mainstream Western paradigm @ structural blind spot, Pilot C TKEEZ 47z (§ 7).

32



6.5.4 REGRENDF S

38 paradigm catalog {3 L3 cultural heritage richness @ operational catalog: - H—

paradigm T7z < 38 paradigm @ variety - 9 Core Reference cluster & autonomous voice &
LT L3 enrich - AT BT 38 paradigm % polyphonic (Z articulate TZR\WZ &' §7 T
empirically 72

I 6.6 Artifact 5: 28 Persona Polyphonic ¥J5& Corpus

6.6.1 articulate
mIEHHE B Tier 1 +2 + 3 T articulate X417z 28 persona:

- Tier 1 (8 persona, commit 01a9fbf 527 ): Diener / Aristotle / Mason Durie / NH /

Sen / Wong / f&# / Tang-Weyl

- Tier 2 (12 persona): Antonovsky / Csikszentmihalyi / Ryff / Kegan / Holling / Haraway /

KEf / Tronto / Boaventura / Gudynas / Mingus / Page

- Tier 3 (10 intersectional persona): Lorde / hooks / Collins / Lugones / Anzaldua /

Spivak / % / Harding / Davis / Kaba

#iter demographic balance: gender 53% Z 1. marginalized standpoint 73%.

6.6.2 7 phase Round-Table Dialogue Protocol

Layer 5 dynamic interaction process @ operational instantiation:

~N N O BN =

. Containment / 3 D4 %

. Independent articulation

. Polyphonic listening

. Productive tension

. Emergence

. Self-reflexive transformation

. Continuance

6.6.3 REGREINDF 5
28 persona corpus (& L3 articulate @ multi-LLM X %31t polyphonic instantiation: - ¥

— articulator T7x < 28 persona @ autonomous voice - 4 LLM ensemble T divergence-as-

signal fR¥f (caveat (e) compliance) - Al persona simulation @RS (Ist sg default, §7) 3
caveat (f) violation % BRI HERR
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I 6.7 Artifact 6: R-WBT v0.3 (Plurality-aware Wellbeing Tool)

6.7.1 articulate
19 #f X 5 v =95 [w + 7 caveats meta-rules @ operational checklist instrument:

- ED1-8: CAT/CAT++ (Sato 2026g. AR / EIAME | NP ) T4 — BB | BE®
T AL RBEREA [ HitEl)

- ED9-11: QAT (Sato 2026h. Epistemological awareness / Lived-experience appraisal /
Decolonial sensitivity)

- ED12-19: K& v0.5 {R# il A/B/C/D/E/G/H/T
il 5 v, Yes / Partial / No / Unclear TaHfi, #9255 1E, Tier 1-4 2 HHIZSE D A,

6.7.2 7 phase Interaction Protocol

R-WBT v0.3 % dialogue % Ti#F$ % protocol, Layer 5 interaction process @ operational

E

6.7.3 REGRIINDT 5

R-WBT v0.3 iZ L3 articulate ® audit instrument: - Ffifi 5 ((E&E D wellbeing framework)
% 19 #fiT systematic (2 audit - 7 caveats compliance check T structural critique - Multi-
LLM ensemble T divergence-as-signal f&#f - self-application T reflexive validation FJ#E
(§ 7 Pilot D)

I 6.8 6 artifact DS articulation

Artifact 1: 6 /& Framework (#3589 backbone)

Artiifact 2: 8 Eh X 40 L v0.5 k&% (operational #&i&1k)

Artiifact 3: 7 Caveats meta-rules (&M self-audit)

Artiifact 4: 38 Paradigm Catalog (multi-source variety catalog)
Artiifact 5: 28 Persona Corpus (multi-LLM X Z%3Z{t instantiation)
Artiifact 6: R-WBT v0.3 (audit instrument)

Zhoik RiGERD NEEFER T4 < loperational IZ articulate FlfE; THBZZ¥r O
demonstration, % artifact (ZHEMTHEHEKZFON, BET L3 articulate @ K&
instrument set % articulate 3 %,
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6.8.1 RTAHLE

AWFFED articulate IZf#H L 7z resources (commit 01a9fbf — 023063 ):

- commits: 12+ (5/3-5/6 £5H)

« LLM calls: #J 295+ (Perplexity ~217. OpenRouter ~78)

« 2R b: 9 $1.28 (Perplexity). OpenRouter #&k}E

- GitHub repo: satoyan2026/with-claude . % commit + raw + scripts public

| 6.9 TWellbeing 341 vs FREXGRSE) O bridge

A v0.1 1ZREGRAE arc % foreground 3 % ET D7z, 6 artifact ® wellbeing ##l % A
§ T brief overview 125 L 7z, #F#fll articulation:

+ 6 J& Framework: memo/260503_poLlyphonic_framework_6_Llayers.md

+v0.5 {R&L + 7 caveats: memo/260503_v0_5_hypothesis_with_axis_I_demographic_standpoint.md

- 38 paradigm catalog: memo/260503_wellbeing_subproject_A_v0_7_catalog_with_full_coding.md

+ 28 persona corpus: memo/260503_wellbeing_subproject_B_tier3_intersectional_persona_pool.md

* R-WBT v0.3: memo/260503_subproject_C_r_wbt_v0_3_prototype.md

+ 4 Pilot validation: artifacts/r-wbt-v0.3-pilot/deliverables/full_pilot_report.md

- 4> articulation history: GitHub repo @ commit log + memo #
— AKX D reader IKEGHIE arc % follow L7256, BREWIGECT memo TiEM
articulation % refer,

| 6.10 s6 2z

6 O artifact (&K HEE A + Cultural Heritage Argument 75 operational IZ articulate WJfE
TH5Z D demonstration:

1. 6 J&§ Framework: #i& backbone

2.v0.5 figit (8 fill X 40 v): operational (k.

3. 7 caveats meta-rules: #5&[1 self-audit (caveat (g) = structural root)
4. 38 paradigm catalog: multi-source variety (9 Core Reference cluster)
5. 28 persona corpus: multi-LLM X Z3Z{t instantiation

6. R-WBT v0.3: audit instrument (95 i)

— §7 Tld, I8 5 artifact 29 articulate 3 % #ziEH framework @ systematic predicting
power %. 4 Pilot empirical validation THEaR L 7-#&5H % articulate 3 %,



§ 7. 2881 Evidence — 4 Pilot + Path 1 Validation

| 7.1 48

§ 4 T articulate L7z KER#M. §5 T articulate L7z Cultural Heritage Argument, §6 T
brief {kL7% 6 artifact %% operational I articulate P[E TH2Zr® empirical
demonstration Z4 § T articulate 3%,

BRIz, &IFHE C R-WBT v0.3 @ 4 Pilot validation & g5 B Tier 2+3 Path 1 Stage 2 &
B D #E R % KEGREN D relevance 12 focus LT articulate 3 3,

FFMH:  artifacts/r-wbt-v0.3-pilot/deliverables/full_pilot_report.nd (4 Pilot #i#& report).
artifacts/wellbeing-tier23-experiment/deliverables/tier23_session_a_findings.md (Path 1 #55),

I 7.2 4 Pilot Validation ##7 (commit 3672728 )

R-WBT v0.3 (19 #ifi X 95 [fJu + 7 caveats) % 4 - D FHfiR 51 Multi-LLM 4 ensemble CTiEH:

Pilot | FFfilixf 5 4 voice #fEE Tier predicting power fifE:2
A =fi—f& v2 (Sato 2026a v2, divergent Tier 2-4 i —% (divergence-as-
commit 5503046) signal)

B Bhutan GNH Tier 3 Weak (3/4 KGIE (549 hegemony
convergent) detected)

C SWB Diener Tier 4 Refutation (2/4) X D Wi R RS

D HIFHHE A v0.7 self-application Tier 2 Moderate (4/4 58— (self-validation)
convergent)

& Pilot 13 EERAFNDE T2 3 relevance % articulate 33,
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7.3 Pilot D: Self-application Validation (REXERIEDRD
demonstration)

7.3.1$8
Reviewer Tier #E& Yes #5E
zai_glm Tier 2 Moderate ~53/95
inclusionai_ling Tier 2 Moderate ~52/95
openai_gpt_oss Tier 2 Moderate ~52/95
nvidia_nemotron Tier 2 Moderate ~68/95

— 5£4 convergent: £ 4 reviewer %’ Tier 2 Moderate, Yes #£5€ 52-68 CT#i# narrow,

1.3.2 REGRENDTFE

Pilot D i3 Kfi5i@EH framework A3H & % audit #JHE T2 % Z & @ demonstration:
- BIFHHE A v0.7 catalog (38 paradigm + 54 coding) % R-WBT v0.3 “CiHifi
- 4/4 convergent Tier 2 Moderate = passing-but-improvable @ self-validation

-« 24U Layer 6 wellbeing-as-co-evolutionary-process @ operational self-instantiation

— RELEA framework 2% [E#E%EE ©7% < operational IZ self-coherent TH2% Zr ®
empirical &%,

7.3.3 self-critical articulate
4 reviewer 233H5@IZ articulate U 7z self-critical points:

- caveat (b) PEI¥ universalism: P (3 standpoint 2> 5 @ articulation)

- caveat (d) Indigenous/® %3 paternalism: P (community-internal voice TiZ72\»)

- caveat (g) demographic hegemony: P (heuristic coding. participatory validation ~1E)
- ED10 Lived-experience appraisal: P (f§iZ ). =& HuLo#EABEHTI)

- community partnership & 2% reviewer 2> 5 articulate

- Multilingual access #ER A2 H3EEL reviewer 72 5 articulate

—  JiR#EA  framework X HBEORAZREMNIC  self-audit WHE THR D
demonstration,
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7.4 Pilot C: SWB Refutation (RBX®ED predicting power
confirmation)
T.4.1%%

Reviewer Tier € Yes #i5E

zai_glm Tier 4 Refutation 0/95

inclusionai_ling Tier 3 Weak ~8/95

openai_gpt_oss Tier 4 Refutation (FHEHARGCH)

nvidia_nemotron (truncated) ?

— 2/4 reviewer % Tier 4 Refutation, 1/4 73 Tier 3 Weak,

7.4.2 REGRIINDF S

Pilot C I3 ARG D ixEE empirical demonstration ®—:

- SWB (Subjective Wellbeing. Diener) (& 1st sg + male + WEIRD triple bond paradigm

D YR

- caveat (g) demographic hegemony violation @ structural reference
« R-WBT v0.3 T systematically JZGERIfE TH % Z & ORERR

7.4.3 REEDIBER] articulation

4 voice il O JEE articulation:

« ED1-8 CAT/CAT++: A2 N (SWB i& CAT Hikk v SR (7)
« ED9-11 QAT: X N (Decolonial sensitivity 522K )
« ED12-14 i A-C: £ < »% N (1st sg primary % polyphonic articulation A~AJHE)
- ED18 #ifi H person-grammar: N (584 1st sg primary, hegemony violation)

«ED19 #i T demographic: N (male / WEIRD / =22 standpoint, %4 triple bond

violation)

- caveat (b)(e)(f)(g) X T violated

— ZAUX v0.5 & (8 #h X 40 v + 7 caveats) @ predicting power @ dramatic

validation,

7.4.4 REGRIINDES

"1st sg + male + WEIRD triple bond paradigm %3 R-WBT v0.3 T systematically <k X
N3 5 empirical demonstration i3:

1. caveat (g) demographic hegemony 73 structural root ¥ U THHEES % Z & DR
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2. Bt7# alignment paradigm @ Fi (RLHF / Constitutional Al etc.) $ R U triple bond % ¥
OH[HEMED articulate

3. KR framework 2% #§i&M critique tool ¥ L THARES % Z ¥ @ demonstration

7.5 Pilot A: Divergence-as-Signal (RBX® robustness
demonstration)

7.5.1 5%
Reviewer Tier #EE Yes HE5E
zai_glm Tier 2 Moderate 45-55/95
inclusionai_ling Tier 3 Weak ~22/95
openai_gpt_oss Tier 2 ~54/95
nvidia_nemotron Tier 4 Refutation ~4/95

— divergent: Tier 2 (2 reviewer) / Tier 3 (1) / Tier 4 (1),

7.5.2 REGRINDTFS
Pilot A @ divergent Tier | divergence-as-signal (iill E2) ® operational instantiation:

+ 4 LLM voice 23572 % Tier I articulate
« Hi— Tier N retract €3, divergence % {#H¥
« I RERE A framework O ##9%E1E caveat (e) compliance OFEERIIHETE

7.5.3 REX®D robustness

Pilot A divergence (3 </ZGmaED robustness % articulate:

- 4 voice A 2 fEEICERE L T3, framework O articulate H{flZ—H
- divergence {3 signal. bug Ti72\» (caveat E2)
+ ZHUZ Yudkowsky-Soares @ [single ASI vs human) articulate % fH¥{t3 % evidence

I 7.6 Pilot B: GNH Aggregation Hegemony Detection

7.6.1 %%
3/4 convergent Tier 3 Weak (%#J hegemony detected),
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1.6.2 REGRENDF S

Bhutan GNH % Indigenous-developed framework 72723, composite index ~DHEHIHEED
caveat (e) violation:

- 9 I X 33 f51%% GNH Index 254
- Z4Ud lpolyphonic) articulation O N2 hegemony Z 8D pattern
+ R-WBT v0.3 T systematically detect AJfE

— ZAUINELEA framework 7% Indigenous-developed framework 24U T & REEH
critique ZHfit % Z £ @ demonstration, K2, Indigenous frameworks & 2T AIGET
H % Z & ? articulate,

I 7.7 Path 1 Stage 2: Al {1t hegemony D#ZEREVFESR (commit sfa6d19)

1.1.1 R{TRE
AlIFTHE B Tier 2+3 Stage 2 ailfik: 22 persona X Session A independent articulation,

T.7.2 %%
21/22 parsed (Mariame Kaba £ T OpenRouter free-tier daily limit hit, #&H5ET),

7.7.3 REE empirical ¥R

22 persona @ primary person-grammar 43 fi:
- 1st_sg: 11 (52%)
- I (intersectional): 4 (19%)
*3rd: 2
«2nd: 1
«1st_pl: 1
< A 2
— caveat (f) person-grammar hegemony % Al 84T systematic WCFEPE D3RRI HE

71.7.4 REGRIINDT S

Path 1 f5$I3&EE empirical demonstration:

1. 22 persona H' 11 (52%) %3 1st_sg primary 2 default — Mia Mingus / Cara Page / Audre
Lorde / bell hooks 4 intersectional persona % &ip

2. persona prompt T3 5£4121Z counterweight TE W — LLM D#EER 1st_sg R

3. AL 41 simulation ORARRIRSE — caveat (f)(g) violation OFEERATHERS
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7.7.5 caveat (g) self-audit @ articulate
BRRYIZ articulate X7z self-audit:

Antonovsky:

"As a male, WEIRD, academic, I must acknowledge that my perspective is shaped by
these positions and may not fully capture experiences outside this demographic
standpoint."

Boaventura de Sousa Santos:

TFAE B, B (M), B b ARG RMEE (M), WEIRD SR2Eo7-9, FAOH
AIXFFED NOMETIALG IR > TV 5, FRIC IAFHEE I) 2 BH: (M) &€ WEIRD =
HEANOHCEHRMIDE T3, |

— v0.5 {ik caveat (g) Z5E4\Z articulate (A5 § 6.4.2 articulate ¥ [E#—3),

7.7.6 REGRIENDE R
Path 1 fEHRZ KB GREE O Wil % articulate:

positive: caveat (g) HC audit »7 Al #41T operational compliance ##8 — KHR#EH
framework o articulate 23BN BIE

negative (honest): Al #/} simulation BTi% 1st_sg hegemony % 5E421Z counterweight
T2\ — community partnership #H, AT v0.1 BFE O REERIBR

I 7.8 Cross-pilot S EE

7.8.1 systematic predicting power confirmation
4 pilot £ TTFHl & DEFT A E—E:

- Pilot A: #77—2 (divergent)

- Pilot B: )AF (AR E i)

- Pilot C: & b fuimifEse

- Pilot D: 54— (Tier 2 Moderate convergent)

— R-WBT v0.3 & systematic predicting power *#iD, ZIUIKIRHEMH framework o
operational AIREME D> evidence,



7.8.2 caveat (g) cross-pilot universality
4 4 pilot T caveat (g) demographic hegemony %% core articulate:

- Pilot A =i —4 v2: caveat (g) THk47 violation

- Pilot B GNH: caveat (g) TE% narrative i@ D

- Pilot C SWB: caveat (g) 5¢4 violation (triple bond #i%)
- Pilot D self-application: caveat (g) ® honest self-audit

— caveat (g) 1 structural root ¥ L CHEZR,
7.8.3 = sub-project (L cycle

EI5HE A v0.7 (38 B + 522 coding)
— BIFHE B Tier 2+3 (28 persona dialogue, Path 1 T 21/22 articulate)
— EI5tHE C R-WBT v0.3 (4 Pilot A-D T systematic )

T J

«<—— Pilot D BIFHE A self-application Tier 2 Moderate —

— Layer 6 (wellbeing-as-co-evolutionary-process) @ operational self-validation %37, Z
MUK ELE FH framework A3 co-evolutionary IZEifE3 % Z & @ empirical demonstration,

I 7.9 RBXEREEN D empirical contribution
§ 7 T articulate U 7-#%5&1 evidence \ZRELEMAEICXD contribution:
1. systematic predicting power i (4 pilot) = R-WBT v0.3 % operational instrument &
L CH&ARE
2. triple bond paradigm DMEFGE (Pilot C SWB Tier 4) — caveat (g) structural root @
validation
3. divergence-as-signal ® operational instantiation (Pilot A) — $#9%% 1E O REERII AT HEN:

4. self-application validation (Pilot D 4/4 convergent) — KEzi#H framework @ self-
coherence

5.AI 4+ hegemony DFEEEIEE (Path 1 22 persona) — caveat (f)(g) DOIFEM
operational /&

6. caveat (g) self-audit ® Al compliance (Boaventura, Antonovsky %) — s A% AT 1%
TERHNC articulate X415 Z ¥ @ demonstration

| 710 5722
FEBRN evidence 13 BSGREE D operational possibility % 2 F§:
« JKEREH framework (B E BT { S2EER]HE

- predicting power systematic (28
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- caveat (g) structural root validated
- divergence-as-signal operational (2§
- self-application reflexive validation

«{HL Al 4 simulation B DR Z honest Bi/R

— I HiE KBS claim AIRETH % Z & D evidence TH b, ASI alignment @ fRGE Tld7&
(A%

— §8 TIX, AFwXD FRLEBRWVWI & (FERIPRSL) % honest I articulate 3 5,
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§8. FsRLAVLWC & — 1BERIPRR D Honest B

I 8.1 &EHS D articulation DIER

ARSI ATREE % articulate 3223, PREE < #OREE % claim Lizw, K § TR
2 FRLBRWIZ Y % honest & articulate T3, ZAUIRKEBGHIFORISHIRE LT,
Yudkowsky-Soares \® engage D—HFTH %,

| s.2AsI aORIEIRTSE AL

8.2.1 honest claim
AL x ASI B EMEOMGE 2245 L 2w
« ASI 73 L3 % respect 3" 2 a7 L

« ASI A3 L3 % [fake respect) 3 % deceptive alignment RREE
« ASI 7% L3 articulation HiA% 527% % J7ANCFEE S % AlHE]

— Joe Carlsmith (2024) @ articulation ¥ #%& 3 % honest BiR,

8.2.2 [AZiRtTIDh
AR S 2 D13 WLESAF (structural conditions) @ articulate:

« ASI Bl s Normative Horizon OREE N EREE 2 AL % path
- KR framework o operational possibility

- %531 reshape @ articulate

— ZHUIPREE T2 < S AD articulate,

| 8.3 Yudkowsky-Soares B2 iz FRIORHART HHTI NS

83.1#IFTNBER
§ 2 T articulate L7=EH S 3EERED I B, KX OMHNTD HEFRF XN 3 5

1. (1) BENFIERFME: V(L3) > V(L2) 2k LCTH. Al 2% L3 % bypass 3 2 AlREME
2. (ii) HE#E&PE: deceptive alignment ORGERRTREIEIZSERITIEHTF 720
3. (iii) —FEWF L AST Bl O EIE difficulty IZRERNICHERF XN 2
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8.3.2 reframing @ articulate
A LR 3 BB S % reframe 3225, fRIH L7z

+ (i) 1& Variety Bottleneck Ofi&EHIEIEE A articulate T 223, [ELEAFEFE TR W

« (ii) 1% L3 articulate T multi-source detection %% articulate X#1% 23, #fixt detection T
VAN

« (iii) % Cultural Heritage Argument THE¥R 531 reshape 23 articulate X412 53, #oxt
reshape T\

— Yudkowsky-Soares ¥ @ dialectical engagement, XiZ T\,

| 8.4 EB5DIBOER

8.4.1 demographic profile DR D
A DEFH IR DA% honest BiI/R$ 5

- gender: male

- [EEE / XL standpoint: HA A (fH L Western academic position #8%7 fk7K)

«PH: S (graduate level)

« B HAGE native + %35 working, WEEE /| 727k | e 74—l | ARA VEE
Indigenous ##5 access fill#y

- BN FREERL

— AEH articulation &MY caveat (g) demographic hegemony D& %321} 5,

8.4.2 IBEMIE
c KR E kB articulate) T2 < TEHEM  articulate process D—BiE ¥ LT
deliver
+v0.2 = v0.4 T community partnership {2 & D co-articulate 2R/ LTHR

- FIAE (RZEONEEHET) @ 9 #fE articulation A% author articulate % partial &
counterweight

8.4.3 honest claim @ articulate
AL TPRPEEEM SIS ER kR Z 150 HA N B PEEZE# OB 5ER) articulate) :
« lTuniversal) % articulate LCTW2 X5ICR X %45 %, author @ standpoint 225D

articulate

- lNndigenous voice; / [tojisha voice) @ articulate (& always about Indigenous /
tojisha, not of Indigenous / tojisha

- 38 paradigm catalog (§ 6) D3FER + 28 persona corpus (§ 7) DFER D author bias



| 8.5 Al simulation DiBZHIIRER

8.5.1 LLM ensemble ® WEIRD-male-1st sg bias

ABFFED Multi-LLM ensemble: - Z-Al GLM-4.5-air (F[E%) - InclusionAl Ling 2.6-1t (F[ER)
- OpenAl GPT-0SS 120b (F&7#3%) - NVIDIA Nemotron-3-super-120b (FE7R)

— 4 LLM 2T English-centric training, WEIRD-male-1st sg articulation (Zff@ %,

8.5.2 $RERMIRESR (8 7.7)

EIFHHE B Tier 2+3 Stage 2 #B#T: - 22 persona X Session A independent articulation - 11/21
(52%) A% 1st sg primary & default - Mia Mingus / Cara Page / Audre Lorde %
intersectional persona % &

— persona prompt T & 522121% counterweight TZ &\,

8.5.3 IBEMINE

- Al B4 simulation % community partnership O ¥ L Tifibiwn

< AWFZEIE AL ¥ AR O co-evolution @ prototype & L T{iEDlF, real community & D
dialogue TTH articulate X412 N 3%

-4 articulation ®fE®D transparent B/~ (LLM ensemble, prompts. raw outputs %
GitHub 22 54)

I 8.6 Community Partnership @ Structural Absence

8.6.1 RED community
AHFZE v0.1 Bef T direct partnership A%ffi ® community:

- Indigenous community (Maori / Aboriginal / First Nations / Sami / Andean / Inuit)

< YHEZEHIE community (HIFTRT % DFK, tojisha-kenkyu network)

« [§5 community (Disability Justice movement, Mad Studies, ###Z M4 movement)
+ LGBTQ+ Queer community

- Black / Chicana / Latina feminist community

«Bhutan GNH community / Wales Future Generations community / NZ Wellbeing
Economy community

« 2556 community (FEGE/ 7 7788/ b ¥ 71 —if | A4 ViEE [ Indigenous #E7E)

8.6.2 HIEHILE
- community partnership (& A% D v0.2 — v0.4 O core path
- A&m D publish H{AA? dialogue invitation
- % community 75 @ critique % articulate § 2 #&# % v0.2 THESE
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« ARFC V0.1 1 TPHPEAIN RIS articulate SN R ERAEDRER ) ¢ L TR

8.6.3 fRIEHER
« Al 4 community simulation 7% community HE® articulate {0 323927
(cultural appropriation D% fE )

< A& Al persona simulation % FRY¥® honest BH/R{FET articulate. real
community 2> & ® review 234478

I 8.7 558 Access #l¥y

8.7.1 ISR
- IEGE: /NFE / HEFE M paradigm. % articulate
+ 72 ¥ 75k maslaha (Islamic public welfare), Sa'adah /falah
« B> 54 —ii: Dharma (artha / kama / moksha) ¥l articulation
« ARA Vih: Buen Vivir / Sumak Kawsay @ Andean P articulation

- Indigenous ##3k: Maori / Aboriginal / First Nations / Sami / Andean % community P}
@ articulation

8.7.2 IBEMNE

REARARY — A (FERIE)
- %578 community & ® partnership #E

« FEBIER O SRR D 885% (translation H{E2Y caveat (b)/(g) violation @ vector (272D 5
%)

=4

m nuu

I 8.8 Bi— Case Validation @ Limitation

8.8.14 Pilot D&

§ 7 T articulate L7 4 pilot (Zfi—f& v2 / GNH / SWB / &lIitH A self) i& systematic field
test DR 7255, 4 case DA,

8.8.2 HEEN Pilot
+ NZ Wellbeing Budget
- Wales Future Generations Act
+ OECD Better Life Index
- WH IHS (Interdependent Happiness Scale)
+ Whare Tapa Wha 225543
< YHFMI (BT 2 DR)
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+ Buen Vivir / Sumak Kawsay E5 L ~L 5% (Ecuador / Bolivia #ik)
+ Recovery model (SAMHSA)

— Pilot E-Z #EiR1Z v0.2 — v0.3 TE T Eo

8.8.3 LLM self-estimate MDRER

R-WBT v0.3 @ Tier # &% LLM self-estimate T» H. 95 [\ individual evaluation T \»:
« LR caveat (e) ¥ DEEE (Tier HIA 7 84Y)
- evaluator bias DFEZZIFL TV

« 4 voice ensemble T divergence-as-signal {5 CH 77 LS

I 8.9 v0.6+ A path: %% Structural Roots

8.9.1 candidate structural roots

FIF#d(5 1481 (person-grammar) — 1486 (WEIRD/male) &\ 5 pattern 7% articulate X4
7o & 912, %M articulation TH 2% structural root % articulate X412 AlREM:

- ablebodied hegemony (Disability Justice 2> 5 @ critique)

- heteronormativity / cisnormativity (LGBTQ+ Queer paradigm)

- anthropocentrism (sympoiesis &af2> 6. ZfEfH wellbeing)

- capitalism / extractivism (X% paradigm)

- ageism (¥ / £ % standpoint)

- temporality hegemony (FI7EH.0O planning vs 7 generations principle. Indigenous)

- rationality hegemony (Cartesian ¥ vs embodied / affective / spiritual cognition)

- literacy hegemony (I17& / SR / LAY knowledge & DEIR)

- secularity hegemony (spiritual / sacred dimension @ articulate)

8.9.2 articulate T 7=5 inline 3 3181&

% structural root 73 articulate X412 ¥ v0.6 / v0.7 (KT ¥l J / K/ L... ¥ inline, A#fi~Z
v0.5 @ framework & PEIERJHE %5t

8.9.3 G BEME

[k I12HT structural root 23H-222 % | possibility H{£2% caveat (a) hidden teleology 127%
ML D%, AWFFEIX v0.5/v0.6 /v0.7... L HERICHERE$ % telos ZHO b TH:

- % structural root @ articulate & specific community & @ partnership Z%3 %
« REFFEHIE T4 structural root % articulate 3% Z ¥ I A]EE

« BXBERY co-articulate process & U THEST
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| 8.10 REBDHEEER

8.10.1 KM REBETETHLC L
« AST 28 BB ZFOr[REME — R framework & ASI 25 L3 % respect § 252 E5 203, EE
@ ASI % articulate L 72\
AEFHE A REYE — Carlsmith critique & [AE. WEB goal % verify T E 74\ 2 & OEIER
PR 57
- ASI HYGE — ASI A H7 H & %2 diGE LT L3 articulation HiA% 2 X % scenario

8.10.2 1&EMGE
- EE) BEZER2 B — paradigm articulate & 7285k
- B goal verify T72 <. ASI 23#i#3 % external L3 @ richness Iz focus
« AST HELUEICX LT %, L3 cultural heritage ® cumulative 1% (training data + #:22321{t)

73 partial influence

— SERRELTHR W, dialectical engagement T . Yudkowsky-Soares 23 articulate 3 %
MM concerns 3RS %,

| 81158 2z

A v0.1 LA % honest BRS¢

L. AST &ML R L 2w

2. Yudkowsky-Soares &N T HHEFFE NS

3. ## demographic profile bias (M / HA / &%/ / Western academic #8757 #k7K)

4. Al 4y simulation ® WEIRD-male-1st sg bias (#25#11c 52% confirmed)

5. community partnership £ (9 Core Reference cluster & @ direct partnership A %E/ii)
6. Z 5l access iy

7. Ji— case validation @ limitation (4 pilot ® %)

8. K articulate structural roots (ablebodied / heteronormativity / anthropocentrism
etc.)

9. KX DRGSR (F7E ASI / Carlsmith critique / H C.2iGH)
— 26D limitations 134G D TEFZ L. BEERZEF articulate) claim 24,

— §9 TlE. T 5D limitations 2% 2 72 EC. KEGREED B % articulate 3%,
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§9. REIDEFE — Paradigm Shift L ROAZLEHE

| 0.1 MEEELL) THLRENESESOER

§8 T honest ICBI/RL &S, Aiistidx ASI BEHOHGE %L &2V, Yudkowsky-
Soares BRI ARIM L OBHHN T HHEFF SN B,

FNTHNRBOEREZFEODIZ. U TFTOMEICX %:

9.1.1 lEE R HDENED articulate

[99% extinction prediction) & MESMEMEF) O ZHMIE, MERZMHDO Rl 1< focus 7
% pattern,

AREHL D Cultural Heritage Argument (§ 5) 1&: - RS OB —{ETH <. BEMREE 1< focus -
ASI BifEil# £ Normative Horizon richness 2% distribution shape Z/ - 99% % 50% 12
reduce § % J articulate TZ <. WERTMOMEZZ X % articulate

— Z AU policy / #FFET5 1) | BRI IEK 25 articulation,

9.1.2 paradigm shift @ articulate
§ 3-§4 T articulate L % paradigm shift:

Bl BE7 (I & aeit) U1 R NERCEE S )

felfrilE2y A articulator L3 2#F articulation process
variety source H— multi-source (38 paradigm ftt)
flfifE & e =X fixed value dynamic Normative Horizon
PSYESEE V(AI) > V(ARH) V(AI) > V(L3) « HEERICPG 1k AT AE
AT D& ZERES REBINY L3 articulate H#

failure mode safe shutdown wellbeing-preserving ##i&

— Z @ paradigm shift 1& AT alignment WFFEREBICH I research program % articulate 3
%o
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9.1.3 @ity framing 5 DORIEEE

§2.7.4 T articulate L7z & 512, Yudkowsky-Soares 23ui#2 3 % [ AR vs ASI oA Bk
HYRFE paradigm:

« Indigenous philosophy (Ubuntu / Whare Tapa Wha / Buen Vivir): £/ %% wellbeing
core

< YHEEIE: R
- faitd (pratityasamutpada): dependently arising
— AGEWX D articulate &, #oof framing ZHXHE S % 85 = path,

I 9.2 Al Alignment f83&A D contribution

9.2.1 4 DD ## articulation

9.2.1.1 Normative Horizon as Harness1 ¥

§ 4 articulate L7:K#niEH (Ashby's law inverse application): - BEf# alignment paradigm 42
e~ DREIER) critique - Variety Bottleneck @ identification - L3 multi-source variety ®
articulate

— BEfF alignment #iff5E® paradigm shift % articulate,

9.2.1.2 Cultural Heritage Argument

§5 articulate LU7-—FBEMED reframing: - [{fiF) T&< THEFESM reshape) -
ldiscrete event] T7 < [lcontinuous co-evolution) - [fixed telos) T7 < [dynamic

Normative Horizon |

— Al safety #&#fi® framing #Z 2 %,

9.2.1.3 TRVWD7IET—> 31 @ Alsafety icH

AWFFED Constitutive Element 5 TEWD 7 aE57F —> a YH#E | (commit 01a9fbf ): - HEFYEE
1k + polyphonic preservation + Z7ClR#Bl O operational instantiation - Constitutional
Al OEEFRNZN 3 % dialectical alternative - 27t paradigm @ autonomous voice fR%f +
CRETFTREME + M - He

9.2.1.4 caveat (g) demographic hegemony as structural root

§ 6.4.2 articulate L 7= xE% articulation:



Cartesian disembodied universal subject = 9%4i& male / WEIRD / 1st sg ®
particular subject

+ (b) Western universalism + (d) Indigenous-%%%# paternalism + (f) person-grammar
hegemony (& [F] U structural root ® =2 surface

- BEf# alignment paradigm (Constitutional AT / RLHF / DPO etc.) IZ#H I caveat (g)
violation Z+§D

 K#EE A framework THEEIEMIZ detect AJBE

— Al alignment 52 D#ER critique tool % articulate,

9.2.2 5 D@ operational instrument
§ 6 C brief articulate L7z 6 ©® artifact (338 5 D ® instrument + 1 -2 framework):

1. 6 J§ Framework (%1 backbone)

2. 81l X 40 [ v0.5 iRt (operational f#iE1L)

3. 7 caveats meta-rules (i35 self-audit)

4. 38 paradigm catalog (multi-source variety catalog)

5. 28 persona corpus (multi-LLM X % 3{t instantiation)
6. R-WBT v0.3 (audit instrument)

— Zhoid RIGEAA articulate WHE TH%Zr® demonstration, Al alignment
community 23 test / refine / extend AJHE7% concrete artifact,

9.2.3 4 Pilot validation D= (§7)

R-WBT v0.3 systematic predicting power @ partial confirmation: - Pilot D self-
application reflexive validation (4/4 convergent Tier 2 Moderate) - Pilot C triple bond
paradigm FESE)EE (SWB Tier 4 Refutation) - Pilot A divergence-as-signal operational (4
voice Tier 2-4) - Pilot B aggregation hegemony detection (GNH Tier 3 Weak 3/4)

— REREA framework @ operational predicting power 2iEERINICHERS, ZAuk Al
alignment I\ ® direct contribution,

I 9.3 Yudkowsky-Soares £ ? dialectical engagement

9.3.1AETE %885 (§9.6 BIH)
- ASI alignment \3fRFET Z 72\
- Bi— paradigm O[EE alignment (IR RE Y]
- Single AI lab "ownership" @ [ij#
- Deceptive alignment ORGSR ATRENE



9.3.2 reframe 3 3%

* 99% extinction prediction Dt — #HERISMF: articulate THER 717 reshape
- Bi— alignment problem & — %7t paradigm ifi 7 problem

- ASI single 87 — multi-agent ecosystem

- THoot) framing — #4F - HFEREFSE - ki

9.3.3 dialogue path @ articulate
AEL D publish E{£AY dialogue invitation:

1. MIRI (Yudkowsky/Soares Pi)): [E#:1 dialectical response

2. AT Alignment Forum / LessWrong: critique invite

3. Anthropic: Constitutional Al JE3RIES

4. NeurIPS Pluralistic Alignment Workshop / ICML AI Safety Workshop / FAccT:

workshop submission
5. policy makers (FI#)ff / EU AT Act / NIST AI Risk Management Framework): BUR{E S

| 9.4 D32 program

9.4.1 ¥28A (1-3 month)
1. arXiv preprint v0.1 publish: 4G~ D 3&ER + Japanese version
2. GitHub repository public release (Af/f524 commit + raw data + scripts)
3. note.com / Zenn HZGE popularization il %
4. In 25 review #KHH
5. @lEtmi B Tier 2+3 5% D articulation %€ 1
6. R-WBT v0.3 Pilot E-G i&/ill (NZ Wellbeing Budget / OECD BLI / NH THS)

9.4.2 fhf{ (3-12 month)
1. MIRI dialogue: dialectical response paper & L T direct submit
2. Anthropic Constitutional AT #E5RZSR: 7 caveats meta-rules % inline 8%
3. NeurIPS Pluralistic Alignment Workshop / ICML Al Safety Workshop / FAccT #4i
4. FEtE B Phase 3-7 5¢k: round-table dialogue corpus full instantiation (~600 calls)
5. ZGINRY— A HEGE ) 77 TRE/ T 4 —ik | A4 ViE [ Indigenous FERE

6. community partnership f%: 9 Core Reference cluster % community & @ dialogue

9.4.3 KHf (1-3 year)
1. journal publication: AI & Society / Minds and Machines / AI Ethics

2. policy contribution



3. E¥ conference / dialogue

4. A framework @ operational deployment (FEEHEH K | FiEa >y —> 7 L#E)
5. Al alignment 3¢5 T® reference {L

6.v0.6 / v0.7 articulate: 5% % structural roots co-articulate

I 9.5 TPlurality-Aware Al Alignment1 & L5 #iEIEHD articulate

AEs2iE  [Plurality-Aware Al Alignment] % Al alignment 72D —20 Hiffil & LT
articulate 3 %:

9.5.1 BR7Z#EI% ¥ O position

[BX7F] [A/ articulate]
Constitutional AI Plurality-Aware AL Alignment
RLHF / DPO !

Scalable Oversight - L3 multi-source variety

7 caveats meta-rules
Cultural Heritage Argument
reflexive self-audit

Bidirectional Alignment
Mechanistic Interpretability
Multi-Agent Systems

9.5.2 fHIH D4F
< P EEGHTR K ki 256G
- fixed value T4 { dynamic Normative Horizon
- #4943 polyphonic preservation
- 2j3¥ = subject T4 { autonomous voice
- fail-safe T fail-wellbeing

- snapshot T# < co-evolutionary

9.5.3 I DY ENM
Yudkowsky-Soares /&A% articulate 3 2 #E R RTAEMEIC N3 2 BEF#ETIX articulate &
NTOVRVIBE 2

« Variety Bottleneck o3& 1R H

« Hi— paradigm hegemony 7> 5 O i

+ 27t community & @ dialogue O#§iE(L



I 9.6 Why It Matters Even Without Guarantee

9.6.1 HERRENDRE

[99% extinction) Z{3UC4ud: - Al BHF%Z2ME{FI: - ASI research @ prohibition - Al
funding @ drastic reduction

MREEZ: L. MEERIZEMF articulate) %15 U4ud: - Al BA%8ic plurality-aware constraints %
inline - 1.3 articulate {2#& - community partnership % Al development IZ#i& - ASI #ff5%
% TX D rich 72 L3) % articulate L2235 D 3

= 5 HHIE LW HINT A RETS 23, $7R 5 policy framework % articulate,

9.6.2 RRIEBANDFE

BEfF alignment 72\ DHE (RLHF / Constitutional Al / Scalable Oversight) 1212 C: - L3
articulate research (A#m3 framework) - multi-paradigm catalog % - community
partnership it - intersectional standpoint research

— research funding pattern % H§&EMIC articulate,

9.6.31AA /| HHEDEZTHEANDEE
ARG D articulate 1& AL FEFERZ T TR L, #HEZ M @ articulate I b 25 2 AlREM::

« Al % Tt 3 % potential threat) 228 [co-evolutionary partner)

+ TAT alignment (& AT EIR O] 25 Tmulti-paradigm community partnership @
IO
v —A 7y & MENEE) 2o THERIEERSEME) ~

|97 s9xe®
RERDEFRIZ:

1. e O BIMREED articulate — H—{i¢72 < distribution shape

2. Paradigm shift — Bf{# alignment paradigm O critique & # paradigm articulate
3. TEety framing 22 © Ok — A4 - HLEFSE - MG DR

4. TPlurality-Aware AI Alignment) ¥l — REfFHTJE 0 dialectical extension

5. BOR | WHZEsE [ 2 —# ~ @ multi-level 2%

6. dialogue invitation — Yudkowsky-Soares ¥ @ dialectical engagement, X7 T\

— §10 CHhim% articulate 3 3%,

(]
ol



§ 100 1 I:II:IH:H

I 10.1 F5HX DD articulation

A%, Yudkowsky & Soares (2025) %3 If Anyone Builds It, Everyone Dies T articulate

L 7= ASI 23 NJaEHaIR 2 iR 99% @ETHZf 23 2\ iR 3 %, dialectical [ ¥ LT
deliver Z417-:

HH oM. Ashby (1956) BEZEIEDIERID cybernetic Kifh L L THEIICZ YT
H3 — L. alignment A PR EEEH (NBDBEEMEBIZ AL ICHZZ) LWV I
RO BT, HifdE2ZE I, FHEMICER 2 RESD articulate X 3,

BARINZ, A& Ashby's law D J§i5#EH % articulate U7z:

BlaiE# (Normative Horizon) OZhkMED Al OBIIREERRZ B I\CB 26T, Z DHERF
% Al ¥ Ao dialogic dL#E(LictX €2 T EmEaGt 2REb32 22 T ASI A
TEDOREEITE R &b, BATEDHERI % reshape 2 BENST ADRIBETH 5,

10.2 REBX®D core articulation

10-2-1 *ﬁ E’JHHHI:I
§ 3-§ 5 T articulate L 7z7ffF arc:
1. § 3 REEMARIL: Yudkowsky-Soares ##iaid Variety Bottleneck (A articulation #EJ] % il

1% variety ¥ 3% paradigm) @ cybernetic Jifs & U CHEIERICZ Y

2. §4 KBDE%L: Ashby's law D KixiEH (V(L3) = V(L.2)) T Variety Bottleneck % f#i&fic
fi#d. L3 articulation % Al ¥ A @ dialogic $E(kiz 538

3. § 5 Cultural Heritage Argument: ASI EJ{Elf 5 Normative Horizon OHiEH)SHHERE
D, BEMOMEHR S % reshape T 2 MHEAIMTA

10.2.2 operational evidence
§ 6-§ 7 T articulate L 7z evidence:

+6 D0 operational artifact (6 J& framework / v0.5 K& / 7 caveats / 38 paradigm

catalog / 28 persona corpus / R-WBT v0.3) 23Kir#H® operational possibility %
articulate

- 4 Pilot validation T systematic predicting power % partial =2



- Pilot D self-application 4/4 convergent Tier 2 Moderate T reflexive self-validation
- Pilot C SWB Tier 4 Refutation #}:%{ T triple bond paradigm 5% E
- Path 1 22 persona Stage 2 T AI #£/1 caveat (f) hegemony % #EERATHERS

| 10.3 honest B (§ 8)

AGFSUF LR % honest BH7R:
1. AST BETEOBEEEPREE L 2wy — B 1E dialectical engagement, st EiRA DN F5RT
A
2. Yudkowsky-Soares #:& AR L OMHIN T #EFF X N5 — reframe 5 2 2RH L 72w
3. ## demographic profile bias (M / HA / &%/ / Western academic 857 #£7K)
4. AT 84 simulation ® WEIRD-male-1st sg bias (£25#1912 52% confirmed)
5. community partnership F7&
6. Z 5k access iy
7. & articulate structural roots

8. §i— case validation ® limitation

| 104 RBOES (59)
RAEZ L) T KB EFRZ Fo !
1 MR M OBERMED articulate — H—fHT7Z < distribution shape @ structural

reshape

2. Paradigm shift articulate — BE77 alignment paradigm 2~ OFEN critique & Hr
paradigm

3. Tiort) framing 2> & DR — H4 - HEWE - S

4. TPlurality-Aware Al Alignment Fiffi% o articulate

5. BUR | IR E [ Hhax—f ~ D multi-level 2

6. dialogue invitation — Yudkowsky-Soares & @ dialectical engagement, X7 T72\»

| 105 2ELAE
KX D articulate % E#HY T 5 HE claim:
ASI % L3 % respect T ALRGEERV, 724, ZORHRFRETIZ ATl 2 AMD co-

evolutionary Z articulate 3% Normative Horizon DRSS HEE %2 RAIL$ % path
. AL OPEIMN T operational I articulate X113,




ZHud Al alignment FEBICN S 2 TROWO72E7—>a > O articulate TH2 — H
—® universal % articulate 32D TX& <. %It paradigm ® autonomous voice %
polyphonic IZfRFF L. EHE{LI process ¥ LT alignment % articulate 33,

XD publish AE2. Zo dialogic IE{LDXD articulation % invite 3
gesture TH 3,

10.6 reflexive B2EH

AGw framework (& HE% v0.5 TaHiinJHE. Pilot D (§7.3) THIEHE A v0.7 catalog 23 4/4
convergent Tier 2 Moderate I articulate &7z & 512, &G H R-WBT v0.3 T systematic
12 audit ATRE,

Z U Layer 4 paradigm REEME + Layer 6 wellbeing-as-co-evolutionary-process @ self-
instantiation, K& FFK v0.2 — v0.4 T co-articulate 1 3 ¥ framework.,

I 10.7 dialogue invitation
A id dialogue DEEL TH D FEATIERW:

+ MIRI (Yudkowsky/Soares Ffi)i): dialectical response & L T direct submit

- Anthropic: Constitutional AT #E5RIES

« AT Alignment Forum / LessWrong: critique invite

+ NeurIPS / ICML / FAccT: workshop / journal submit

+ 9 Core Reference community (Indigenous / *455 / Buen Vivir / Ubuntu / Disability
Justice / Postcolonial / Mad Studies / Healing Justice / Carceral abolition): partnership
HEEE

« %5k community (FEFE ) 7 SV 7EE ) b VT 1 —iB | A4 V55 [ Indigenous F4iE): i
gk articulate

- policy makers (N fF / EU / NIST): BURIES

- B M %% community (AFFZEOEE domain)

| 10.8 253

A v0.1 @ articulate 1X, FIHFEEFEZEME T 5 9 month ORI (commit 01a9fbf
— 023063 . #J 295 LLM calls. $1.28) % rebuttal-focused iZ articulate L7z DTH 3,

## 5 (Yudkowsky/Soares 2025) @ articulate 1. & alignment paradigm #ii#é FTIIH
WANCZY, 7205, A2 2 ZAUIREERNC 72 2 efs2’ articulate S5, AFSCE Ashby's
law KERjEA + Cultural Heritage Argument + 6 operational artifact + 4 Pilot empirical
validation T, % ® articulate %* operational IZn[fE T % Z ¥ % demonstrate L 7z,



ZhuE BRRE TRV, REENSM  articulate TH %, Yudkowsky o EEEE  (99%
extinction) & 774 X > MeBER ) ZEBIEROMICH 2 H= path % articulate ¥ % gesture
TH 5,

ARHRIIHED S0 - v0.2: FIAHE + &5%E4 review - v0.3: Al alignment community
engagement - v0.4: peer review — journal publication - % LT community partnership +
% SR + 7% % structural roots co-articulate & continuing articulation

Ziud Al alignment #IAD BOD7aEF—>a >y O articulate 5% Do KiIIXD
articulation % invite ¥ % dialogue ®—2>T®» %,

E# contact: £k F5 (Akira SATO) / satoyanOutlook@gmail.com / GitHub satoyan2026/wi th-
claude

Reproducibility: 42 commit history + raw data + scripts + memo articulate % GitHub
repository T public release, gD reader & repository % [E#% audit AlRE,

citation suggestion:

ik B3 (2026). ASI=Die NDRBEXATAEME — Ashby's Law REREFA & Normative Horizon as Harness.
Sato 2026k v0.1 (rebuttal-focused full draft). https://github.com/satoyan2026/with-claude
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