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MANIPULATION:: DIRECT, INDIRECT, EMOTIONAL LOGICAL, MASS, COERCION

SOCHAL ENGINEERING: AURA, CHARISMA, COMMUNICATION, INFLUENCE BUILDING, LEADERSHIP, RESOURCE ALLOCATION
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EMOTIONAL INTELLIGENCE: FACILITATION, PERCEPTION, UNDERSTANDING, ENGAGEMENT, MANAGEMENT, REALIZATION

THINKING: ABSTRACT, APPLICATION, CONVERGENT, DIVERGENT, HOLISTIC, METACOGNITION

ADVERSITY (AQ/AC): DISCIPLINE, STRESS TOLERANCE, PERSEVERANCE, IMPULSE MANAGEMENT, MENTAL FORTITUDE

FORESIGHT: ANTICIPATION, PREDICTION, PRECLUSION

FIELD SKILLS: INFORMATION GATHERING, FORMULATION SPEED, SOCIAL INTEGRATION, RISK ASSESSMENT, SAFEGUARDING, SETIING TRAP, MULTITASKING




(:on text:

ACCORDING TO HIRO, ALL THE MATN CHARACTERS EMBODY THE CONCEPTS REPRESENTED BY THELR THEMES.
[N OTHER WORDS, WHATEVER CONCEPT A CHARACTER EMBODIES T5 ALSO PART OF THAT CHARACTER'S SOUL
ADDITIONALLY, A BEY TS CREATED FROM A BLADER'S SOUL

THEREFORE, THE THEMES REPRESENTED BY A BEY REFLECT THE CONCEPTS EMBODIED BY TS BLADER.

GWYN TS SATD TO POSSESS THE ABILITY TO INSTANTLY QUANTLFY AND TDENTIFY ANY PHENOMENON.

The ,eqp/ic ations:







THE FIRST THING GWYN WOULD NEED TO ACCOMPLISH TS TO GATHER ENOUGH RAW INFORMATION ABOUT ALL THREE INDIVIDUALS TO
CONSTRUCT AN ACCURATE MENTAL MODEL OF EACH OF THEM.

A genius boy in physics and mathematics.

He has the ability to instantly quantify any
phenomenon.




1 THETR BERAVIORAL PATTERNS

THE FIRST THING GWYN WOULD NEED TO

THIS WOULD INVOLVE ANALYZING HOW ALL THREE INDTVIDUALS



GWYN WOULD NEED TO TDENTIFY THE UNDERLYING CONDITIONS THAT CAUSE THESE BEHAVIORAL CHANGES.



). THETR DECTSTON-MAKING TENDENCTES

THE NEXT THING GWYN WOULD NEED TO EXTRACT TS THETR INDIVIDUAL DECTSTON-MAKING TENDENCIES.

THIS WOULD INVOLVE TDENTIFYING HOW EACH PERSON EVALUATES THETR AVATLABLE OPTIONS, WHAT RISKS THEY ARE WILLING TO
TAKE, HOW AGGRESSIVE OR CAUTIOUS THEY TEND TO BE, AND HOW THEY RESPOND WHEN FORCED TO MAKE DECLSTONS UNDER PRESSURE.



FOR INSTANCE, ONE TNDIVIDUAL MIGHT BE WILLING TO TAKE CONSIDERABLE RISKS TF THE POTENTIAL REWARD 19 SUFFLCIENTLY HIGH,
WHILE ANOTHER MIGHT PRIORITIZE MAINTAINING CONTROL OVER A STTUATION, EVEN TF DOING SO MEANS SACRIFICING AN
IMMEDTATE OPPORTUNITY.

LTKEWTSE, ONE MTGHT HESITATE WHEN CONFRONTED WITH UNCERTAINTY, WHEREAS ANOTHER MIGHT INSTINCTIVELY COMMIT T A
DECISTON BEFORE POSSESSING ALL THE NECESSARY INFORMATION.

THEY REVEAL THE UNDERLYING PRINCTPLES THAT GOVERN EACH INDIVIDUAL'S CHOTCES.

GWYN WOULD NEED TO DETERMINE HOW EACH PERSON WETGHS POTENTIAL REWARDS AGAINST POSSTBLE CONSEQUENCES, HOW THEY
RESPOND TO UNCERTAINTY, AND WHETHER THEY PRIORITLZE IMMEDTATE RESULTS OR LONG-TERM ADVANTAGES,

HEWOULD ALSO NEED TO TDENTIFY THE CTRCUMSTANCES UNDER WHICH THELR USUAL DECISTON-MAKING TENDENCIES CHANGE.

SOMEONE WHO NORMALLY PRIORITIZES LOGICAL REASONTNG MIGHT MAKE AN EMOTIONALLY DRIVEN DECISION WHEN THETR PRIDE
15 THREATENED.

STMILARLY, AN ORDINARTLY AGGRESSIVE INDIVIDUAL MIGHT BECOME HESITANT WHEN CONFRONTED WITH THE POSSTBLLITY OF
LOSING SOMETHING THEY GENUINELY VALUE.

GWYN WOULD NEED TO UNDERSTAND NOT ONLY THETR PREFERRED METHODS OF DECTSTON-MAKING, BUT ALSO THE VARTABLES THAT
INFLUENCE THOSE METHODS.

3 THEIR EMOTIONAL TRIGGERS

ANOTHER ESSENTIAL COMPONENT WOULD BE TDENTIFYING THETR EMOTIONAL TRIGGERS,

THIS M ETERMINING WHAT MOTIVATES THEM, WHAT ANGERS THEM, WHAT FRIGHTENS THEM, WHAT REASSURES THEM, AND
WHAT CLRCUMSTANCES CAUSE THEIR EMOTIONAL STATES TO CHANGE.

AFTER ALL, EMOTIONS CAN SLGNTFICANTLY INFLUENCE HOW A PERSON TNTERPRETS INFORMATLON AND MAKES DECISTONS.



PRIDE, RIVALRY, FEAR, FRUSTRATION, EXCLTEMENT, ATTACHMENT, AND THE DESTRE FOR RECOGNITLON CAN ALL AFFECT HOW
SOMEONE RESPONDS TO THE SAME SITUATION.

TWO INDIVIDUALS MIGHT RECETVE TDENTLCAL INFORMATION AND REACH ENTIRELY DIFFERENT CONCLUSTONS BECAUSE THETR
EMOTLONAL PRIORLTLES DIFFER.

APERSON WHO STRONGLY VALUES THETR PRIDE MIGHT INTERPRET CRITLCISM AS A PERSONAL CHALLENGE, WHEREAS SOMEONE WHO
VALUES COOPERATION MIGHT INTERPRET THAT SAME CRITLCLSM AS AN OPPORTUNTTY TO IMPROVE.

SOMEONE WHO FEARS LOSING A VALUED RELATIONSHIP MIGHT MAKE DECISTONS THEY WOULD OTHERWISE CONSIDER TRRATLONAL IF
THEY BELLEVED THAT RELATIONSHIP WAS THREATENED.

GWYN WOULD THEREFORE NEED TO DETERMINE THE EMOTIONAL CONDITIONS THAT INFLUENCE EACH TNDIVIDUAL'S REASONTNG.

HEWOULD HAVETO IDENTLFY THE CTRCUMSTANCES THAT PROVOKE PARTICULAR EMOTIONAL RESPONSES, THE INTENSITY OF THOSE
RESPONSES, HOW LONG THEY PERSLST, AND HOW THEY INFLUENCE SUBSEQUENT DECISLONS.

MORE TMPORTANTLY, HEWOULD NEED TO UNDERSTAND HOW THESE EMOTIONAL TRIGGERS TNTERACT WITH ONE ANOTHER.

ASINGLE STTUATION MIGHT STMULTANEOUSLY PROVOKE ANGER, FEAR, AND PRIDE, CREATING A CONFLICT BETWEEN SEVERAL
(OMPETING MOTIVATIONS.

GWYN WOULD NEED TO DETERMINE WHICH EMOTION TAKES PRIORITY, HOW THAT EMOTIONAL CONFLICT AFFECTS THE INDIVIDUAL'S
JUDGMENT, AND WHAT DECISION ULTIMATELY EMERGES FROM IT.

THIS WOULD ALLOW HIM TO REPRODUCE NOT MERELY THE EXTSTENCE OF THETR EMOTIONS, BUT ALSO THE WAYS THOSE EMOTIONS
INFLUENCE THETR BERAVIOR.

L THEIR SPEECH PATTERNS

GWYN WOULD ALSO NEED TO ANALYZE THEIR SPEECH PATTERNS.



THIS WOULD INCLUDE THE TONE THEY USE WHEN SPEAKING, THE VOCABULARY THEY PREFER, THE WAY THEY CONSTRUCT THEIR
SENTENCES, THELR CONVERSATIONAL RHYTHM, AND THE MANNER IN WHLCH THEY COMMUNICATE THELR THOUGHTS.

HOWEVER, THIS EXTENDS BEYOND STMPLY REPLICATING HOW THEY SOUND.
SPEECH CAN PROVIDE VALUABLE INFORMATION ABOUT THE WAY AN TNDIVIDUAL THINKS.

THE WAY SOMEONE PHRASES A STATEMENT, THE DETATLS THEY EMPHASTZE, THE QUESTLONS THEY ASK, AND THE INFORMATION THEY
DELIBERATELY LEAVE OUT CAN ALL REVEAL ASPECTS OF THELR REASONTING PROCESS.

FOR EXAMPLE, AN TNDIVIDUAL WHO CONSTSTENTLY BREAKS PROBLEMS INTO SMALLER COMPONENTS MIGHT EXPRESS THEMSELVES
THROUGH STRUCTURED EXPLANATIONS, WHILE SOMEONE WHO RELTES MORE HEAVILY ON INTUITION MIGHT COMMUNICATE THROUGH
IMMEDTATE JUDGMENTS AND BROAD IMPRESSIONS.

LTKEWTSE, HESTTATION, CHANGES TN TONE, OR UNUSUALLY PRECTSE WORDING MIGHT REVEAL UNCERTAINTY, EMOTIONAL
DISCOMFORT, CONFIDENCE, OR AN ATTEMPTTO INFLUENCE ANOTHER PERSON S INTERPRETATION.

GWYN WOULD NEED TO TDENTIFY THESE RECURRING PATTERNS AND DETERMINE HOW THEY CHANGE DEPENDING ON THE
(IRCUMSTANCES.

HEWOULD HAVE TO DISTINGUTSH BETWEEN AN TNDIVIDUAL'S ORDINARY SPEAKING HABTTS AND THE CHANGES THAT OCCUR WHEN THEY
BECOME ANGRY, NERVOUS, EXCLTED, DECEPTIVE, OR UNCERTAIN.

THIS WOULD ENABLE HIM TO REPRODUCE NOT ONLY THEIR RECOGNIZABLE MANNER OF SPEAKING, BUT ALSD THE RELATTONSHI?
BETWEEN THETR SPEECH AND THELR UNDERLYING MENTAL PROCESSES.

5. THETR HABTTS AND PREFERENCES
FINALLY, GWYN WOULD NEED TO EXTRACT THETR HABTTS AND PREFERENCES.

THIS WOULD INVOLVE IDENTIFYING THE ROUTINES THEY FOLLOW, THE ACTIVITIES THEY PREFER, THE TIMING OF THELR ACTIONS, THE
APPROACHES THEY REPEATEDLY RELY UPON, AND THE WAYS THEY ADAPT WHEN THELR USUAL METHODS BECOME INEFFECTIVE.



HABITS ARE USEFUL BECAUSE THEY REVEAL PATTERNS THAT INDIVIDUALS MAY FOLLOW WITHOUT CONSCIOUSLY CONSIDERING EVERY
DECISTON.

A PERSON MIGHT CONSTSTENTLY FAVOR A PARTICULAR STRATEGY, GRAVITATE TOWARD CERTAIN OPPORTUNITIES, OR RESPOND TO
FAMILLAR CIRCUMSTANCES TN A PREDICTABLE MANNER.

AN INDIVIDUAL MIGHT ABANDON A FAMTLTAR APPROACH WHEN CONFRONTED WITH A SUFFLCIENTLY UNUSUAL SITUATION, OR
MODIFY THEIR ROUTINE WHEN DOING 50 BECOMES NECESSARY TO ACHLEVE A PARTLCULAR OBJECTIVE.

THEREFORE, HE WOULD NEED TO UNDERSTAND BOTH THE HABTTS THEMSELVES AND THE CTRCUMSTANCES UNDER WHICH THOSE HABITS
CHANGE.

BUT THIS WOULD ONLY BE THE BEGINNING.

COLLECTING INFORMATION ABOUT HOW SOMEONE BEHAVES 15 NOT NECESSARTLY THE SAME AS UNDERSTANDING THE INTERNAL
PROCESSES THAT PRODUCE THAT BEHAVIOR.

TO ACHIEVE A SUFFICTENTLY ACCURATE REPLLCATION, GWYN WOULD NEED T0 60 BEYOND SURFACE-LEVEL OBSERVATIONS AND BEGIN
RECONSTRUCTING THE UNDERLYING COMPONENTS OF EACH INDIVIDUAL'S PERSONALITY.

THE NEIT THING GWYN WOULD NEED TO DO TS BREAK ALL THREE INDIVIDUALS DOWN TNTO THETR RESPECTIVE COMPONENTS.

BY DOING S0, HE COULD ORGANTZE THE INFORMATION HE HAS COLLECTED INTO THREE DISTINCT LAYERS: THEIR COGNITIVE LAVERS,
EMOTIONAL LAYERS, AND BERAVIORAL LAYERS.



THESE LAYERS WOULD ALLOW HIM TO DISTINGUTSH BETWEEN HOW EACH INDTVIDUAL PROCESSES INFORMATION, HOW THEIR EMOTIONS
INFLUENCE THEM, AND HOW THOSE INTERNAL PROCESSES ULTIMATELY MANTFEST IN THEIR ACTLONS.

ALTHOUGH THESE COMPONENTS TNTERACT WITH ONE ANOTHER, SEPARATING THEM CONCEPTUALLY WOULD ALLOW GIWYN TO ANALYZE
EACH ONE INDEPENDENTLY BEFORE RECONSTRUCTING THE RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN THEM.

1. THETR COGNITIVE LAYERS
THE FIRST LAYER WOULD CONCERN THETR COGNTTIVE PROCESSES.

THIS WOULD TNVOLVE UNDERSTANDING HOW ALL THREE TNDIVIDUALS RECEIVE, PROCESS, INTERPRET, AND RESPOND TO
INFORMATION.

GWYN WOULD NEED TO DETERMINE HOW THEY APPROACH UNFAMILTAR PROBLEMS, HOW QUICKLY THEY PROCESS RELEVANT
INFORMATION, WHAT DETALLS THEY PRIORITIZE, AND HOW THEY ARRIVE AT THELR CONCLUSIONS.

HEWOULD ALSO NEED TO UNDERSTAND THE DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THETR LOGICAL AND INSTINCTIVE RESPONSES.

FOR INSTANCE, ONE INDIVIDUAL MIGHT CONSCIOUSLY ANALYZE SEVERAL POSSIBLE OUTCOMES BEFORE COMMITTING T0 A DECISION,
WHEREAS ANOTHER MIGHT IMMEDIATELY RECOGNIZE A FAMILLAR PATTERN AND RESPOND WITHOUT CONSCIOUSLY EXAMINING EVERY
POSSIBILITY.

NETTHER APPROACK NECESSARTLY PRODUCES THE SAME RESULT TN EVERY STTUATION.

THE EFFECTIVENESS OF EACH DEPENDS ON THE CLRCUMSTANCES, THE INFORMATION AVALLABLE, AND THE INDIVIDUAL'S PARTICULAR
STRENGTHS AND LIMITATIONS.

CONSEQUENTLY, GWYN WOULD NEED TO DETERMINE THE CONDITIONS UNDER WHICH EACH INDIVIDUAL RELTES ON DELTBERATE
REASONING, INTUTTIVE JUDGMENT, PRIOR EXPERIENCE, OR SOME COMBINATION OF THESE PROCESSES.

HEWOULD ALSO NEED TO TDENTLFY THEIR CHARACTERTSTLC COGNITIVE LIMITATIONS.



A'SUFFLCTENTLY ACCURATE MODEL CANNOT SIMPLY REPRODUCE THE STTUATIONS TN WHICH AN INDIVIDUAL MAKES THE CORRECT
DECISION.

[T MUSTALSO ACCOUNT FOR THE CLRCUMSTANCES TN WHICH THAT INDIVIDUAL MISINTERPRETS INFORMATION, OVERLOOKS AN
IMPORTANT DETALL, MAKES AN INCORRECT ASSUMPTION, OR REACHES A CONCLUSION THAT LATER PROVES TO BE MISTAKEN

OTHERWISE, THE REPLTCA WOULD NOT GENUTNELY REPRODUCE THE TNDIVIDUAL'S TROUGHT PROCESSES. IT WOULD MERELY TMITATE AN

IDEALLZED VERSTON OF THETR INTELLIGENCE.

GWYN WOULD THEREFORE NEED TO ACCOUNT FOR:

® H0W EACH INDIVIDUAL PROCESSES INCOMING INFORMATION.

®  [10W QULCKLY THEY EVALUATE DIFFERENT POSSTBLLLTIES.

®  WHICH DETALLS THEY PRIORTTIZE OR OVERLODK.

® {0 THEY DISTINGUTSH BETWEEN RELEVANT AND TRRELEVANT INFORMATION.

®  [{OW THEY FORMULATE HYPOTHESES AND REACK CONCLUSTONS.

® {0 THEY BALANCE LOGICAL REASONING AGATNST INSTINCTIVE JUDGMENT

® H0W THEY RECOGNTZE PATTERNS AND ADAPT THEIR REASONTNG WHEN THOSE PATTERNS CHANGE.

®  H0W THEIR COGNTTIVE STRENGTHS AND WEAKNESSES INFLUENCE THETR DECTSTONS.

BY IDENTIFYING THESE CHARACTERTSTICS, GWYN COULD CONSTRUCT A MODEL OF THE COGNTTIVE PROCESSES UNDERLYING EACH
INDIVIDUAL'S BEHAVIOR.

L THETR EMOTIONAL LAYERS



THE SECOND LAYER WOULD CONCERN THELR EMOTIONAL PROCESSES.

THIS WOULD INVOLVE IDENTIFYING THE FUNDAMENTAL MOTLVATIONS THAT DEFINE EACH INDIVIDUAL, INCLUDING THEIR PRIDE,
RIVALRIES, FEARS, AMBITIONS, ATTACHMENTS, AND AVERSIONS.

THESE CHARACTERISTICS MATTER BECAUSE A PERSON'S DECISTONS ARE NOT DETERMINED BY THETR ABTLTTY TO REASON ALONE.

EVEN WHEN TWO TNDIVIDUALS UNDERSTAND A STTUATION EQUALLY WELL, THEY MAY CHOOSE ENTLRELY DIFFERENT COURSES OF
ACTION BECAUSE THEY VALUE DIFFERENT DUTCOMES.

ONE PERSON MTGHT PRIORTTIZE VICTORY ABOVE EVERYTHING ELSE, WHILE ANOTHER MTGHT PRIORITIZE PRESERVING A RELATIONSHIP,
PROTECTING THELR PRIDE, OR PROVING SOMETHING TO THEMSELVES.

CONSEQUENTLY, GWYN WOULD NEED TO DETERMINE WHAT EACH TNDIVIDUAL CONSTDERS TMPORTANT ENOUGH TO INFLUENCE THETR
DECISIONS.

HEWOULD ALSO NEED TO ESTABLLSH THETR EMOTLONAL THRESHOLDS.



[N OTHER WORDS, HE WOULD HAVETO DETERMINE HOW MUCH PRESSURE THEY CAN TOLERATE BEFORE THELR BEHAVIOR BEGINS TO
CHANGE, WHAT CLRCUMSTANCES CAUSE THEM TO LOSE THELR COMPOSURE, AND HOW THEY RESPOND WHEN THELR MOST DEEPLY RELD
VALUES ARE THREATENED.

FOR EXAMPLE, AN TNDTVIDUAL MIGHT REMATN COMPOSED WHEN FACING ORDINARY CRITICISM BUT BECOME STGNIFICANTLY MORE
AGGRESSTVE WHEN THETR ABTLITLES ARE QUESTIONED BY A RIVAL.

ANOTHER MIGHT TOLERATE REPEATED FALLURES WITHOUT LOSING MOTLVATION, ONLY T0 BECOME EMOTIONALLY DESTABILIZED WHEN
THE FATLURE THREATENS SOMETHING THEY CONSIDER TRREPLACEABLE.

THESE DISTINCTIONS WOULD BE ESSENTIALTO RECREATING THETR EMOTIONAL RESPONSES ACCURATELY.

HOWEVER, GIWYN WOULD NEED TO 60 FURTHER THAN IDENTIFYING INDIVIDUAL EMOTIONS,

HEWOULD NEED TO UNDERSTAND HOW THOSE EMOTIONS INTERACT WITH THETR COGNTTTVE PROCESSES.

FEAR MIGHT CAUSE SOMEONE TO BECOME MORE CAUTIOUS, BUT TT COULD ALSO MOTIVATE THEM TO TAKE DESPERATE RISKS TF THEY
BELIEVE THEY HAVE NO OTHER OPTLONS.

PRIDE MIGHT ENCOURAGE SOMEONE TO PERSEVERE, BUT IT COULD ALSD PREVENT THEM FROM ACKNOWLEDGING A MISTAKE.

LTKEWISE, RTVALRY MIGHT MOTIVATE SOMEONE TO TMPROVE, WHILE SIMULTANEQUSLY MAKING THEM MORE SUSCEPTIBLE TO
PROVOCATION.

THE SAME EMOTION CAN THEREFORE PRODUCE DLFFERENT BEHAVIORS DEPENDING ON THE INDIVIDUAL'S PERSONALLTY, THE
SITUATION, AND THE OTHER EMOTIONS INVOLVED.

GWYN WOULD NEED TO MODEL THESE RELATIONSHLPS T0 REPRODUCE THE WAYS EMOTIONS INFLUENCE THETR REASONING AND
DECISIONS.

THIS WOULD REQUIRE HIM TO TDENTIFY:



®  [ACHINDIVIDUAL'S FUNDAMENTAL MOTIVATIONS.

®  THETR VALUES, AMBITIONS, FEARS, AND ATTACHMENTS.

®  THEEMOTIONAL TRIGGERS THAT PROVOKE SPECTFIC REACTTONS.

®  THEIR EMOTIONAL THRESHOLDS UNDER DIFFERENT CTRCUMSTANCES.

® H0W THEIR EMOTIONS INTENSIFY, DIMINTSH, OR CHANGE OVER TIME

®  [10W CONFLICTING EMOTIONS INFLUENCE THELR DECISIONS.

®  [{0W EMOTIONAL PRESSURE AFFECTS THELR JUDGMENT AND BEHAVIOR.

BY DOING S0, GWYN COULD RECONSTRUCT THE EMOTLONAL MECKANTSMS THAT INFLUENCE EACH INDIVIDUAL'S ACTIONS RATHER
THAN MERELY ASSTGNING THEM A COLLECTION OF EMOTLONS.

3 THETR BERAVTORAL LAYERS

THE THIRD LAYER WOULD CONCERN THETR BEHAVIORAL PROCESSES.



THIS WOULD TNVOLVE TDENTIFYING THE DEFAULT RESPONSES THAT ALL THREE TNDIVIDUALS TEND TO EXKIBIT, PARTICULARLY WHEN
THEY ARE PLACED UNDER PRESSURE.

THELR COGNITIVE LAYERS WOULD EXPLATN HOW THEY PROCESS INFORMATION, WHILE THETR EMOTLONAL LAYERS WOULD EXPLAIN HOW
THELR MOTLVATIONS AND FEELINGS INFLUENCE THEM.

THETR BERAVIORAL LAYERS WOULD REPRESENT HOW THESE INTERNAL PROCESSES MANTFEST TN OBSERVABLE ACTLONS.

GWYN WOULD NEED TO DETERMINE HOW EACH INDTVIDUAL BEHAVES WHEN CONFRONTED WITH FAMTLTAR STTUATIONS, HOW THEY
ADAPT WHEN THEIR ESTABLISHED STRATEGIES STOP WORKING, AND HOW THEY RESPOND WHEN CIRCUMSTANCES FORCE THEM TO
ABANDON THEIR PREFERRED APPROACHES.

HEWOULD ALSO NEED TO DISTINGUISH BETWEEN AUTOMATIC RESPONSES AND DELTBERATE CHOICES.

SOME BEHAVIORS MIGHT EMERGE ALMOST TNSTINCTIVELY, WHILE OTHERS MIGHT REQUIRE CONSCLOUS PLANNING AND
(ONSIDERATION.



FOR EXAMPLE, SOMEONE MIGHT INSTINCTIVELY BECOME DEFENSIVE WHEN CHALLENGED BUT CONSCTOUSLY DECIDETO CONCEAL THAT
REACTION TO MAINTAIN AN ADVANTAGE.

AREPLLCA THAT REPRODUCES ONLY THE INTTIAL REACTION WOULD FALLTO CAPTURE THE SUBSEQUENT DECISTON TO SUPPRESS 1.

LTKEWTSE, SOMEONE MTGHT HABITUALLY RELY ON A PARTICULAR STRATEGY BUT DELTBERATELY ABANDON TT WHEN THEY REALTZE THETR
OPPONENT HAS ANTLCLPATED IT.

REFORE, GWYN WOULD NEED TO MODEL THE RELATIONSHLP BETWEEN THETR HABTTUAL RESPONSES, THELR CONSCIOUS DECTSTONS,
AND THEIR ABLLITY TO ADAPT.

THIS WOULD INCLUDE:

®  THETR DEFAULT REACTLONS UNDER PRESSURE.

THETR HABTTUAL APPROACHES TO FAMLLLAR SITUATLONS.

THETR METHODS OF ADAPTING TO UNFAMILTAR CLRCUMSTANCES.

THETR TENDENCTES TO REPEAT OR ABANDON ESTABLISHED PATTERNS.

THETR CONSCIOUS ATTEMPTS T0 CONTROL OR CONCEAL THELR REACTIONS.

®  THE BEHAVIORAL CONSEQUENCES OF THEIR COGNITIVE AND EMOTIONAL PROCESSES.

THE CRUCTAL POINT T5 THAT THESE THREE LAYERS CANNOT FUNCTION AS ENTIRELY INDEPENDENT §YSTEMS.

THEY WOULD NEED TO INTERACT CONTINUOUSLY.

ANEW STTUATION WOULD PROVIDE INFORMATION FOR THE COGNITIVE LAYER TO PROCESS.

THAT INFORMATION WOULD BE TNTERPRETED TN CONJUNCTION WITH THE INDIVIDUAL'S MOTIVATIONS AND EMOTIONAL STATE



THOSE PROCESSES WOULD THEN TNFLUENCE THE BEHAVIOR THAT EMERGES.
THE RESULTING BERAVIOR WOULD, IN TURN, CREATE NEW CLRCUMSTANCES THAT REQUTRE FURTHER PROCESSING.
THIS WOULD PRODUCE A CONTINUOUS FEEDBACK LOOP CONNECTING COGNITION, EMOTLON, AND BERAVIOR.

AND THAT TS WHAT GWYN WOULD NEED TO RECONSTRUCT TF HE WANTED HIS REPLICAS TO BEHAVE LIKE THE ORIGINAL INDIVIDUALS
RATHER THAN SLMPLY IMITATE THEIR OUTWARD CHARACTERTSTLCS.

HOWEVER, EVEN THIS WOULD NOT BE SUFFLCIENT.

ALTHOUGH GIWYN COULD RECONSTRUCT THE THREE TNDTVIDUALS™ COGNTTIVE PROCESSES, EMOTIONAL RESPONSES, AND BEHAVIORAL
PATTERNS, HE WOULD STLLL NEED TO IDENTLFY THE CHARACTERTSTICS THAT PRESERVE THELR IDENTITIES ACROSS DIFFERENT
CLRCUMSTANCES.

AFTER ALL, A PERSON'S BEHAVIOR CAN CHANGE DRAMATICALLY DEPENDING ON THE STTUATION.

SOMEONE WHO APPEARS CONFIDENT TN ONE ENVIRONMENT MIGHT BECOME UNCERTATN TN ANOTHER,




SOMEONE WHO ORDINARTLY PRIORITLZES THEIR OWN AMBITIONS MIGHT WILLINGLY SACRIFICE AN OPPORTUNITY T0 PROTECT
SOMETHING THEY VALUE MORE DEEPLY.

THESE CHANGES DO NOT NECESSARILY MEAN THAT THE TNDTVIDUAL HAS BECOME A DLFFERENT PERSON.
INSTEAD, THEY MAY REFLECT DLFFERENT EXPRESSTONS OF THE SAME UNDERLYING IDENTIIY.

THEREFORE, FOR GWYN TO REPLICATE THESE INDIVIDUALS AT A SUFFICLENTLY FUNDAMENTAL LEVEL, HE WOULD NEED TO TDENTLF
THREE ADDITIONAL COMPONENTS,

L. THELR CORE MOTLVATIONAL CONSTANTS

THE FLRST WOULD BE THETR CORE MOTIVATLONAL CONSTANTS.

-

#

' F- ' '

WhlchIneeds to b? ext|n| gwshed

THESE WOULD REPRESENT THE FUNDAMENTAL MOTIVATLONS THAT REMATN CENTRALTO EACK INDIVIDUAL S IDENTITY, EVEN WHEN
THELR CIRCUMSTANCES CHANGE.




GWYN WOULD NEED TO DETERMINE WHAT EACK INDTVIDUAL ULTIMATELY STRIVES FOR, WHAT GIVES THEIR ACTIONS MEANING, AND
WHAT UNDERLYING MOTIVATION CONTINUES TO INFLUENCE THELR DECISTONS ACRDSS DIFFERENT SITUATIONS.

THE OBJECTIVE WOULD NOT B TO TDENTLFY A SINGLE DESTRE THAT DICTATES EVERY ACTION THEY TAKE.

RATHER, HE WOULD NEED TO IDENTIFY THE ENDURTNG PRINCLPLES THAT CONSISTENTLY SHAPE THELR PRIORTTLES, EVEN WHEN THE
METHODS THEY USE TO PURSUE THOSE PRIORLTLES CHANGE.

FOR EXAMPLE, AN TNDTVIDUAL'S BEHAVIOR MIGHT SHIFT FROM COOPERATION TO COMPETITION DEPENDING ON THE
CIRCUMSTANCES, WHILE THEIR UNDERLYING DESTRE TO PROVE THELR ABILITIES REMATNS CONSISTENT.

ANOTHER INDIVIDUAL MIGHT CHANGE THELR TMMEDTATE OBJECTIVES SEVERAL TIMES WHILE CONTINUING TO PRIORTTIZE A
PARTICULAR RELATLONSHIP OR PERSONAL IDEAL

BY IDENTIFYING THESE UNDERLYING MOTIVATIONS, GWYN COULD DISTINGUTSH BETWEEN TEMPORARY BEHAVIORAL CHANGES AND
THE CHARACTERTSTICS THAT REMATN CENTRAL TO EACH PERSON'S TDENTITY.

1 THETR VALUE HTERARCHTES
THE SECOND COMPONENT WOULD BE THELR VALUE HIERARCHLES.

THIS WOULD TNVOLVE DETERMINING WHAT EACH INDTVIDUAL PRIORTTIZES WHEN FORCED TO CHOOSE BETWEEN COMPETING
OBJECTLVES.

PEOPLE OFTEN VALUE MULTIPLE THINGS STIMULTANEOUSLY, BUT THOSE VALUES DO NOT NECESSARLLY CARRY EQUAL WETGHT.

SOMEONE MIGHT VALUE VICTORY, RECOGNITION, FRIENDSHIP, PERSONAL FREEDOM, AND SELF-PRESERVATION, YET BE FORCED INTO A
SITUATION IN WHICH PURSUING ONE MEANS SACRIFLCING ANOTHER.

THE DECISTON THEY MAKE WOULD REVEAL WHICH VALUES TAKE PRIORTTY UNDER THOSE CIRCUMSTANCES.



GWYN WOULD NEED TO TDENTIFY THESE PRIORTTIES AND UNDERSTAND HOW THEY CHANGE DEPENDING ON THE STTUATION.

FOR INSTANCE, AN TNDIVIDUAL MIGHT ORDINARTLY PRIORITIZE WINNING BUT ABANDON THAT OBJECTIVE WHEN THE (05T OF
VICTORY THREATENS SOMETHING THEY VALUE MORE D

ANOTHER MIGHT INSIST ON PURSUING A GOAL EVEN WHEN DOING S0 BECOMES DISADVANTAGEOUS BECAUSE ABANDONING IT WOULD
CONTRADICT THEIR PERSONAL PRINCIPLES.

THESE DISTINCTIONS WOULD BE ESSENTIAL TO REPRODUCING THE LOGIC BEHIND THELR DECISTONS.

WITHOUT THIS INFORMATION, GWYN MTGHT SUCCESSFULLY TMITATE THETR USUAL BERAVIOR BUT FATL WHEN CONFRONTED WITH A
SITUATLON THAT FORCES THEM TO CHOOSE BETWEEN TWO DEEPLY HELD VALUES.

A'SUFFLCTENTLY ACCURATE MODEL WOULD NEED TO UNDERSTAND NOT ONLY WHAT EACK TNDIVIDUAL VALUES, BUT ALSO HOW THOSE
VALUES ARE RANKED, HOW THEY CONFLICT, AND WHICH ONES ULTIMATELY TAKE PRECEDENCE.

3. THELR RESPONSES TO FATLURE

THE THIRD COMPONENT WOULD BE THELR RESPONSES TO FALLURE.




THIS TS PARTICULARLY TMPORTANT BECAUSE FATLURE CAN EXPOSE ASPECTS OF AN INDIVIDUAL S IDENTITY THAT REMATN HIDDEN
WHEN EVERYTHING IS GOING ACCORDING TO PLAN.

WHEN SOMEONE LOSES AN ADVANTAGE, SEES THETR PLANS COLLAPSE, OR REALLZES THAT THETR PREVIOUS ASSUMPTIONS WERE
INCORRECT, THELR RESPONSE CAN REVEAL THELR UNDERLYING MOTIVATIONS, EMOTIONAL THRESHOLDS, AND METHODS OF ADAPTING
T0 ADVERSITY.

ONE TNDIVIDUAL MIGHT RESPOND BY ANALYZING THETR MISTAKES AND DEVELOPING A NEW STRATEGY.

ANOTHER MIGHT BECOME INCREASINGLY AGGRESSIVE, ATTEMPTING TO RECOVER THELR LOST POSTTION THROUGH FORCEFUL ACTION.
ATHIRD MIGHT BECOME EMOTIONALLY DESTABILLZED BECAUSE THE FATLURE THREATENS THETR SENSE OF SELF-WORTH.

EVEN AMONG INDIVIDUALS WHO INTTTALLY REACT TN STMILAR WAYS, THETR SUBSEQUENT RESPONSES MAY DLFFER CONSIDERABLY.

ONE MIGHT ACKNOWLEDGE THE FATLURE AND ADAPT, WHILE ANOTHER MTGHT DENY RESPONSIBILITY, SEARCH FOR SOMEONE T0
BLAME, OR CONTINUE PURSUING AN INEFFECTIVE STRATEGY.

GWYN WOULD THEREFORE NEED TO UNDERSTAND THE COMPLETE PROGRESSTON OF EACH INDIVIDUAL'S RESPONSE TO FATLURE.

HEWOULD HAVE TO TDENTLFY THETR INTTIAL EMOTIONAL REACTIONS, THE WAY THOSE REACTIONS INFLUENCE THETR REASONING, AND
THE DECTSTONS THEY MAKE ONCE THEY RECOGNIZE THE CONSEQUENCES OF THELR SITUATLON.

MORE IMPORTANTLY, HE WOULD NEED TO DETERMINE HOW THEY RECOVER, WHETHER THEY LEARN FROM THEIR MISTAKES, AND ROW
THE EXPERTENCE INFLUENCES THEIR FUTURE BEHAVIOR.

BY COMBINING THESE THREE COMPONENTS, GWYN COULD ESTABLISH A STABLE TDENTITY CORE FOR EACH INDIVIDUAL

THIS CORE WOULD HELP PRESERVE THE CONSTSTENCY OF THELR PERSONALLTIES ACRDSS DLFFERENT SITUATIONS, EVEN WHEN THEIR
IMMEDIATE BEHAVIOR, EMOTIONAL STATE, OR OBJECTIVES CHANGE.



[N OTHER WORDS, TT WOULD PROVIDE THE UNDERLYING FRAMEWORK THAT ALLOWS EACH REPLLCA TO REMATN RECOGNIZABLY THE SAME
INDIVIDUAL ACROSS A WIDE VARLETY OF HYPOTHETICAL CLRCUMSTANCES.

NOW, ONCE GIVYN HAS EXTRACTED ALL OF THTS INFORMATION AND ORGANTZED IT INTO A FUNCTIONTNG MODEL, THE NEXT STEP
WOULD BE TO TRANSFORM EACH INDIVIDUAL'S PERSONALITY TNTO A SYSTEM CAPABLE OF GENERATING DECTSTONS AND ACTIONS.

AT THIS POINT, HE WOULD NO LONGER BE WORKING EXCLUSTVELY WITH OBSERVATLONS ABOUT THETR BEHAVIOR.

HEWOULD HAVE CONSTRUCTED A MODEL INTENDED TO REPRODUCE THE PROCESSES RESPONSIBLE FOR THAT BEHAVIOR.

EACH INDIVIDUAL COULD THEN BE REPRESENTED THROUGH AN INPUT — PROCESSING — QUTPUT FRAMEWORK
1. INPUT: THE STTUATTON

THEINPUT WOULD CONSIST OF THE STTUATION PRESENTED T0 THE INDIVIDUAL

THIS COULD TNCLUDE NEW INFORMATION, ENVIRONMENTAL CHANGES, THE ACTIONS OF OTHER PEOPLE, UNEIPECTED DBSTACLES,
OPPORTUNTIIES, THREATS, OR ANY OTHER VARTABLE CAPABLE OF INFLUENCING THEIR DECISIONS.

FOR THE MODELTO FUNCTION ACCURATELY, THE INPUT WOULD NEED TO CONTATN THE INFORMATION RELEVANT T0 THE
INDIVIDUAL'S INTERPRETATION OF THE STTUATION.

DIFFERENT INDIVIDUALS MIGHT ALSO TNTERPRET THE SAME SITUATION DIFFERENTLY BECAUSE THEY POSSESS DIFFERENT KNOWLEDGE,
ASSUMPTLONS, EXPERLENCES, AND PRIORITIES.

CONSEQUENTLY, THE TNPUT WOULD NOT NECESSARTLY PRODUCE AN IDENTICAL NTERNAL REPRESENTATION ACROSS ALL THREE MODELS.

LACH INDIVIDUAL'S COGNTTIVE PROCESSES WOULD DETERMINE WHICH ASPECTS OF THE STTUATION THEY NOTICE, WHLCH DETALLS THEY
(ONSIDER IMPORTANT, AND HOW THEY INTERPRET THE INFORMATLON AVALLABLE TO THEM.

J PROCESSING: PERSONALTTY, COGNTTION, AND EMOTION



THE PROCESSTNG STAGE WOULD INVOLVE THE INTERACTION BETWEEN THE INDIVIDUAL'S PERSONALITY, COGNITIVE PROCESSES,
EMOTLONAL STATE, MOTIVATIONS, AND DECISION-MAKING TENDENCLES.

THIS 15 WHERE THE INFORMATION RECELVED FROM THE SITUATLON WOULD BE EVALUATED,
THEMODEL WOULD NEED TO DETERMINE HOW THE INDIVIDUAL INTERPRETS THE CIRCUMSTANCES, WHAT OBJECTIVES THEY PURSUE,
WHICH OPTIONS THEY CONSIDER, WHAT RISKS THEY ARE WILLING TO TAKE, AND HOW THEIR EMOTLONAL STATE INFLUENCES THELR

JUDGMENT.

[TWOULD ALSO NEED TO ACCOUNT FOR THE INDIVIDUAL'S ESTABLISHED HABTTS, PERSONAL VALUES, AND CHARACTERTSTIC WAYS OF
RESPONDING TO UNCERTAINTY.

FOR INSTANCE, TWO INDIVIDUALS COULD RECETVE THE SAME INFORMATION BUT REACH DIFFERENT CONCLUSTONS BECAUSE ONE
PRIORITLZES IMMEDTATE GAINS WHLLE THE OTHER CONSIDERS THE LONG-TERM CONSEQUENCES.

LTKEWTSE, AN TNDIVIDUAL WHO WOULD ORDINARTLY REJECT A RTSKY DECTSTON MIGHT BECOME WILLING TO PURSUE IT IF THEIR
EMOTLONAL STATE OR THE STAKES INVOLVED CHANGE SUFFLCLENTLY.

THE PROCESSTNG STAGE WOULD THEREFORE NEED TO TNTEGRATE ALL OF THE PREVIOUSLY IDENTIFLED COMPONENTS RATHER THAN
TREATING THEM AS TSOLATED CHARACTERISTLCS.

3 QUTPUT: DECISTONS AND ACTIONS
THEQUTPUT WOULD CONSIST OF THE DECISTONS EACK INDIVIDUAL MAKES AND THE ACTLONS THEY TAKE TO PURSUE THOSE DECTSTONS.
HOWEVER, THE OUTPUT WOULD NOT BE RESTRICTED TO A SINGLE PREDETERMINED RESPONSE.

A'SUFFICIENTLY DEVELOPED MODEL WOULD NEED TO ACCOUNT FOR MULTIPLE POSSTBLE ACTTONS, WITH THE LTKELTROOD OF EACH
ACTION DEPENDING ON THE SITUATION AND THE INDIVIDUAL'S TNTERNAL PROCESSES.

THIS WOULD REQUTRE GWYN TO CONSTRUCT DECTSTON TREES THAT REPRESENT THE DIFFERENT CHOTCES AVATLABLE TO EACH
INDIVIDUAL.



EACH BRANCH WOULD CORRESPOND TO A POSSIBLE DECISTON OR DEVELOPMENT, WHILE THE SUBSEQUENT BRANCHES WOULD REPRESENT
THE RESPONSES THAT COULD FOLLOW FROM THAT OUTCOME.

[F AN INDIVIDUAL ENCOUNTERED AN UNEXPECTED OBSTACLE, THE MODEL MIGHT EVALUATE SEVERAL POSSIBLE RESPONSES: ADAPTING
THELR STRATEGY, CONFRONTING THE OBSTACLE DIRECTLY, WITHDRAWING TO GATHER MORE INFORMATION, OR ATTEMPTING TO
MANTPULATE THE CIRCUMSTANCES IN THEIR FAVOR.

THE MODEL WOULD THEN EVALUATE THOSE POSSTBILITIES ACCORDING TO THE INDIVIDUAL'S CHARACTERTSTIC REASONING,
MOTIVATIONS, EMOTLONAL STATE, AND PREFERENCES.

[TWOULD NEED TO ASSIGN PROBABTLITLES TO POTENTIAL OUTCOMES OR ACTLONS WHERE APPROPRIATE, WHILE ALSO ACCOUNTING FOR
THE FACT THAT THE LIKELTHOOD OF A PARTICULAR RESPONSE CAN CHANGE AS NEW INFORMATION BECOMES AVATLABLE.

THE PURPOSE WOULD NOT STMPLY ST EVERYTHING THE INDIVIDUAL COULD THEORETLCALLY DO.

[TWOULD BE TO DETERMINE WHAT THAT INDIVIDUAL WOULD BE MOST LIKELY T0 DO UNDER THE SPECTFLC CLRCUMSTANCES BEING
SIMULATED.

[N THIS WAY, GWYN COULD TRANSFORM THE INFORMATION HE HAD COLLECTED TNTO A PREDICTIVE FRAMEWORK CAPABLE OF
GENERATING BEHAVTOR CONSTSTENT WITH EACH INDTVIDUAL'S PERSONALTTY.

AT THIS STAGE, THE THREE INDIVIDUALS WOULD EFFECTIVELY FUNCTION AS PREDICTIVE SYSTEMS WITHIN HIS MODEL,
THETR PERSONALLTIES WOULD NO LONGER BE REPRESENTED SOLELY THROUGH DESCRIPTIONS OF THELR CHARACTERTSTICS.

[NSTEAD, THOSE CHARACTERISTICS WOULD BE INCORPORATED INTO A FUNCTIONING STRUCTURE THAT TAKES TN INFORMATION,
PROCESSES IT ACCORDING TO THELR INDIVIDUAL TRATTS, AND PRODUCES DECLSTONS AND ACTIONS.

BUT THERE T5 AN TMPORTANT DISTINCTION HERE.



THE MODELS WOULD BE PREDICTIVE REPRESENTATLONS OF THE INDIVIDUALS, NOT NECESSARTLY THE INDIVIDUALS THEMSELVES TN A
LITERAL SENSE.

THETR ACCURACY WOULD DEPEND ON HOW COMPRERENSIVELY GWYN COULD REPRODUCE THE INFORMATION AND INTERNAL PROCESSES
RESPONSIBLE FOR THELR BERAVIOR.

AND THAT LEADS TO THE NEXT PART OF THE FEAT

EVEN TF GIYN SUCCESSFULLY CONSTRUCTED A FUNCTTONTNG PREDICTIVE MODEL FOR EACH INDIVIDUAL, THAT ALONE WOULD NOT BE
ENOUGH TO REPRODUCE THETR BERAVIOR ACROSS COMPLEX, EVOLVING SITUATLONS.

PEOPLE DO NOT STMPLY MAKE ONE DECTSTON AND THEN STOP PROCESSTNG INFORMATION.

THEY CONTINUOUSLY REACT TO NEW DEVELOPMENTS, RECONSIDER THETR OPTIONS, EXPERTENCE EMOTIONAL CHANGES, AND ADAPT
THELR STRATEGLES ACCORDING TO THE RESULTS OF THEIR PREVIOUS ACTLONS.

EREFORE, GWYN WOULD NEED TO STMULATE THESE PROCESSES DYNAMICALLY.

HEWOULD HAVE TO REPRODUCE:

1. THETR REAL-TIME REACTIONS TO NEW STTUATIONS AND UNEXPECTED DEVELOPMENTS.

L. THEWAYS THEY RESPOND WHEN UNFAMILTAR VARTABLES ARE INTRODUCED.

3. HOWTHELR EMOTTONAL STATES ESCALATE, DIMINTSH, OR CHANGE TN RESPONSE TO THOSE VARTABLES.

k- HOW THETR DECTSTON-MAKING PROCESSES CHANGE AS THE SITUATION DEVELOPS.

9. HOW THEY LEARN FROM THEIR SUCCESSES AND FATLURES DURING AN ONGDING SCENARTD.

b HOW THEY REVISE THETR STRATEGLES WHEN THELR PREVIOUS ASSUMPTIONS OR PREDLCTIONS PROVE INCORRECT.



| HOW THEZR INTERACTIONS WITH OTHER INDIVIDUALS INFLUENCE THELR SUBSEQUENT DECISTONS.

THE STGNTFLCANCE OF THIS 5 THAT EACH STMULATED INDIVIDUAL WOULD NEED TO REMATN RESPONSTVE TO THE EVOLVING
SITUATLON RATHER THAN SIMPLY FOLLOWING A PREDETERMINED SEQUENCE OF ACTIONS.

FOR INSTANCE, AN TNDIVIDUAL MIGHT BEGIN A SCENARIO WITH A PARTICULAR OBJECTIVE AND A STRATEGY INTENDED TO ACHIEVE
I

HOWEVER, TF ANOTHER INDIVIDUAL TAKES AN UNEXPECTED ACTION, THE ORTGINAL STRATEGY MIGHT BECOME INEFFECTIVE

THE MODEL WOULD THEN NEED TO EVALUATE THE NEW CTRCUMSTANCES, DETERMINE HOW THE TNDIVIDUAL WOULD INTERPRET THE
CHANGE, AND GENERATE AN APPROPRIATE RESPONSE BASED ON THEIR PERSONALLTY AND CURRENT OBJECTIVES.

FURTHERMORE, THAT RESPONSE WOULD PRODUCE ADDITIONAL CONSEQUENCES, WHICH WOULD THEN BECOME NEW INPUTS FOR
BSEQUENT DECTSLONS.

THE PROCESS WOULD CONTINUE THROUGHOUT THE SCENARID.
THIS WOULD CREATE A CONTINUOUS CYCLE OF PERCEPTION, INTERPRETATLON, DECISTON-MAKING, ACTION, AND ADAPTATION.
MORE TMPORTANTLY, GWYN WOULD NEED TO PERFORM THESE STMULATIONS FOR ALL THREE INDIVIDUALS.
THIS WOULD REQUIRE HIM TO:
L. RUN MULTIPLE SCENARTOS STMULTANEOUSLY WITHIN HIS MIND.

HEWOULD NEED TO MAINTATN SEVERAL POSSTBLE SEQUENCES OF EVENTS, EACH CONTAINING TTS OWN CTRCUMSTANCES, DECISIONS,
AND POTENTIAL OUTCOMES.

EACH SCENARTO COULD DEVELOP DLFFERENTLY DEPENDING ON THE ACTIONS TAKEN BY THE STMULATED INDIVIDUALS AND THE
(ONSEQUENCES THOSE ACTIONS PRODUCE.



1 ALLOW EACH SCENARTO TO EVOLVE ACCORDING TO ITS DUTCOMES.
THE SCENARTOS COULD NOT REMATN STATIC

EACH DECTSTON WOULD NEED TO TNFLUENCE THE SUBSEQUENT STATE OF THE STIMULATION, CREATING NEW CTRCUMSTANCES THAT
REQUIRE FURTHER PROCESSING.

[F AN TNDIVIDUAL'S ACTTONS PRODUCED AN UNEXPECTED RESULT, THE MODEL WOULD NEED TO ACCOUNT FOR THAT RESULT AND
ETERMINE HOW THE INDIVIDUAL WOULD RESPOND.

3 PRESERVE THE INDIVIDUALLTY OF EACH SIMULATED PERSONALLTY.

EVEN WHEN THE THREE INDIVIDUALS INTERACT WITH ONE ANOTHER, THELR RESPONSES WOULD NEED TO REMATN CONSISTENT WITH
THELR OWN PERSONALLTLES, MOTLVATIONS, COGNITIVE PROCESSES, AND EMOTIONAL STATES.

ONE TNDIVIDUAL'S ACTIONS MTGHT INFLUENCE ANOTHER'S BEHAVIOR, BUT THAT INFLUENCE WOULD NEED TO BE PROCESSED
THROUGH THE RECETVING INDIVIDUAL'S OWN PERSONALITY.

A PROVOCATIVE REMARK MTGHT CAUSE ONE INDIVIDUALTO BECOME AGGRESSIVE, ANOTHER TO REMATN INDIFFERENT, AND A THIRD
T0 RECOGNIZE THE REMARK AS AN ATTEMPT AT MANTPULATION.

THE DIFFERENCE WOULD EMERGE FROM THE DISTINCT PSYCHOLOGLCAL STRUCTURES OF THE THREE MODELS
L ACCOUNT FOR LEARNING AND ADAPTATION WITHIN EACH SCENARTO.

[F AN TNDIVIDUAL DISCOVERS NEW INFORMATION OR RECOGNTZES A MISTAKE, THE MODEL WOULD NEED TO UPDATE THEIR
UNDERSTANDING OF THE STTUATION.

THE INDIVIDUAL MIGHT ABANDON AN INEFFECTIVE STRATEGY, REVISE THELR ASSUMPTLONS, OR DEVELOP A NEW APPROACH.

THESE CHANGES WOULD THEN INFLUENCE THETR SUBSEQUENT DECISTONS.



THE RESULT WOULD BE A DYNAMIC STMULATION TN WHICH ALL THREE INDIVIDUALS COULD CONTINUE RESPONDING TO ONE ANOTHER
AND TO THE EVOLVING CLRCUMSTANCES.

WITHIN THE MODEL, THETR BEHAVIOR WOULD APPEAR TNDEPENDENT BECAUSE EACH INDIVIDUAL WOULD BE GOVERNED BY THETR OWN
INTERNAL PROCESSES RATHER THAN BY A SINGLE SHARED DECISION-MAKING STRUCTURE.

HOWEVER, CONSTRUCTING THESE MODELS WOULD NOT AUTOMATLCALLY GUARANTEE THETR ACCURACY

EVEN A COMPLEX STMULATION COULD PRODUCE BERAVIOR THAT CONTRADTCTS THE CHARACTERISTICS OF THE INDIVIDUALTT TS
INTENDED TO REPRESENT.

EREFORE, GWYN WOULD NEED TO VERTFY THAT THE STMULATED RESPONSES CORRESPOND TO THE ACTUAL BEHAVIOR OF THE THREE
INDIVIDUALS.

THIS WOULD REQUIRE SEVERAL ADDITLONAL PROCESSES.
1. COMPARING STMULATED RESPONSES WITH ESTABLISHED BEHAVIOR.

GWYN WOULD NEED TO COMPARE THE DECTSTONS PRODUCED BY HIS MODELS AGALNST THE REAL ACTLONS THE INDIVIDUALS HAD TAKEN
[N PREVIOUS SITUATIONS.

[FA'MODEL PREDICTED A RESPONSE THAT CLOSELY MATCHED AN INDIVIDUAL'S ESTABLISHED BEHAVIOR, THAT WOULD PROVIDE
EVIDENCE THAT THE MODEL WAS REPRODUCING AT LEAST SOME OF THEIR DECISTON-MAKING TENDENCIES ACCURATELY.

CONVERSELY, TF THE MODEL REPEATEDLY PRODUCED RESPONSES THAT CONTRADTCTED THETR ESTABLISHED BEHAVIOR, GIWYN WOULD NEED
T0 INVESTIGATE THE DISCREPANCY.

HEWOULD HAVETO DETERMINE WHETHER HE HAD MISUNDERSTOOD THELR MOTLVATIONS, OVERLODKED AN TMPORTANT BEHAVIORAL
PATTERN, OR INCORRECTLY REPRESENTED THE RELATLONSHIP BETWEEN THEIR EMOTLONS AND THELR DECISIONS.

L STRESS-TESTING THE MODELS UNDER EXTREME CTRCUMSTANCES.



GWYN WOULD ALSO NEED TO EXPOSE THE MODELS TO UNUSUAL OR EXTREME SCENARTOS.

ORDINARY CIRCUMSTANCES MIGHT NOT REVEAL THE LLMITATIONS OF A MODEL BECAUSE THEY MAY NOT SUFFICTENTLY CHALLENGE
THE INDTVIDUAL'S ESTABLISHED PATTERNS,

CXTREME CIRCUMSTANCES, ROWEVER, COULD INTRODUCE CONFLLCTS BETWEEN THELR VALUES, PLACE THEM UNDER INTENSE
EMOTLONAL PRESSURE, OR FORCE THEM TO MAKE DECISIONS THAT REVEAL THEIR DEEPEST MOTIVATLONS.

A MODEL MIGHT ACCURATELY REPRODUCE AN TNDTVIDUAL'S ORDINARY BEHAVTOR BUT FATL WHEN THAT INDIVIDUAL IS FORCED TO
CHOOSE BETWEEN PERSONAL AMBITION AND SOMETHING THEY CONSIDER TRREPLACEABLE.

STRESS-TESTING WOULD HELP GWYN DETERMINE WHETHER THE MODEL COULD REPRODUCE THEIR RESPONSES UNDER CTRCUMSTANCES
THAT STGNTFLCANTLY DEVIATE FROM THETR USUAL EXPERTENCES.

3. CHECKING CONSTSTENCY ACRDSS CONTRADICTIONS.

GWYN WOULD ALSO NEED TO ACCOUNT FOR APPARENT CONTRADTCTIONS IN THEIR BEHAVIOR.

PEOPLE DO NOT ALWAYS ACT CONSISTENTLY WITH THELR PREVIOUS DECISTONS, STATED BELTEFS, OR ESTABLISHED HABLTS.

HOWEVER, SUCK CONTRADICTIONS DO NOT NECESSARILY TNDICATE THAT THELR BEHAVIOR 15 RANDOM.

APERSON MIGHT BEHAVE DTFFERENTLY BECAUSE THELR CTRCUMSTANCES HAVE CHANGED, BECAUSE NEW INFORMATION HAS ALTERED
THELR PRIORITIES, OR BECAUSE COMPETING MOTLVATIONS HAVE PRODUCED AN INTERNAL CONFLLCT.

REFORE, GWYN WOULD NEED TO DETERMINE WHETHER AN APPARENT CONTRADICTION COULD BE EXPLAINED BY THE INDIVIDUAL'S
UNDERLYING PERSONALITY AND THE CIRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING THE DECISTON.

THE OBJECTIVE WOULD NOT BE TO FORCE THE MODELTO REPRODUCE A SINGLE RTGID PATTERN OF BEHAVIOR.

[TWOULD BETO IDENTIFY THE CONDITIONS UNDER WHICH THE INDTVIDUAL DEVIATES FROM THETR USUAL RESPONSES AND TO
REPRODUCE THOSE DEVIATLONS ACCURATELY.



L REFINING THE MODELS WHEN DISCREPANCLES APPEAR.

[F A MODEL PRODUCED AN ACTTON THAT WAS INCONSTSTENT WITH THE INDIVIDUAL'S ESTABLISHED BEHAVIOR, GWYN WOULD NEED TO
IDENTLFY THE SOURCE OF THE DISCREPANCY AND REFINE THE RELEVANT COMPONENTS.

THIS COULD TNVOLVE ADJUSTING THE MODEL'S REPRESENTATION OF THETR MOTIVATIONS, EMOTIONAL TRIGGERS,
DECISTON-MAKING TENDENCIES, OR BEHAVIORAL PATTERNS.

THE REVISED MODEL WOULD THEN NEED TO BE TESTED AGATN TO DETERMINE WHETHER THE ADJUSTMENT TMPROVED TS ACCURACY
WITHOUT INTRODUCING FURTHER INCONSISTENCIES.

RATHER THAN MERELY CONSTRUCTING THREE MODELS, HE WOULD BE CONTINUQUSLY EVALUATING, CORRECTING, AND TMPROVING
THEM UNTLL THEIR OUTPUTS BECAME INCREASINGLY CONSISTENT WITH THE INDIVIDUALS THEY REPRESENTED.

FINALLY, GWYN WOULD NEED TO RUN ALL THREE PERSONALTTIES STMULTANEQUSLY WHILE MATNTAINING A CLEAR SEPARATION
BETWEEN THEM.

THIS 15 PARTICULARLY TMPORTANT BECAUSE THE OBJECTIVETS NOT MERELY TO REPRODUCE THREE INDIVIDUALS INDEPENDENTLY.

HE MUST ALSO ALLOW THEM TO TNTERACT WITH ONE ANOTHER WHILE PRESERVING THE DISTINCTIVE CHARACTERTSTICS OF EACH
PERSONALLTY.

T0 ACCOMPLISH THIS, HE WOULD NEED TO:
L RUN ALLTHREE PERSONALLTY MODELS STMULTANEOUSLY.
L. ALLOW EACH MODEL TO INTERACT WITH THE OTHER TWO.

3. INSURE THAT EACH TNDIVIDUAL'S DECTSTONS REMAIN CONSISTENT WETH THELR OWN COGNITIVE PROCESSES,
MOTLVATIONS, AND EMOTIONAL STATE.



L PRESERVE THE DISTINCTLONS BETWEEN THEIR INDIVIDUAL MEMORIES, KNOWLEDGE, ASSUMPTLONS, AND PERSPECTIVES.

5. ACCOUNT FOR THE WAYS THETR ACTTONS INFLUENCE ONE ANOTHER WITHOUT COLLAPSING THETR PERSONALTTIES INTO A
SINGLE SHARED DECISTON-MAKING SYSTEM.

THE DIFFICULTY LTES TN THE INTERACTION BETWEEN TNDEPENDENCE AND INFLUENCE
LACH INDIVIDUAL MUST REMAIN DISTINCT, BUT THELR BEHAVIOR MUST ALSD CHANGE TN RESPONSE TO THE OTHER TWO.

FOR INSTANCE, ONE INDIVIDUAL S DECISION COULD PROVOKE AN EMOTLONAL RESPONSE IN ANOTHER, WHICH COULD THEN
INFLUENCE THE SECOND INDIVIDUAL'S NEXT ACTION.

THAT ACTION MTGHT SUBSEQUENTLY ALTER THE CTRCUMSTANCES FACED BY THE FIRST INDIVIDUAL, FORCING THEM TO RECONSIDER
THELR OWN STRATEGY.

THE SIMULATLON WOULD THEREFORE NEED TO ACCOUNT FOR SEVERAL INTERCONNECTED CHALNS OF REASONTNG AND BERAVIOR AT
ONCE.

FURTHERMORE, EACH PERSONALLTY WOULD NEED TO PROCESS THESE DEVELOPMENTS ACCORDING TO TTS OWN INTERNAL STRUCTURE.

[F ONETNDTVIDUAL MISINTERPRETS ANOTHER'S INTENTIONS, THE MODEL WOULD NEED TO PRESERVE THAT MTSUNDERSTANDING
RATHER THAN AUTOMATICALLY CORRECTING LT WITH INFORMATION THAT THE INDIVIDUAL DOES NOT POSSES.

LTKEWTSE, TF ONE INDIVIDUAL RECOGNTZES A PATTERN THAT THE OTHERS OVERLOOK, THETR SUBSEQUENT DECTSTONS WOULD NEED TO
REFLECT THAT DIFFERENCE IN UNDERSTANDING.

MATNTAINING THESE DISTINCTIONS 15 ESSENTIAL TO PRODUCING BELTEVABLE INTERACTIONS BETWEEN SEPARATE PERSONALLTIES.

OTHERWISE, THE THREE MODELS COULD BEGTN TO BEHAVE AS THOUGH THEY SHARED THE SAME KNOWLEDGE, ASSUMPTIONS, OR
REASONING PROCESSES.



GWYN WOULD THEREFORE NEED TO MATNTATN THE TNDEPENDENCE OF ALL THREE MODELS WHILE STMULTANEOUSLY ACCOUNTING FOR
THE COMPLEK RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN THEM.

THIS WOULD REQUIRE HIM TO COORDINATE MULTLPLE EVOLVING REPRESENTATIONS OF COGNITION, EMOTION, BEHAVIOR, AND
DECISTON-MAKING WITHOUT ALLOWING THE INFORMATION ASSOCTATED WITH ONE PERSONALLTY TO TMPROPERLY OVERWRLTE THE
INFORMATION ASSOCTATED WLTH ANOTHER.

[N OTHER WORDS, HE WOULD NEED TO PRESERVE THREE DISTINCT PSYCHOLOGICAL STRUCTURES WHILE ALLOWING THEM TO INTERACT
WITHIN A SHARED SIMULATION.

AND THAT 5 ALREADY AN EXTRADRDINARILY COMPLEX TASK.



HOWEVER, WHAT MAKES THTS FEAT EVEN MORE REMARKABLE TS THAT GWYN WAS ABLE TO REPLICATE THE METAPHYSICAL, MENTAL
DIMENSION THAT BLADERS USE TO COMMUNLCATE WITH THELR BEYS.

THIS 5 STGNTFLCANT BECAUSE THE CONNECTION BETWEEN A BLADER AND THELR BEY 15 NOT ALWAYS PRESENTED AS AN ORDINARY
INTERACTION BETWEEN A PERSON AND A PRYSICAL OBECT.

THROUGHOUT THE SERTES, THERE ARE MULTLPLE INSTANCES TN WHICH BLADERS APPEAR TN A MENTAL OR METAPHYSTCAL SPACE WHERE
THEY CAN SEE, INTERACT WITH, AND COMMUNTCATE WITH THELR BEY AVATARS.

THESE ENCOUNTERS ARE PARTICULARLY TMPORTANT BECAUSE THE AVATARS ARE NOT ALWAYS PORTRAYED AS PURELY TMAGINARY
REPRESENTATIONS.

[NSTEAD, THE SERES DEPTCTS CIRCUMSTANCES TN WHICH BEY AVATARS CAN INFLUENCE THE EXTERNAL WORLD OR INTERACT WITH THE
PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT.



FOR EXAMPLE, THEODORE WAS ABLE TO SEE SPRYZEN ABOVE SHU, AMONG OTHER MOMENTS IN THE SERLES TN WHICH CHARACTERS
PERCETVE BEY AVATARS INTERACTING WITH THE PHYSICAL WORLD.
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I've seen many
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THERE ARE ALSO INSTANCES TN WHICH BEYS ARE STATED TO BE CAPABLE OF TAKING CONTROL OF THEIR BLADERS

THESE EXAMPLE ELEVANT BECAUSE THEY SHOW THAT THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN A BLADER AND THELR BEY CAN EXTEND BEYOND
ORDINARY PHYSICAL INTERACTION.

THE BEY TS NOT NECESSARTLY RESTRICTED TO BEING AN OBJECT THAT RESPONDS TO THE MECHANTCAL FORCES APPLLED TO 1T
INSTEAD, THE SERIES PORTRAYS A CONNECTION THROUGH WHICH THE BLADER AND THE BEY CAN COMMUNICATE, INFLUENCE ONE
ANOTHER, AND, UNDER CERTAIN CLRCUMSTANCES, INTERACT WLTH THE WORLD TN WAYS THAT TRANSCEND AN ORDINARY PHYSICAL

EIPLANATION.

WITH THAT TN MIND, CONSTDER WHAT GWYN ACCOMPLISHED.
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HE MANAGED TO CREATE A ONE-TO-ONE REPLICA OF THE EXPERTENCE ASSOCTATED WITH THIS CONNECTION WITHOUT ACTUALLY
COMMUNICATING WITH HIS OWN BEY OR SEEING ANOTHER BEY AVATAR.

THIS 15 AN TMPORTANT DISTINCTION.

GWYN DID NOT STMPLY OBSERVE AN EXTSTING INTERACTION BETWEEN A BLADER AND THELR BEY AND THEN REPRODUCEIT

RATHER, HE MANAGED TO RECREATE THE EXPERIENCE TTSELF THROUGH HIS OWN MENTAL PROCESSES.

T0 ACCOMPLISH THIS, HE WOULD HAVE NEEDED TO REPRODUCE NOT ONLY THE PERSONALTTLES INVOLVED, BUT ALSO THE STRUCTURE OF
THE EXPERTENCE THROUGH WHICH THOSE PERSONALLTLES COULD INTERACT WITH THE RELEVANT METAPHYSICAL DIMENSION.

[N OTHER WORDS, THE STMULATION WOULD NEED TO ACCOUNT FOR MORE THAN THE ORDINARY EXCHANGE OF INFORMATION
BETWEEN THREE PSYCHOLOGICAL MODELS.

[TWOULD ALSO NEED TO REPRODUCE THE CHARACTERTSTICS OF AN ENVIRONMENT TN WHICH THE BLADER-BEY CONNECTION (OULD BE
EAPERTENCED AS SOMETHING DISTINCT FROM ORDINARY PHYSICAL INTERACTION.



THIS MAKES THE FEAT CONSIDERABLY MORE BROKEN, AS THE TMPORTANT DISTINCTION TS THAT GWYN'S STMULATION WOULD NEED
T0 REPRODUCE THE RELEVANT PROPERTLES OF THAT EXPERLENCE, NOT MERELY ITS OUTWARD APPEARANICE.

[F THE ORTGINAL EXPERIENCE ALLOWS A BLADER TO PERCEIVE AND COMMUNTCATE WITH THETR BEY AVATAR, THEN A FATTHFUL
REPLICATION WOULD NEED TO ACCOUNT FOR THE INFORMATION EXCHANGED, THE PERCEPTIONS INVOLVED, AND THE WAYS TH
PARTICIPANTS RESPOND TO ONE ANOTHER.

STMILARLY, TF THE EXPERTENCE PERMITS INTERACTIONS THAT CAN INFLUENCE THE PHYSICAL WORLD, THEN REPRODUCING THE
EXPERIENCE WOULD REQUIRE THE MODEL TO ACCOUNT FOR THOSE INTERACTLONS TO THE EXTENT THAT THEY ARE INCLUDED IN THE
FEAT.

ADDITIONALLY, THERE TS ANOTHER TMPORTANT ASPECT OF THIS FEAT TO CONSIDER: THE CONCEPTUAL TDENTITLES OF THE
INDIVIDUALS GWYN REPLICATED.
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[N THE AUTHOR'S DISCUSSTON DF THE PROTAGONTSTS' THEMES, THE CHARACTERS ARE DESCRIBED AS EMBODIMENTS OF THETR
RESPECTIVE CONCEPTS AND AS BEING IMBUED WLTH THOSE CONCEPTS.



ONE PARTICULARLY RELEVANT EXAMPLE TS VALT, WHOSE CONCEPT 1S DESCRIBED AS “POTENTIAL”
THE STGNTFICANCE OF THTS TS THAT THE CONCEPT TS NOT STMPLY AN ABSTRACT TDEA ASSOCTATED WITH VALT'S PERSONALLTY.

WITHIN THE FRAMEWORK OF THE NARRATIVE, TT 1§ PRESENTED AS SOMETHING THAT FUNDAMENTALLY DEFTNES HTS CHARACTER




VALT TS DESCRIBED AS POSSESSTNG INFINTTE POTENTIAL, REINFORCING THE RELATIONSHTP BETWEEN HIS CONCEPTUAL IDENTITY AND
THE DEFINING THEME OF KIS CHARACTERIZATION.

THIS ESTABLISHES AN TMPORTANT DISTINCTION BETWEEN A CHARACTER WHO MERELY REPRESENTS AN IDEA SYMBOLLCALLY AND A
CHARACTER WHOSE NARRATIVE IDENTLTY 1§ FUNDAMENTALLY TIED TO THAT IDEA.

A CHARACTER MIGHT EXHTBIT POTENTLAL, FOR EXAMPLE, WITHOUT NECESSARILY EMBODYING THE CONCEPT OF POTENTIAL TTSELF

HOWEVER, TF THE NARRATIVE EXPLICITLY ESTABLISHES THAT POTENTIAL TS THE CHARACTER S DEFINTNG CONCEPT AND THAT THE
CHARACTER TS IMBUED WITH IT, THEN THE RELATIONSHIP BECOMES CONSIDERABLY MORE SLGNIFICANT.

THUS—THE CONCEPT BECOMES A DEFINING PRINCIPLE THROUGH WHICH THE CHARACTER CAN BE UNDERSTOOD.

WITH THAT TN MIND, WE CAN TURN TO DANTE

with Hiro Morita

DANTE'S CONCEPT AND THEME ARE " FRTENDSHIP."

THIS MEANS THAT TN THIS FRAMEWORK BELNG DISCUSSED, DANTE 15 NOT STMPLY A CHARACTER WHO VALUES FRIENDSHIP.



RATHER, HE EMBODIES THAT CONCEPT AND 15 IMBUED WITHTT.

FRLENDSHIP 15 THEREFORE A FUNDAMENTAL PART OF HIS CONCEPTUAL TDENTITY, INFLUENCING THE WAY HIS CHARACTER TS PRESENTED
AND THE ROLE HE OCCUPLES WITHIN THE NARRATIVE.

REPLICATING DANTE WOULD CONSEQUENTLY TNVOLVE MORE THAN REPRODUCING HIS ORDINARY BEHAVIOR, SPEECH PATTERNS, OR
EMOTIONAL RESPONSES.

[F FRIENDSHIP 1§ HIS DEFINING CONCEPT, THEN A SUFFICLENTLY ACCURATE CONCEPTUAL REPLICATION WOULD NEED TO ACCOUNT FOR
THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THAT CONCEPT AND THE PSYCHOLOGICAL CHARACTERTSTICS THROUGH WHLCH 1T 15 EXPRESSED.

GWYN WOULD NEED TO TDENTIFY THE PRINCTPLES THAT DEFINE DANTE'S RELATIONSHIP WITH FRIENDSHTP, UNDERSTAND HOW THOSE
PRINCIPLES INFLUENCE RIS DECISIONS, AND REPRODUCE THE EMOTIONAL AND BEHAVIORAL PROCESSES THROUGH WHICH THE CONCEPT
MANTFESTS TTSELF.

HE WOULD NEED TO ACCOUNT FOR HOW FRIENDSHIP INFLUENCES DANTE'S MOTIVATIONS, HTS RELATIONSHIPS WITH OTHERS, HIS
RESPONSES TO CONFLLCT, AND HIS DECISIONS WHEN THE PEOPLE HE CARES ABOUT ARE PLACED IN DIFFICULT SITUATIONS.

MORE TMPORTANTLY, HE WOULD NEED TO UNDERSTAND HOW THIS CONCEPT INFLUENCES DANTE'S RESPONSES ACROSS DIFFERENT
CLRCUMSTANCES.

FRIENDSHLP CAN MANTFEST THROUGH COOPERATION, LOYALTY, TRUST, SACRIFLCE, EMOTIONAL SUPPORT, AND THE DESTRETO
UNDERSTAND OTHERS.

HOWEVER, THE SPECTFLC EXPRESSTON OF FRIENDSHIP CAN CHANGE DEPENDING ON THE STTUATION.

SOMETIMES TT MIGHT INVOLVE ENCOURAGING SOMEONE,

AT OTHER TIMES, T MIGHT INVOLVE CONFRONTING THEM, CHALLENGING THETR DECISTONS, OR REFUSING TO ABANDON THEM
WHEN CIRCUMSTANCES BECOME DIFFICULT.



THEREFORE, REPRODUCING DANTE'S CONCEPTUAL IDENTLTY WOULD REQUIRE MORE THAN ASSTGNING HIM A FIXED SET OF BERAVIORS
ASSOCLATED WITH FRIENDSHIP.

[TWOULD REQUTRE GWYN TO MODEL THE UNDERLYING PRINCIPLE AND REPRODUCE THE DIFFERENT WAYS IT COULD INFLUENCE
DANTE'S ACTIONS.

GWYN WAS ABLE TO CREATE A PERFECT REPLICA OF HIM.

THIS MEANS THAT GWYN WAS ABLE TO TDENTIFY, QUANTLFY, AND DEDUCE THE CONCEPTUAL STRUCTURE ASSOCTATED WITH DANTE,
WHILE ALSO PERCEIVING, UNDERSTANDING, AND REPRODUCING THE EMOTIONS INVOLVED IN EXPRESSING THAT CONCEPT.



TO FURTHER REINFORCE GWYN'S CONCEPTUAL REPLICATION, WE MUST ALSO CONSTDER HIS ABILITY TO CREATE A REPLICA OF DELTA'S
S0UL.

AS ESTABLISHED TN MY PREVIOUS ANALYSTS OF BLIND, DELTATS REPEATEDLY ASSOCTATED WITH THE CONCEPT OF THE DEVIL,
PARTICULARLY THROUGH THE SYMBOLLSM HE HAS SURROUNDING SATAN AND LUCTFER.



FURTHERMORE, THE RELATLONSHTP BETWEEN A BLADER AND THETR BEY PROVIDES A FRAMEWORK THROUGH WHICH THE SYMBOLISM
ASSOCTATED WITH A BEY ALSO REFLECTS ASPECTS OF ITS BLADER'S INNER IDENTITY.

[T EXTENDS TO THE CONCEPTUAL TDENTITY THAT HTS CHARACTER REPRESENTS.



ll, only I can see the
darkness within him.

R

AS TESTABLISHED TN MY BLIND ANALYSTS, THE DARKNESS WITHIN DELTA TS PARTICULARLY TMPORTANT BECAUSE BLIND
DEMONSTRATES AN ABILITY T0 PERCETVE SOMETHING ABOUT DELTA THAT T NOT READILY APPARENT TO ORDINARY OBSERVERS.

THE STGNTFLCANCE OF THIS BECOMES EVEN GREATER WHEN WE CONSIDER DANTE.

DANTE'S DEFINING CONCEPT 15 FRIENDSHIP

E EMBODIES THAT CONCEPT AND TS IMBUED WITH IT




{ET, DESPITE THTS CONCEPTUAL ASSOCTATION, DANTE TS UNABLE TO PERCETVE THE DARKNESS WITHIN DELT

THIS TS TMPORTANT BECAUSE IT ESTABLISHES A CONTRAST BETWEEN THE INFORMATION ACCESSTBLE TO DANTE AND THE
INFORMATION THAT BLIND 15 ABLE TO PERCETVE.

DANTE'S TNABTLITY TO PERCELVE DELTA'S INNER DARKNESS SHOWS THAT DELTA POSSESSES AN ASPECT OF HIS IDENTLTY THAT REMAINS
(ONCEALED EVEN FROM SOMEONE WHOSE DEFINING CONCEPT IS FRIENDSHIP.

[F GIVYN WAS ABLE TO CREATE A REPLICA OF DELTA'S SOUL, THEN THE FEAT WOULD TNVOLVE REPRODUCING THE CHARACTERTSTICS
ASSOCTATED WITH DELTA'S TNNER TDENTITY RATHER THAN MERELY IMITATING HIS OUTWARD BERAVIOR

AREPLLCA THAT ONLY REPRODUCES DELTA'S SPEECH, HABLTS, AND OBSERVABLE REACTIONS WOULD NOT NECESSARILY CAPTURE THE
UNDERLYING CHARACTERISTLCS THAT DEFINE HIM.

T0 REPRODUCE DELTA'S SOUL, GWYN WOULD NEED TO RECONSTRUCT THE INTERNAL STRUCTURE ASSOCTATED WITH DELTA'S TDENTITY,
INCLUDING THE COGNITIVE, EMOTIONAL, AND MOTIVATIONAL CHARACTERISTICS THAT INFLUENCE KIS BEHAVIOR.



GWYN WOULD THEREFORE NEED TO REPRODUCE NOT ONE UNIVERSAL CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK, BUT DISTINCT CONCEPTUAL
STRUCTURES CORRESPONDING TO THE TDENTITLES OF THE INDIVIDUALS HE'S REPLLCATING,

NOW, WHEN

L

WE COMBINE ALL OF THESE COMPONENTS, WE CAN BEGIN TO UNDERSTAND THE FULL SCOPE OF GWYN'S FEAT

INFORMATION ACQUISITION: GWYN GATHERS SUFFLCTENT INFORMATION ABOUT THE THREE INDIVIDUALS TO CONSTRUCT
DETALLED REPRESENTATIONS OF THELR CHARACTERISTICS.

PSYCHOLOGICAL DECOMPOSITION: HE SEPARATES THELR IDENTITIES INTO COGNITIVE, EMOTIONAL, AND BEHAVIORAL
(OMPONENTS.

[DENTITY RECONSTRUCTION: HE TDENTIFLES THELR UNDERLYING MOTIVATLONS, VALUE HIERARCHIES, AND RESPONSES T0
FALLURE TO PRESERVE THELR INDIVIDUAL IDENTLTLES.

PREDTCTIVE MODELTNG: HE TRANSFORMS THESE COMPONENTS INTO SYSTEMS CAPABLE OF GENERATING DECISTONS AND
ACTIONS TN RESPONSE TO CHANGING CIRCUMSTANCES.

DYNAMIC SIMULATLON: HE ALLOWS THE MODELS TO EVOLVE, ADAPT, AND LEARN WHILE RUNNING MULTLPLE SCENARTOS
SIMULTANEQUSLY

VALTDATION AND REFINEMENT: HE COMPARES THE STMULATED BEHAVIOR AGAINST ESTABLISHED EVIDENCE AND CORRECTS
INCONSISTENCLES.

STMULTANEQUS PERSONALLTY REPLICATION: HE RUNS ALL THREE PERSONALLTIES AT ONCE WHILE MATNTAINING THEIR
SEPARATION AND ALLOWING THEM TO INTERACT.

METAPHYSTCAL REPLLCATION: HE REPRODUCES THE EXPERIENCE ASSOCTATED WITH THE MENTAL OR METAPHYSTCAL DIMENSION
THROUGH WHICH BLADERS COMMUNTCATE WITH THETR BEYS

CONCEPTUAL REPLICATION: HE REPRODUCES TNDIVIDUALS WHOSE DEFINING CONCEPTS ARE FUNDAMENTAL TO THETR
IDENTITLES, INCLUDING DANTE'S CONECPT OF FRIENDSHIP AND DELTA'S CONCEPT WITH SATAN OR LUCTFER.



10 SOUL REPLTCATION: HE REPRODUCES DELTA'S SOUL, THEREBY EXTENDING THE FEAT BEYOND THE IMITATION OF OUTWARD
BEHAVIOR INTO THE REPLLCATION OF CHARACTERTSTICS ASSOCIATED WITH DELTA'S INNER IDENTITY.



