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Abstract

This article introduces the Personal Blueprint as a formal scientific concept: a unit quaternion
derived from an individual's birth-encoded electromagnetic conditions that projects, through one
continuous algebra, from the nilpotent vacuum geometry of Peter Rowlands into the predictive-
processing dynamics of Karl Friston's Free-Energy Principle, and from there into a computable,
falsifiable profile of cognitive orientation, failure topology, and developmental trajectory.

The Personal Blueprint is not astrology, numerology, or personality typology. It is the minimal
formal object — a point on the unit three-sphere S® — that encodes the four irreducible cognitive
orientations guaranteed by Hurwitz's theorem on normed division algebras (R, C, H, O). The four

components of the blueprint quaternion map isomorphically onto Will McWhinney's empirically
derived Paths-of-Change (PoC) orientations, onto the four interaction types of the standard model of
particle physics, and — as demonstrated in our companion paper on scientific talent — onto the
four characteristic failure modes through which human cognition productively reconstitutes itself.

We derive the blueprint from first principles, describe the six computational operations the SWARP
platform performs on it, catalogue the falsifiable predictions the framework generates, and provide
an annotated reference architecture linking the blueprint to its physical, biological, cognitive, and
educational foundations. The article concludes with a discussion of how the blueprint resolves three
chronic discovery gaps: the incapacity of Al systems to generate genuinely novel conjectures, the
structural mismatch between standard curricula and approximately 75 percent of learners, and the
failure to recognise the human being as a self-organising nilpotent attractor.

Keywords: nilpotent algebra, quaternion electrodynamics, Personal Blueprint, Paths of Change,
Free-Energy Principle, Human Design, cognitive failure topology, predictive processing, SWARP
platform, scientific talent.

1. Introduction: The Problem of the Individual

Contemporary data science produces excellent population-level models and poor individual-level
ones. Machine learning systems trained on millions of users converge on highly predictive averages
while systematically misrepresenting the person at any particular screen. The failure is not
computational but conceptual: there is no agreed formal object that represents this individual at the
level of structure rather than behaviour.

Personality models (Big Five, MBTI, Enneagram) are descriptive taxonomies without physical
substrate. IQ and competence profiles are scalar quantities that compress individual structure into a
single dimension. Astrological and archetypal systems carry topological intuitions that are rarely



formalised and never derived from first principles. The gap between "who this person is" and "what
the platform knows about this person" remains structurally unbridgeable in most architectures.

This article proposes a bridge. We call the formal object at its centre the Personal Blueprint — a
unit quaternion that is:

1. derivable from birth-encoded initial conditions through a well-defined algebraic procedure;

2. provably minimal, in the sense that any reduction below four real components loses degrees
of freedom mandated by Hurwitz's theorem;

3. physically grounded in Rowlands' nilpotent vacuum geometry and Friston's Free-Energy
Principle;

4. empirically refinable through click-stream Bayesian updating without discarding the
structural prior;

5. falsifiable at four distinct levels corresponding to the four algebraic strata R, C, H, O.

The SWARP platform (Self-Similar Waveform Adaptation and Recurrence Protocol) is the
engineering implementation in which the Personal Blueprint is continuously computed, challenged,
and revised.

2. Physical Foundations: The Structured Nothing

2.1 Nilpotency and the Vacuum

Modern physics does not require matter to emerge from a featureless void. Peter Rowlands has
shown over three decades that the single algebraic condition

$SNA2 = 0 \quad \text{(nilpotency)}$$

is sufficient to derive the Dirac equation, the standard model fermion spectrum, and the structure of
space-time, charge, and mass [Rowlands, 2007; Rowlands & Diaz, 2002]. The vacuum is not
empty; it is a self-cancelling object. What we call a particle is the smallest perturbation of that
nothing that can persist — a quaternion operator whose squared norm sums to zero only when
energy, momentum, and mass are exactly balanced:

$$\Psir2 = EA2 - \mathbf{p}"2 - m"2 = 0$$

This is the on-shell condition. When W2 = 0 the system is coherent, real, propagating. When W2 # 0
it is virtual, off-shell, unstable — requiring a rewrite to return to existence. The Universal Rewrite
System (URS) of Rowlands and Diaz describes how two operations — create and conserve —
recursively generate all the gauge theories of the standard model from a single nilpotent seed.

The critical claim of this paper is that this rewrite algebra is scale-invariant. It operates identically
at the level of a quark, an organism, a cognition, and a social institution. The Personal Blueprint is

the smallest formal representation of a person that respects this scale-invariance — it is the human

being expressed as a nilpotent operator.

2.2 From Nilpotency to Quaternions: Hamilton and Hopf
A single nilpotent number is structureless. To carry information it must become a quaternion —

Hamilton's four-component object q = a + bi + ¢j + dk with 1> = j2 = k? = ijk = —1. The unit three-
sphere S3 = {q € H : Igl = 1} is the space of all unit quaternions. By Hurwitz's theorem [1898], H is



the third and last normed division algebra before the loss of commutativity, and the octonions O are
the fourth and last before the loss of associativity. Beyond O no further normed division algebras
exist; this was proven topologically by Adams [1960].

The Hopf fibration S3 — S? [Hopf, 1931] maps each unit quaternion onto a single point of the two-
sphere S2. This projection is the geometric reason that a quaternion state can be read as a single
preferred axis — what Friston's generative model needs as a structural prior. SWARP calls this
preferred axis the dominant orientation of the blueprint. It is not a category; it is the principal
eigenvector of the unit quaternion, i.e. the direction in four-dimensional PoC space to which the
person returns under minimisation of free energy.

2.3 Quaternion Electrodynamics: The Maxwell Connection

James Clerk Maxwell originally formulated electromagnetism in quaternion notation (1873). The
truncation of Maxwell's quaternion equations to vectors by Heaviside in 1884 removed a scalar
term that modern bioelectricity research — particularly Michael Levin's work on morphogenetic
fields — has begun to recover [Levin, 2021]. The full quaternion form of Maxwell's equations
exhibits the same four-fold structure as the Personal Blueprint:

*  Scalar potential (temporal, structural) — BLUE orientation

. Vector potential x-component (sensory, kinetic) — RED orientation

. Vector potential y-component (relational, binding) — GREEN orientation

*  Vector potential z-component (generative, radiative) — YELLOW orientation
This is the isomorphism that McWhinney's Paths of Change [1997] anticipated from an empirical
direction. PoC was derived from the study of large-scale organisational change; Maxwell was
derived from the study of electromagnetic fields. That the two four-fold structures are isomorphic is
not a coincidence — it is a consequence of the fact that both are projections of the same underlying
quaternion algebra. The Personal Blueprint makes this isomorphism computable for a single
individual.

3. Biological Foundations: The Free-Energy Principle

3.1 The Bridge from Physics to Life

A nilpotent vacuum is an arena, not yet a life. The bridge is Karl Friston's Free-Energy Principle
(FEP): any system that maintains a boundary against the second law must minimise its long-run
prediction error [Friston, 2010]. The system holds a generative model of its world, generates
predictions, compares them to incoming sensations, and updates either model (perception) or world
(action) to reduce surprise. The boundary between inside and outside is the Markov blanket — the
set of states that screens internal states from direct influence by external states [Friston, 2019].

The deep claim that SWARP relies upon is that the same nilpotent algebra describes both the
vacuum and the agent. A living being is a self-modelling, self-correcting nilpotent fold. Its Markov
blanket is exactly the surface on which the on-shell condition must hold; its dynamics are exactly
the gradient descent on free energy. When SWARP asks "is this user on-shell?" it is asking, in
Friston's vocabulary, "is this user's incoming sensory stream consistent with the generative model
their blueprint encodes?"

3.2 Bioelectric Fields and Levin's Morphogenetic Framework



Michael Levin's research on bioelectric signalling has demonstrated that the body maintains a
standing electromagnetic field topology that encodes developmental and cognitive state at a level
below neural activity [Levin, 2021; Levin & Dennett, 2020]. The resting membrane voltage of
individual cells, the gap-junction connectivity of tissues, and the global voltage maps of the embryo
are not byproducts of metabolism — they are the information-processing medium through which
the organism coordinates itself.

This finding converges with Rowlands' nilpotent physics through the quaternion structure of
Maxwell's equations: if the organism is a coherent electromagnetic attractor, and if that attractor is
encoded in the quaternion form of the bioelectric field, then birth conditions — specifically, the
quaternion phase of the ambient electromagnetic environment at the moment of first autonomous
regulation — constitute a reproducible initial condition for the attractor. The Personal Blueprint is
the compression of that initial condition into a unit quaternion.

This is not a metaphysical claim. It is a measurable hypothesis: that the dominant PoC orientation of
an individual should correlate with the bioelectric field topology of their developing nervous system
in the way that Levin's voltage-map experiments predict for developmental attractor states. The
hypothesis is falsifiable; it has not yet been tested. We record it here as the empirical foundation that
would transform the Personal Blueprint from a pre-scientific initialisation into a fully validated
physical measurement.

4. Cognitive Foundations: The Natal Quaternion as Failure
Operator

4.1 The Four Irreducible Cognitive Orientations

Hurwitz's theorem guarantees exactly four normed division algebras: R (real), C (complex), H
(quaternion), O (octonion). Adams' topological proof confirms that no further algebras exist. The

implication for cognitive science is precise: if cognitive orientations are irreducible modes of
structured reasoning, and if reasoning at its deepest level is algebraic composition, then there are
exactly four irreducible cognitive orientations. Any taxonomy that claims more is making
distinctions within these four; any taxonomy that claims fewer is discarding information.

The four orientations, with their algebraic and PoC correspondences, are:

Algebr PoC . Electromagnetic Knowning
Cognitive mode
a colour analogue type
R BLUE Unitary / structural Scalar potential Propositional
C RED Sensory / kinetic  Kinetic vector Embodied
H GREEN  Social / relational Binding field Empathic
O YELLOW Mythic ./ Radiative field Imaginative
generative

The Personal Blueprint is a unit quaternion whose four components (wB, wR, wG, wY) represent
the relative weights of these four orientations in the individual's cognitive architecture. This is not a
type system (discrete categories) but a coordinate system (continuous weights): every person
occupies a unique point on S3.



4.2 Schank's Case-Based Reasoning and the Four Failure Modes

Roger Schank's case-based reasoning (CBR) framework [Schank, 1982; Schank & Abelson, 1977]
describes cognition as a cycle: Expectation — Failure — Reminding — Revision. Learning occurs
only through failure; the question is not whether to fail but at which stage the failure is productive.

Konstapel [2026d] demonstrates that the four stages of Schank's cycle correspond exactly to the
four algebraic strata, and that the dominant component of the blueprint quaternion predicts at which
stage the individual's cycle characteristically aborts:

*  BLUE dominant (R-stratum): Expectation Rigidity. The individual defends the existing
formal system by tightening rules rather than revising axioms. The cycle aborts before
failure is registered. Institutional inertia is the collective form of this mode. Historical
exemplar: Russell's paradox (the most general application of set abstraction is the predicted
failure for a Projector 1/4 blueprint).

*  RED dominant (C-stratum): Memory Bypass. Each new failure is treated as unique;
earlier cases are not retrieved to build pattern. The cycle aborts before reminding. Faraday
spent years in repeated experimentation before retrieving the electromagnetic induction
case. Historical exemplar: Faraday (Generator 3/5, predicted C-mode).

*  GREEN dominant (H-stratum): Registration Suppression. Failures that require
individual acknowledgement of error are reframed as relational problems. The cycle aborts
before the individual commits a revision. Darwin's twenty-year hesitation to publish natural
selection is the predicted H-mode pattern. Historical exemplar: Darwin (Manifesting
Generator 4/6).

. YELLOW dominant (O-stratum): Revision Aestheticisation. Failures are incorporated

into an overarching narrative as necessary trials, deepening the synthesis without revising it.
The cycle aborts at the generalisation stage. Historical exemplar: Kuhn's repeated
encounters with Aristotelian physics before recognising paradigm incommensurability as
structure rather than error (Manifestor 6/2).

These failure modes are not defects. They are the signature frequencies at which each cognitive
attractor productively reconstitutes itself. Scientific talent is not the absence of failure; it is the
presence of the right failure, at the right stage, for the right architecture — the claim Konstapel
[2026, May 12] formalises as "failure as the engine of talent."

4.3 TRIZ as Contradiction Engine

For a failure to be productive — to trigger phase inversion rather than cycle abort — it must deliver
a specific class of contradiction at the moment the cycle is complete. Altshuller's TRIZ theory
[1984, 1996] classifies inventive contradictions and maps them onto 40 resolution principles.
Konstapel translates this into algebraic terms: each cognitive stratum has a characteristic
contradiction class.

Sltl;?t Contradiction class TRIZ principles Exemplar
Formal completeness vs. internal ~ Separation, Parameter Change, Godel's
consistency Segmentation incompleteness

C Transformation invariance vs. Asymmetry, Phase Transition, Pasteur, Curie



H Individual optimality vs. Inverse Way, Dynamics, Intermediary ~Nash

Framework coherence vs. cross-  Transition to Another Dimension, Einstein,
domain synthesis Merging, Prior Action Grothendieck

A curriculum that delivers only R-type contradictions (rule-based, linear, scalar) produces
productive failures only for BLUE-dominant individuals — approximately 25 percent of the
population in any PoC-distribution sample. The remaining 75 percent receive contradictions at the
wrong algebraic level, producing cycle aborts rather than phase inversions, regardless of effort or
instruction quality. This is the structural argument against standardised curricula that Konstapel
[2026a, 2026, May 12] derives formally from Hurwitz's theorem.

5. The Personal Blueprint in SWARP: Six Computational
Operations

The Personal Blueprint is useless if it sits in a profile. SWARP turns it into a continuously running
predictive-processing engine. Six operations matter.

5.1 Quaternion Construction — hd-fermion.ts

The function readHdFermion (profile) takes five blueprint fields — Type, Profile,
Authority, Definition, and Start Colour — looks up canonical PoC mappings, and emits a unit
quaternion q = (WB, wR, wG, wY) with wB? + wR? + wG? + wY?2 = 1. This quaternion lies on S3
and projects via the Hopf fibration onto a single point of S?, which is the dominant axis — the
orientation the person leads with in the absence of contextual forces.

The five blueprint fields themselves are computed from the celestial quaternion phase at two
moments: the birth time (conscious gate activations) and 88 days prior to birth (unconscious gate
activations, corresponding to the period of autonomous nervous-system formation). The resulting
64-gate configuration maps to the 64 hexagrams of the I Ching, providing a structural vocabulary
for the blueprint that has been independently maintained across three millennia.

5.2 Coherence Evaluation — W2 = E2 - p2 — m?

For each user, group, and the platform as a whole, SWARP evaluates the on-shell condition. E is
energy proxied by activity (sessions, contributions, transitions); p is momentum proxied by
directional change (which PoC axis is being pushed); m is mass proxied by resistance (rejected
proposals, unmet commitments, contradictions flagged by AIDEN). When W2 = 0 the user is
coherent. Drift away from zero is the surprise term Friston warned about: the platform is observing
a person who is living off-shell.

5.3 On-Shell Guard — runGuarded

Before any non-trivial transition is written to the database, the function runGuarded in the
nilpotent kernel evaluates the prospective A-quaternion of the change against the current state.
Rejections are logged in nilpotent rewrites with the dominant axis of failure. This makes
every refusal informative: it tells the user — and AIDEN, the autonomous system agent — which
axis is currently overcharged. The guard operates on AIDEN's proposals as well as on human-



initiated transitions, enforcing what we call algebraic symmetry: the Al is allowed to act, but only
on-shell. The human and the AT are subject to the same constraint.

5.4 The Karma Trail — Failure Mode Accumulation

When a rewrite is rejected, the dominant axis is recorded in the karma trail, readable at /api/
nilpotent/rewrite/karma/{scope}. Over time the trail reveals the characteristic
failure mode of the individual: which of the four CBR stages is systematically under-resourced.
This is the predictive core of the framework — the karma trail should be stable across contexts
(analogous to Konstapel's [2026d] claim that the natal quaternion is a fixed attractor) while being
reducible through targeted intervention (the revision cycle that Schank [1982] describes as the
output of productive failure).

5.5 Drift and Surprisal — the FEP-Schank Loop

Every page in SWARP carries a route-tag vector (poc, riasec, thread) in route-tags. json.
When a user navigates, the route tag is compared with the user's current attractor; the cosine
distance becomes a surprisal in the Friston sense (EXPECTED, MILD, STRONG, or SHOCK). The

endpoint POST /api/next-steps/observe writes the surprisal and performs a Bayesian
update with learning rate 1 = 0.15 on the user's PoC-vector and RIASEC-vector. The blueprint
quaternion is the prior; the learned attractor is the posterior. Over a hundred navigation events the
platform converges on a working model of the actual human, not the blueprint human.

The update is governed by:

$$\mathbf{q}_{t+1} = \text{normNleft(\mathbf{q}_t + \eta \cdot (\mathbf{r}_t - \mathbf{q}_t)
\right)$$

where r_t is the route-tag quaternion of the page visited. The normalisation step maintains the unit-
norm constraint — the user remains on S3 throughout the learning process. The blueprint is a prior
that is never discarded, only updated.

5.6 Symmetry — Humans and AIDEN Under the Same Guard

A platform that allows its Al to operate under different rules than its users will eventually betray
those users. The algebraic symmetry principle is enforced architecturally: AIDEN's four

autonomous proposal types (proposeIntervention, proposeProtocol,
proposeOptimization, proposeFeature) each carry a A-signature that is evaluated

by the same runGuarded function that evaluates human transitions. There is no privileged class
of agent. The Al may propose only what a human may propose; both must be on-shell.

6. The Scientific Talent Profile: Blueprint Applied to Learning

The most concretely testable application of the Personal Blueprint is the Scientific Talent Profile
(STP) introduced in Konstapel [2026, May 12]. The STP has four components:

1. Algebraic stratum (R, C, H, or O) — derived from the dominant component of the

blueprint quaternion, this determines which class of contradiction will trigger productive
phase inversion.



2. PoC resonance — the full four-component weight vector specifying the individual's
orientation balance.

3. Human Design type and profile — the five-field initialisation used to compute the
blueprint quaternion, retained as a domain-attractor specification pending bioelectric
validation.

4. Domain attractor — the specific disciplinary zone (inferred from gate configurations in the
Sacral, Ajna, and Head centres) where the individual's characteristic contradiction class most
reliably produces phase inversion.

The STP generates four falsifiable predictions:

P1 (Stability). The dominant algebraic stratum should remain stable across the lifespan. This is
testable through longitudinal click-stream analysis: BLUE-dominant profiles should show
systematic avoidance of C/H/O-type surprisals throughout their platform life.

P2 (Resonance specificity). Within each stratum, phase-inversion frequency (defined as an
observed SHOCK surprisal followed within three sessions by a coherence improvement AW? < 0)
should be higher for the algebraically matched TRIZ contradiction class than for equally difficult
contradictions from other classes.

P3 (Failure-mode specificity). The dominant component of the blueprint quaternion should predict
which CBR stage produces the characteristic karma-trail pattern across users.

P4 (Domain-attractor validity). The gate-configuration-derived domain attractor should correlate
with the disciplinary domains in which the user generates the most SHOCK-to-coherence
transitions.

All four predictions are testable on existing SWARP click-stream data with a sufficient number of
active users. The framework is falsifiable in the strict Popperian sense.

7. The 19-Layer Vacuum Model and the Blueprint's Place in It

The Personal Blueprint occupies layers 8 through 14 of Konstapel's [2025b] Fundamental Fractal —
the 19-layer model that propagates nilpotent rewrite logic from the quantum vacuum to planetary
organisation. The full layer structure is:

Laye Dominant

. Scale algebra Description
1-3  Sub-quantum R / nilpotent seed Vacuum geometry, Rowlands URS
4-7 Quantum / C/H Standard model, chemistry, autopoiesis
molecular
8-14 Organism /person H/O Personal Blueprint, cognition, culture
15— Social / institutional H-H PoC-quadrant organisations,
17 governance
18- Planetary O Panarchy, biosphere

19



This stratification is the formal basis for the "no discontinuity" claim: the same nilpotent rewrite
algebra that generates a quark generates a cognition. There is no layer at which a new fundamental
ontology is introduced. The Personal Blueprint at layers 8—14 is not a different kind of object from
the nilpotent fermion at layers 1-3; it is the same object at a higher self-similar scale.

8. Catalogue of Platform Applications Reading from the
Blueprint

The blueprint drives every substantive module in SWARP. The following catalogue is organised by
domain. Each application either reads from the blueprint quaternion, writes to the karma trail, or

routes proposals through runGuarded.

Identity and self-development

e  AYYA360 — lifespan dashboard; colours a 7x12 life-grid by predicted dominant axis

*  Coherence Mirror — flagship public page; renders W2 live with karma trail

e My Path — drift dashboard showing prior blueprint versus learned posterior

e  Magic Chamber — intention ritualisation with solfeggio vibration tuned to (E, p, m) of
target quaternion

RTalent — talent atelier detecting open contradictions and proposing TRIZ-derived
simulator runs

e HD Test (public) — anonymous blueprint generator; no login required

Coaching and dialogue

*  ARIA Coach — reads blueprint and karma trail; targets next-step revision at current failure
mode

*  Hermes Trismegistus — pre-chamber host; blueprint auto-seeded for logged-in members

*  Swarpie — floating guide mascot; suggests top three routes by FEP-Schank surprisal and
thread affinity

Civic and collective

*  Personal Political Profile — Bayesian Fiske-quartet per administrative layer, anchored to
blueprint

e [Initiatives and Coalitions — citizen initiatives matched by blueprint overlap and thread
affinity

*  Hubs Engine — 8§ life-worlds x 3 scales = 24 polymorphic hubs, blueprint-weighted

Learning and knowledge

*  SSP Learning Paths — five seven-step spiritual journeys, one per dominant orientation
* Academia — 896 essays searchable and graphed by blueprint-colour thread

*  Semantic Network — interactive concept graph navigable by blueprint colour

e Markov Navigator — eigenvalue-based path analysis over the knowledge graph

*  Science Synthesis — PoC-topology of 39 disciplines with 8 detected structural gaps

Governance

* AIDEN — autonomous system agent, subject to same on-shell guard as human users
e Belief Conflicts — surfaces contradictions detected by AIDEN across user interactions



9. Discussion: Three Discovery Gaps Resolved

The Personal Blueprint framework addresses three discovery gaps that have been noted
independently in the literature.

Gap 1: Al cannot generate novel conjectures. Current Al systems verify within existing
frameworks because they have no formal theory of productive contradiction. The blueprint provides
this: a model of which contradiction class will trigger phase inversion for a given cognitive
architecture. An Al system that knew its own blueprint quaternion — and was subject to

runGuarded — could in principle be designed to fail productively rather than to avoid failure.
This is the core idea of AIDEN's constrained autonomy.

Gap 2: Curricula fail 75 percent of learners. Standard curricula are R-stratum instruments: rule-
based, linear, scalar. Hurwitz's theorem guarantees that three out of four irreducible cognitive
architectures operate primarily in €, H, or O. Delivering R-type contradictions to a H-dominant

learner is not merely ineffective; it is structurally impossible as a path to phase inversion. The
blueprint-based STP provides the information needed to match contradiction class to cognitive
stratum — the design principle of the SWARP VHS (Virtual High School) simulation platform.

Gap 3: The human being as self-organising attractor is not recognised. The dominant model of
the person in data science is behavioural: a bundle of measured responses. The Personal Blueprint
asserts a structural model: a coherent electromagnetic attractor whose on-shell condition can be
evaluated, whose failure topology can be mapped, and whose trajectory can be updated through
Bayesian revision while preserving the structural prior. This shifts the design question from "what
did this person click?" to "is this person on-shell, and if not, which axis is overcharged?"

9.1 Limitations and Open Questions

We record three principal limitations.

The bioelectric validation gap. The Personal Blueprint is currently initialised using birth-encoded
gate configurations derived from the Human Design system. As stated explicitly in Konstapel
[2026, May 12]: "Human Design is not validated as a measurement of biofield resonance in the
sense the framework requires. Its use is justified as a pre-scientific initialisation of the STP, which
must be empirically refined through session data." A full validation requires either (a) correlation of
blueprint orientations with Levin-type bioelectric voltage maps, or (b) replacement of the HD
initialisation with a better-calibrated instrument. Without this, the framework is formally complete
but empirically under-constrained at its initialisation step.

The measurement scale problem. The STP claims ratio-scale properties for the blueprint
quaternion: zero is meaningful (complete suppression of an orientation) and ratios are meaningful
(an individual with wB = 0.8 is "twice as BLUE" as one with wB = 0.4). Standard psychometric
instruments assume at most interval-scale properties. The difference matters enormously for
empirical testing. Stevens [1946] provides the classical framework for adjudicating this; the STP's
claim of ratio-scale status must be defended against measurement-theoretic objections.

Circularit risk in the domain-attractor prediction. Prediction P4 (domain-attractor validity) is at
risk of circularity if the gate configurations used to predict the domain attractor are themselves
derived from the same birth data used to generate the blueprint quaternion. The validation protocol
must use held-out behavioural data — specifically, profession and disciplinary engagement history
gathered before any STP computation — as the criterion variable.



10. Conclusion

The Personal Blueprint is the formal object that allows a platform, a curriculum, or an Al system to
ask the question "who is this person?" not at the level of behaviour or preference, but at the level of
structure. It is a unit quaternion derived from birth-encoded initial conditions, grounded in the
nilpotent vacuum geometry of Rowlands, biologically anchored in Friston's Free-Energy Principle
and Levin's bioelectric research, cognitively specified through Schank's case-based reasoning failure
modes, and algebraically guaranteed to require exactly four components by Hurwitz's theorem.

The four properties that distinguish the Personal Blueprint from all prior individual-description
frameworks are:

1. Physical grounding. The blueprint is derived from, not merely analogised to, the quaternion
algebra of electromagnetic fields.
2. Algebraic minimality. Hurwitz's theorem guarantees that no representation with fewer than
four real components can capture all irreducible cognitive orientations.
3. Continuous updateability. The blueprint is a Bayesian prior on S3; it is revised, not
replaced, by every platform interaction.
4. Symmetrical governance. The same algebraic constraint (the on-shell condition) applies to
human users and to the Al agent that monitors the platform. There is no privileged actor.
If the bioelectric validation is eventually achieved, the Personal Blueprint will be the first formally
grounded, physically derivable, continuously updatable representation of individual human
structure in the scientific literature. If it is not achieved, the framework remains a productive pre-
scientific initialisation — one that is generating falsifiable predictions, novel platform design
principles, and a coherent theory of why standardised curricula fail the majority of learners.

Either way, the Personal Blueprint is not astrology. It is the human being, expressed as a nilpotent
operator.
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sharpest form; the connection to Rowlands' nilpotency is one this paper draws further.

Levin, M. (2021). "Bioelectric signalling: reprogrammable circuits underlying embryogenesis,
regeneration, and cancer." Cell, 184(8), 1971-1989.

The state of the art in bioelectric field research. Levin demonstrates that the body maintains a
standing electromagnetic field topology that encodes developmental state. This is the biological
substrate the blueprint hypothesis requires for physical grounding.

Levin, M., & Dennett, D.C. (2020). "Cognition all the way down." Aeon, October 2020.

A readable statement of the view that cognition is distributed across all levels of biological
organisation, not restricted to neural networks. This view is presupposed by SWARP's placement of
the Personal Blueprint at the organism layer (8—14) of the Fundamental Fractal.



Maturana, H.R., & Varela, F.J. (1980). Autopoiesis and Cognition: The Realization of the Living.
Reidel.

The foundational text on self-producing biological systems. The claim that the human being is a
self-referential electromagnetic rewrite process on layers 8—14 is a direct extension of autopoiesis
into the physical domain.

Prigogine, 1., & Stengers, L. (1984). Order out of Chaos: Man's New Dialogue with Nature.
Bantam.

Dissipative structures and order emerging from far-from-equilibrium conditions. The phase
inversion in this framework — the moment a nilpotent cognitive attractor collapses and
reconstitutes at a higher level — is a cognitive dissipative structure.

Cognition and Learning

Schank, R.C. (1982). Dynamic Memory: A Theory of Reminding and Learning in Computers and

People. Cambridge University Press.

The source for SWARP's case-based reasoning failure phases. Schank's Expectation — Failure —

Reminding — Revision cycle is the cognitive-scale implementation of Rowlands' nilpotent rewrite
process.

Schank, R.C., & Abelson, R.P. (1977). Scripts, Plans, Goals, and Understanding. Lawrence
Erlbaum.

The script-failure theory that underlies CBR. Essential for understanding what "expectation failure"
means technically — a mismatch between a learned script and an observed outcome that exceeds
the attractor's self-consistency threshold.

Schank, R.C. (1999). Dynamic Memory Revisited. Cambridge University Press.
The updated version of the 1982 framework, with the script-failure — revision pipeline developed
in detail. The four SWARP failure modes map directly onto the phases described here.

Hattie, J. (2009). Visible Learning: A Synthesis of Over 800 Meta-Analyses Relating to
Achievement. Routledge.

The largest meta-analysis of educational interventions. Konstapel reads Hattie's finding that
feedback is among the most powerful educational effects as evidence that correctly timed failure is
the critical feedback signal. The developmental sequence of failure types (observational at age 10—
11, abstractive at 12, integrative at 13—14) in the SWARP VHS platform is calibrated to Hattie's
effect-size data.

Hadamard, J. (1945). The Psychology of Invention in the Mathematical Field. Princeton
University Press.

An early study of mathematical creativity, with emphasis on visual thinking and unconscious
processes. The "mathematical unconscious" is reinterpreted in this framework as retrieval from the
complementary vacuum state prior to formal cycle completion — the pre-conscious phase of the
rewrite cycle.

Thurston, W.P. (1994). "On proof and progress in mathematics." Bulletin of the American
Mathematical Society, 30(2), 161-177.

Thurston's distinction between the minimal formal proof and the maximal human understanding
corresponds to the distinction between cycle completion and phase inversion. A proof that
completes the cycle without triggering phase inversion is formally correct but cognitively inert.

Organisational Change and Paths of Change



McWhinney, W. (1997). Paths of Change: Strategic Choices for Organizations and Society. Sage.
The empirical origin of the four PoC orientations (Unitary/Blue, Sensory/Red, Social/Green,
Mythic/Yellow). McWhinney derived this framework from large-scale organisational change
research; the isomorphism with Maxwell's quaternion electrodynamics — demonstrated formally in
Konstapel [2026¢] — was not anticipated by McWhinney.

Beck, D.E., & Cowan, C.C. (1996). Spiral Dynamics: Mastering Values, Leadership, and Change.
Blackwell.

The colour-coded developmental gravity system whose labels (BLUE, RED, GREEN, YELLOW)
SWARP adopts as user-facing names for the four PoC orientations. The developmental hierarchy
claimed by Beck and Cowan is not endorsed here; only the colour map is used.

Wilber, K. (2000). Integral Psychology: Consciousness, Spirit, Psychology, Therapy. Shambhala.
Background on quadrant thinking and the requirement to model interior/exterior and individual/
collective dimensions simultaneously. The four-fold structure of the Personal Blueprint is consistent
with Wilber's quadrant model, though the algebraic derivation here is independent.

TRIZ and Inventive Problem Solving

Altshuller, G.S. (1984). Creativity as an Exact Science. Gordon & Breach.

The canonical TRIZ reference. Altshuller's analysis of 400,000 patents yielded 40 inventive
principles and a contradiction matrix. The key move in the talent framework is treating cognitive
expectation failures as instances of TRIZ-type technical contradictions.

Altshuller, G.S. (1996). And Suddenly the Inventor Appeared: TRIZ, the Creative Problem Solving.
Technical Innovation Center.

A more accessible, narrative account of TRIZ. Useful for understanding how contradiction
resolution differs structurally from trial-and-error and from brainstorming.

Human Design

Ra Uru Hu (1992/2011). The Rave Mandala: The Human Design System. Jovian Archive Media.
The foundational text. Human Design integrates birth astrology (birth moment and 88 days prior)
with the I Ching, Kabbalah, and the chakra system to generate a structural profile (Type, Profile,
defined/undefined Centres, Channels, Incarnation Cross). In this framework it is treated as a pre-
scientific initialisation of the blueprint quaternion, justified by Levin's bioelectric research and
requiring empirical validation.

Parkyn, C. (2009). Human Design: Discover the Person You Were Born to Be. Shambhala.
The most readable secondary source on the bodygraph. Recommended for readers approaching the
framework without a background in the I Ching or Kabbalah.

Wilhelm, R., & Baynes, C.F. (1950). I Ching: Book of Changes. Princeton University Press.
The 64-hexagram structure underlying every Human Design gate. The I Ching's hexagram
geometry — six binary lines generating 64 configurations — is the combinatorial substrate of the
blueprint's gate configuration; its line-narrative vocabulary is a three-thousand-year record of the
phenomenology of the 64 attractor states.

Science and Philosophy

Kuhn, T.S. (1962). The Structure of Scientific Revolutions. University of Chicago Press.
The foundational text on paradigm change. Read here as a case study in the O-stratum (Mythic/



Yellow) failure mode: Kuhn's extended inability to understand Aristotelian physics is the predicted
Revision Aestheticisation pattern for a Manifestor 6/2 blueprint.

Wigner, E.P. (1960). "The unreasonable effectiveness of mathematics in the natural sciences."
Communications in Pure and Applied Mathematics, 13(1), 1-14.

The classic puzzle of mathematical applicability. The framework here offers a structural resolution:
the same nilpotent rewrite algebra operates at both the physical and cognitive scales, so effective
mathematics is a resonance phenomenon rather than a coincidence.

Stevens, S.S. (1946). "On the theory of scales of measurement." Science, 103(2684), 677-680.
The classical taxonomy of measurement scales. The STP's claim to ratio-scale status for the
blueprint quaternion is a strong empirical commitment that must be defended against this standard.

Author's Own Works

Konstapel, J. (1996-2025). 896 essays. Constable Research B.V., Leiden. Searchable at swarp.nl/
academia; graphed at swarp.nl/blog-correlatie.

The full intellectual origin of every SWARP module. The correlation page maps each essay to the
platform feature it generated.

Konstapel, J. (2025b). The Fundamental Fractal. Constable Research B.V., Leiden. constable.blog.
The 19-layer vacuum model propagating nilpotent rewrite logic from quantum vacuum to planetary
organisation. The Personal Blueprint occupies layers 8—14.

Konstapel, J. (2026a). Scientific Talent, Algebraic Resonance, and Human Design. Constable
Research B.V., Leiden.

The paper proposing the mapping of algebraic stratum to educational failure type, and the 75-
percent curriculum mismatch argument.

Konstapel, J. (2026b). Virtual High School Learning as a Game. Constable Research B.V., Leiden.
constable.blog.

Formalises the phase-inversion condition q(T) = —q(T ) and the threshold condition for cycle
completion. Derives the SU(2) — SO(3) double-cover topology underlying the blueprint update
rule.

Konstapel, J. (2026¢). Het Universum is een Weefgetouw. Constable Research B.V., Leiden.
constable.blog.

Dutch working paper demonstrating the isomorphism between Maxwell's quaternion
electrodynamics and McWhinney's cognitive orientations. The formal basis for treating cognitive
orientation as a unit quaternion.

Konstapel, J. (2026d). Nilpotency as Natal Structure: The Birth-Encoded Failure Operator in
Human Development. Constable Research B.V., Leiden. constable.blog.

The direct predecessor of this article. Focuses on the claim that the nilpotent abort point is fixed at
birth and recurs self-similarly across all scales of development.

Konstapel, J. (2026, May 12). "Failure as the Engine of Talent: Nilpotent Natal Structure,
Algebraic Resonance, and the Generative Architecture of Scientific Discovery." constable.blog.
The paper from which the SWARP VHS platform design, the TRIZ-CBR mapping, and the four
historical case studies (Russell, Curie, Darwin, Einstein) are drawn.



Konstapel, J. (2026e). "Light Before the Light Was Made." swarp.nl/licht-voor-het-licht.
Bridge essay between nilpotent quaternion cosmology and biblical scripture. Designed for
Reformed, Catholic, and Orthodox readers as an entry to the blueprint framework.

SWARP Platform Code

SWARRP nilpotent kernel. server/nilpotent-kernel/ (hd-fermion.ts, persistence.ts,
runGuarded.ts). swarp.nl.

The implementation. Read hd-fermion. ts first for the projection from blueprint fields to

quaternion; then persistence. ts for the karma trail architecture; then runGuarded.ts
for the on-shell guard. Open source within the repository.
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