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A Reconstructed, In-Depth Analysis of Takuya 
Yagami and the Cliff Incident 
The following analysis reconstructs and deepens Ayanokoji’s deductions, integrating every 
detail from the original assessment while refining the logical chain. The argument is presented 
holistically—mirroring Ayanokoji’s own mode of reasoning—where disparate observations 
converge into a single coherent thesis: Takuya Yagami is the second White Room agent, the 
architect of the cliff incident, and the hidden driver of the cross-year conflict. 

Part I — Reassessing Takuya: The Facade and the Hidden 
Agenda 

The Anomaly in Tsubaki’s Behavior 

The first crack appears during culture festival preparations. Satou, visibly tense, discloses that 
Tsubaki approached her with a proposal to eliminate Kei—claiming she was acting under 
Takuya’s orders. For most students, this would be a straightforward lead, but Ayanokoji 
immediately identifies it as the central anomaly that unravels Takuya’s mask. 

Why would Tsubaki, a first‑year operating in the shadows, voluntarily expose sensitive, 
incriminating information to a second‑year student she barely knows? Information that could be 
relayed directly to Ayanokoji? The act is self‑defeating for anyone genuinely conspiring with 
Takuya, and it violates every principle of covert maneuvering Tsubaki had previously 
demonstrated. 

Ayanokoji concludes that Tsubaki’s disclosure is not a confession but a frame job. By invoking 
Takuya’s name, she aims to turn Ayanokoji’s suspicion toward Takuya—not because Takuya is 
innocent, but because she calculates that this will achieve two objectives simultaneously: 

●​ Deflect attention from her own machinations by providing a false trail. 
●​ Sow discord between Takuya and Ayanokoji, weakening them both regardless of who 

prevails. 
(fri, ei: understanding, ei: perception, si: cognition, perception, observation, mental 
construction, data analysis, statistical inference, deduction, critical thinking, analytical 
thinking, convergent thinking, intuition, situational awareness, contrasting, thought 
process discerning, strategy discerning) 

The Contrived Hostility Toward Takuya 

Tsubaki’s animosity toward Takuya feels theatrical. Ayanokoji notes that during earlier 
interactions, Tsubaki displayed no particular grudge against Takuya; her hostility flares suddenly, 
as if calibrated for maximum effect rather than born of genuine grievance. In the world of 



 

political maneuvering at ANHS, true grudges simmer quietly—they do not erupt in convenient, 
public declarations designed to persuade a specific listener. 

Even more damning is the absence of hostility toward Honsen. If Tsubaki’s motive were revenge 
or class rivalry—her stated rationale—Honsen, as a violent and domineering student from a rival 
first‑year class, should logically have been her primary target. Yet Honsen is conspicuously 
absent from her accusations. This asymmetry points to a deeper truth: Honsen is irrelevant to 
her genuine agenda, and Takuya is the true focal point of her fear or hatred. 

(fri, ei: understanding, observation, mental construction, data analysis,statistical 
inference, deduction, induction, situational awareness, critical thinking, analytical 
thinking, convergent thinking) 

Takuya’s Facade as the Ideal Classmate 

To understand why Tsubaki would target Takuya, we must first understand Takuya’s public 
persona. He is often compared to Hirata—reliable, empathetic, diplomatic, and universally 
trusted. He presents himself as a peacemaker and a stabilizing force within Class 1‑B. This 
image is so meticulously maintained that even observant students accept it without question. 

Ayanokoji, however, recognizes this as a constructed identity. His own experience as someone 
who has fabricated a personality allows him to spot the seams: Takuya’s composure never 
cracks, his empathy never proves inconvenient, and his interventions invariably produce 
outcomes that strengthen his position. Perfection of this degree is not natural; it is engineered. 

(fri, si: cognition, perception, observation, mental construction, data analysis, statistical 
inference, deduction, induction, abduction, critical thinking, analytical thinking, 
analogical thinking, associative thinking, convergent thinking, constancy, constructivity) 

The First‑Semester Expulsion: Takuya’s Opening Move 

A pivotal event that others dismissed as an unfortunate rule violation was, in Ayanokoji’s eyes, 
the origin point of Takuya’s grand design. During the first semester, a valuable student from 
Tsubaki’s Class 1‑C was expelled for breaking school rules. 

Ayanokoji examines this incident through the lens of cui bono and method. Honsen, with his 
brutish tactics, could have threatened the student, but threats against a valuable class asset 
would likely have backfired—the victim could have sought help from classmates, teachers, or 
the student council. Physical coercion is ill‑suited for inducing isolated, self‑destructive rule 
violations. 

Instead, the expulsion bears the hallmark of psychological manipulation: the victim acted 
voluntarily, believing it was in his own interest—or at least not recognizing the trap until it was 
too late. Such manipulation requires the perpetrator to be someone the victim deeply trusted, 
someone whose counsel would not be questioned. Takuya, with his reputation as a dependable, 
charismatic figure, fits this profile precisely. He could have cultivated a relationship with the 



 

victim across class lines, whispered the fatal suggestion, and then retreated, leaving no trace of 
his involvement. 

The calculated removal of a high‑value asset from Class 1‑C was not an end in itself. It was a 
strategic detonation designed to: 

●​ Destabilize Tsubaki’s class and weaken its collective resolve. 
●​ Provoke Tsubaki herself into a desperate, aggressive response. 
●​ Set the stage for the chaos of the Uninhabited Island Exam, where desperation would 

make Class 1‑C a predictable, exploitable pawn. 

(fri, ei: understanding, si: cognition, perception, observation, mental construction, data 
analysis, statistical inference, deduction, induction, abduction, critical thinking, 
analytical thinking, convergent thinking, psychological insight, constancy, constructivity) 

Part II — Deconstructing the Cliff Incident 

The Uninhabited Island Exam provided the arena for Takuya’s plan to unfold. Among the exam’s 
many hardships, the cliff incident stands apart as the most bizarre—and, upon dissection, the 
most revealing. 

The Scene of the Incident 

Ayanokoji’s group is drawn to the scene by a persistent beeping sound. He immediately notes 
two critical anomalies: 

●​ The beeping does not stop, meaning the person who triggered the watch’s alarm is 
unable to turn it off—likely unconscious or incapacitated. 

●​ There are two distinct beeping sources, indicating multiple victims. 

Upon arrival, he discovers Komiya and Kinoshita at the base of the cliff. Both are injured and 
unconscious. Surveying the area, he finds unidentified footprints measuring approximately 
21–24 cm—smaller than his own and inconsistent with any member of Shinohara’s group. 
These prints do not belong to the victims. 

(gai, vsi, fri, observation, perception, mental construction, data analysis, statistical 
inference, deduction, critical thinking, analytical thinking, convergent thinking) 

Eliminating Shinohara as the Perpetrator 

Ayanokoji immediately rules out Shinohara. If she had been present when her teammates fell, 
even in a state of panic, she would not have abandoned them without checking their condition. 
The absolute minimum—calling for help—would have left traces, and yet she is absent. 
Shinohara’s later testimony confirms she fled and hid, but her flight is a reaction to witnessing a 
perpetrator, not culpability. 



 

(fri, ei: understanding, mental construction, statistical inference, critical thinking, 
deduction, constancy, psychological insight) 

The Impossibility of Accidental Double Fall 

The simultaneous fall of two people from a cliff defies probability. The only plausible accident 
would be a rescue attempt gone wrong: one person slips, the other tries to grab them and also 
falls. However, this sequence would leave evidence of a struggle, hesitation, or a reach. The 
footprints and the positioning of the victims instead suggest a single, forceful push that sent both 
over the edge in one motion. This requires: 

●​ Immense physical strength and precision. 
●​ Sufficient stealth that neither victim saw the assailant before the push. 
●​ Knowledge of the terrain to approach from an unseen angle. 

The perpetrator, Ayanokoji concludes, possessed a level of skill far beyond an ordinary student. 

(fri, observation, knowledge, critical thinking, analytical thinking, mental construction, 
data analysis, statistical inference, deduction, induction, convergent thinking, intuition, 
situational awareness) 

The Hidden Presence and Its Strange Behavior 

During the inspection of the scene, Ayanokoji senses someone watching—a hidden presence. 
This observer does not flee immediately, nor does it attack. Instead, it lingers, as if wanting to be 
noticed but not identified. When Nanase gives chase, the presence eludes her and vanishes. 

This paradoxical behavior is the key to understanding the incident’s purpose. If the goal were 
simply to harm second‑year students, the observer would have no reason to linger. If the goal 
were to remain undetected, it would have fled immediately. Instead, the presence behaves as 
an intentional semaphore—a signal designed to provoke a specific reaction. 

Ayanokoji interprets this signal as a declaration: Something has happened, and it was not an 
accident. Look deeper. Look toward the first‑years. 

The footprint size (21–24 cm) aligns with a younger student, reinforcing the first‑year 
connection. The hidden presence, by drawing attention to itself and then escaping, ensures that 
the incident will be interpreted as an act of cross‑year aggression rather than an internal 
second‑year matter—precisely the interpretation Ayanokoji ultimately adopts. 

(wmi, gai, vsi, fri, ei: understanding, ei: management, observation, perception, situational 
awareness, intuition, critical thinking, analytical thinking, convergent thinking, divergent 
thinking, deduction, induction, statistical inference, mental construction, data analysis, 
stress control, impulse management, cognitive discipline) 

 



 

Shinohara’s Testimony and the First‑Year Connection 

When Shinohara is found and questioned, she provides the final piece: 

●​ She witnessed someone push her teammates. 
●​ She hid out of fear and did not see the assailant’s face. 
●​ Her group had encountered a group of first‑years earlier. 

Shinohara’s sighting of the push confirms foul play. Her group’s prior encounter with first‑years 
provides the narrative vector: someone from the first‑year cohort is responsible. The logical 
deduction—given the bounty on Ayanokoji and the exam’s structure—is that the first‑years are 
mounting an organized offensive against all second‑year groups. 

(fri, eu: understanding, mental construction, data analysis, statistical inference, 
induction, abduction, critical thinking, analytical thinking, convergent thinking, 
associative thinking, caution, situational awareness, intuition) 

Ayanokoji’s Strategic Response 

Ayanokoji’s decision to assemble all second‑year leaders and prepare for an all‑out cross‑year 
conflict is a calculated escalation. He does not know the full truth at this point, but he 
recognizes: 

●​ The cliff incident was not an isolated event but the opening salvo of a coordinated 
campaign. 

●​ The perpetrator wanted this escalation to occur, perhaps to create chaos that would 
serve a hidden purpose. 

●​ Even if the incident was a false flag, the risk of genuine first‑year aggression is too high 
to ignore—preparation is the rational response. 

By embracing the conflict rather than defusing it, Ayanokoji turns the incident into a defensive 
mobilization, depriving the instigator of the element of surprise while simultaneously drawing the 
true mastermind into the open. 

(wmi, fri, ei: management, mental construction, pattern recognition, data analysis , 
statistical inference, critical thinking, convergent thinking, analytical thinking, divergent 
thinking, caution, situational awareness, intuition, decision making, strategy discerning, 
deduction, induction, holistic thinking, adaptability, situational optimisation, planning 
formulation, tactical responsiveness, risk calculation, risk management, concrete 
anticipation, field envisioning, prediction, impulse management, cognitive discipline, 
field safeguarding)  



 

 

Part III — The Revelation of Takuya 

Ichika’s Intervention and the Second Agent 

The appearance of Ichika wielding a prepared tree branch marks a turning point. The branch is 
not a random piece of wood; it is deliberately sharpened into a weapon, indicating premeditation 
and combat readiness. Ichika discards it, declares she means no harm, and reveals her identity 
as a White Room agent. 

Her statements contain two crucial pieces of information: 

●​ She was involved in the events surrounding the cliff incident, but she is not the culprit. 
●​ She hopes Ayanokoji will not be “crushed,” implying the existence of a stronger, more 

dangerous opponent—another White Room agent. 

Ayanokoji immediately deduces the presence of a second WR agent, one who actually 
committed the cliff push. Ichika’s presence, her weapon, and her cryptic warning coalesce into a 
single narrative: Ichika intercepted and drove off the real culprit before they could attack 
Ayanokoji directly, confiscating the weapon in the process. 

This inference is confirmed when Ayanokoji tracks Ichika’s footprints and discovers additional 
prints that do not belong to her. Someone else arrived at the scene before Ichika—someone 
who prepared the weapon, intended harm, and was forced to retreat. The prepared weapon 
itself tells a story: its existence means the hidden person knew about the bounty hunt special 
exam, or was acting on behalf of someone who did, and was prepared for violent confrontation. 

(vsi, vci, gai, fri, observation, mental construction, data analysis, statistical inference, 
cognitive adaptability, critical thinking, analytical thinking, systematic thinking, 
convergent thinking, deduction, induction, caution, intuition, situational awareness, 
strategy discerning) 

The Cross‑Year War and Tsubaki’s Role 

When the cross‑year conflict finally concludes, Ayanokoji identifies Tsubaki as the public‑facing 
mastermind. Her motivation is now clear: 

●​ The expulsion of her valuable classmate in the first semester left her class crippled and 
desperate. 

●​ The upcoming special exam offered class points as rewards, creating a high‑stakes 
incentive to target the second‑years and, specifically, Ayanokoji. 

●​ She initially hesitated to expel Ayanokoji, but desperation overrode reluctance; she 
needed a decisive win to salvage her class’s standing. 



 

Tsubaki’s decision to reveal herself as Class 1‑C’s true leader, despite previously operating 
anonymously, further confirms this reading: she was pushed to the brink and gambled 
everything on a single, all‑or‑nothing maneuver. 

But for Ayanokoji, Tsubaki is a pawn, not the king. Her desperation made her psychologically 
predictable. Someone else set the board before she ever made a move. 

(wmi, fri, ei: understanding, mental construction, data analysis, statistical inference, 
convergent thinking, critical thinking, analytical thinking, deduction, induction, cognitive 
adaptability, intuition, awareness, thought process discerning, strategy discerning, 
construction, contrasting, psychological insight, social cognition, social awareness) 

The Finger Pointing at Takuya 

Every thread now converges on Takuya Yagami. 

The handwriting evidence is subtle but telling: Takuya’s handwriting is unnaturally precise, a 
characteristic of individuals trained from a young age in environments where perfection is 
demanded—environments like the White Room. Casual observers might dismiss this as a quirk, 
but Ayanokoji, familiar with WR training regimens, recognizes it as a behavioral fingerprint. 

Strategic capability narrows the field further. Among all first‑year students aware of the bounty 
on Ayanokoji, only Takuya possesses the cognitive toolkit to orchestrate operations of this 
complexity: manipulating a classmate across class lines, engineering an incident that would be 
misattributed, anticipating the cascading effects on group psychology, and maintaining a 
flawless public persona throughout. Honsen is brute force; Tsubaki is desperation; Takuya is 
orchestration. 

The connection to Tsukishiro completes the picture. The theory that Tsukishiro’s true objective 
was evaluation rather than expulsion—testing Ayanokoji’s abilities under realistic, high‑stakes 
pressure—implies the deployment of WR agents specifically designed to challenge him. Takuya, 
positioned as a trusted classmate, is the perfect evaluator: close enough to observe, competent 
enough to threaten, and deniable if discovered. 

(wmi, fri, gai, observation, perception, social cognition, deceit discerning, strategy 
discerning, mental construction, pattern recognition, data analysis, statistical inference, 
deduction, induction, critical thinking, analytical thinking, convergent thinking, 
associative thinking, constructivity, constancy)  

Resolving the Kushida Contradiction 

One apparent inconsistency troubled Ayanokoji: Takuya’s claim of having attended the same 
junior high school as Kushida. If Takuya is a WR agent, raised in the White Room’s isolated 
environment, he could not have attended a regular school. 



 

The resolution is elegant and consistent with Takuya’s demonstrated methodology. Tsukishiro, 
with access to comprehensive student records, provided Takuya with a detailed dossier on 
Kushida’s past. Takuya then: 

●​ Reconstructed her behavioral patterns and psychological vulnerabilities. 
●​ Crafted a persona—a junior from her former school—that would resonate with her 

specific fears. 
●​ Approached her with just enough verifiable detail to establish credibility, without exposing 

himself to contradiction. 
●​ Anticipated that Kushida, driven by her obsessive need to protect her image, would 

attempt to eliminate anyone who might expose her past. 

This cultivated relationship served multiple purposes: 

●​ A test of manipulation: Could he control someone as unstable as Kushida? 
●​ A stress‑test of her utility: How far would she go to protect herself, and could that 

volatility be weaponized? 
●​ A distraction vector: Kushida’s chaos would consume Ayanokoji’s attention, providing 

cover for Takuya’s larger operations. 

The claimed shared past was never a truth to be verified—it was a constructed key designed to 
unlock Kushida’s destructive potential. 

(wmi, fri, gai, ei: understanding, social cognition, observation, mental construction, data 
analysis, statistical inference, intuition, metacognition, constructivity, critical thinking, 
analytical thinking, convergent thinking, divergent thinking, associative thinking, 
decompositional thinking, non-linear thinking, deduction, abduction, intuition, strategy 
discerning, deceit discerning, thought process discerning) 

Synthesis: The Unseen Hand 

Ayanokoji’s final conclusion is not a single epiphany but the convergence of multiple 
independent lines of evidence: 

Evidence Thread Implication 

Tsubaki’s forced disclosure and 
contrived hostility 

She is framing Takuya, not conspiring with him. 

The first‑semester expulsion Requires psychological manipulation, not 
coercion—Takuya’s strength. 

Tsubaki’s lack of animosity toward 
Honsen 

The true threat is Takuya, not Honsen. 



 

The cliff incident’s peculiar signature A skilled, stealthy perpetrator, not a random 
first‑year. 

The lingering hidden presence Deliberately signaling to provoke cross‑year conflict. 

Footprint size (21–24 cm) Consistent with a first‑year male. 

Ichika’s revelation and the second 
weapon 

A second WR agent exists and someone under them 
was driven off. 

Takuya’s handwriting precision Behavioral residue of WR training. 

Takuya’s strategic capability among 
first‑years 

Only he can orchestrate at this level. 

The fabricated Kushida connection Demonstrates his access to intelligence and 
psychological profiling skills. 

Tsukishiro’s evaluative, not 
expulsive, objective 

Deployment of WR agents for testing, not brute‑force 
removal. 

The cliff incident was not a random act of violence, nor was it Tsubaki’s desperate gamble. It 
was Takuya’s catalyst—a meticulously designed event calculated to: 

●​ Eliminate or incapacitate second‑year students, weakening the grade. 
●​ Create the appearance of a first‑year‑led offensive, triggering Ayanokoji’s defensive 

mobilization. 
●​ Funnel the resulting chaos toward a kill box where Takuya could confront Ayanokoji 

under optimal conditions. 

The attack on Komiya and Kinoshita was a message written in blood: I am here. I am capable. 
And I am coming for you. The lingering observer, the footprint evidence, the prepared 
weapon—all of it was part of a multi‑layered psychological operation designed to manipulate not 
only the battlefield but Ayanokoji’s own perception of the battlefield. 

Ayanokoji’s holistic reasoning, which may appear disjointed to an outside observer, is precisely 
what allows him to see the pattern. He does not build his case from premises to conclusions in a 
linear fashion; instead, he holds every piece simultaneously and waits for the shape to emerge. 
When it does, the shape is unmistakably Takuya Yagami—the calm, empathetic classmate with 
the precise handwriting, the invisible hand behind the expulsion, the cliff, and the war. 

What remains unknown is the why. The full scope of Takuya’s motives, his personal history 
within the White Room, and the nature of his mission beyond evaluation—these are questions 
that the deductions have not yet answered. But the who and the what are settled. Takuya 
Yagami is the second White Room agent, and every significant anomaly in the UIE exam 
radiates outward from his hidden orchestration. 



 

(Wmi, psi, fri, gai, mental construction, pattern recognition, data analysis, statistical 
inference, data assortment, induction, constructivity, constancy, critical thinking, 
analytical thinking, decompositional thinking, associative thinking, convergent thinking, 
holistic thinking, non-linear thinking, abstract thinking, metacognition, deceit discerning, 
strategy discerning) 

Categories: 

(wmi, psi, cpi, vsi, vci, fri, gai, ei: understanding, ei: perception, ei: management, social 
cognition, social awareness, stress control, impulse management, cognitive discipline, 
crystallised intel, fluid intel, Gardner’s theory, knowledge, memory, observation, 
perception, mental construction, data analysis, statistical inference, data assortment, 
constructivity, contrasting, constancy, concrete anticipation, field envisioning, 
prediction, risk management, psychological insight, risk calculation, tactical 
responsiveness, improvising, planning formulation, optimisation, cognitive adaptability, 
critical thinking, analytical thinking, associative thinking, convergent thinking, divergent 
thinking, systematic thinking, holistic thinking, decompositional thinking, linear thinking, 
non-linear thinking, deduction, abduction, induction, caution, decision making, intuition, 
situational awareness, metacognition, thought process discerning, strategy discerning, 
deceit discerning, field safeguarding) 

Takuya Yagami: A Psychoanalytic Deconstruction of 
the White Room’s Fractured Prodigy 
Takuya Yagami’s tenure at the Advanced Nurturing High School unfolds as a deeply layered 
case study in psychological contradiction. As a confirmed operative of the White Room’s later 
generations, he enters the story burdened with institutional expectations—yet his every move 
betrays a deviation so profound that it ultimately redefines the purpose of his presence. 
Ayanokoji’s observations, combined with a formal psychoanalytic lens, reveal an individual 
suspended between conditioned perfection and emotional implosion, between the desire to 
destroy his predecessor and the desperate need to be understood by him. The following 
analysis synthesizes Ayanokoji’s deductions with psychoanalytic interpretation, preserving every 
nuance from both sources and clarifying their deeper implications. 

The Behavioral Paradox: Strategic Neutrality as Latent Opposition 

Ayanokoji’s framework for understanding later‑generation White Room students rests on a 
binary: those who revere him, like Ichika Amasawa, and those who harbor jealousy and 
resentment. Takuya clearly belongs to the latter category. Yet his initial behavior defies the 
expected pattern. He does not attempt to directly expel Ayanokoji, nor does he align with Ichika 
or obey Tsukishiro’s directives—despite orchestrating the cross‑year war, a conflict designed to 
destabilize the school’s hierarchy and expose Ayanokoji’s resources. 



 

This restraint is not passivity. It is a calculated posture of observation. Ayanokoji recognizes that 
Takuya’s failure to reveal himself even after Tsukishiro’s disappearance suggests a distinct 
agenda: he is not simply waiting for an opportunity to strike but is instead engaged in a 
prolonged process of evaluation. The cross‑year war, the delayed disclosure of critical 
information, and the cliff strategy all serve a single overarching function—to test Ayanokoji’s 
capabilities and map the contours of his influence. Takuya is not merely an enemy; he is a field 
researcher of Ayanokoji’s mind. 

Psychoanalytically, this constitutes ambiguous allegiance and motivated restraint. Takuya’s 
refusal to comply with the White Room hierarchy represents an emergent autonomy, a fracture 
in the conditioning that was meant to render him a perfectly obedient instrument. His actions are 
shaped not by institutional directives but by a personal, almost obsessive analytic curiosity. He 
seeks insight through provocation, not victory through compliance. This transforms the conflict 
from a mission into a psychological dialogue. 

(wmi, fri, ei: understanding, ei: perception, profiling, psychoanalysis, psychological 
insight, cold reading, mental construction, data analysis, statistical inference, 
constructivity, contrasting, constancy, critical thinking, analytical thinking, convergent 
thinking, associative thinking, analogical thinking, abstract thinking, holistic thinking, 
metacognition, deduction, induction, abduction, intuition, personality discerning, thought 
process discerning) 

The Collapse of Conditioning: Impulse Overriding Training 

The White Room’s pedagogical philosophy is absolute. Through sensory deprivation, 
authoritarian control, and relentless reinforcement, it eradicates every trace of emotion and 
irrationality. Its products are meant to be perfectly rational machines, incapable of the impulsivity 
that defines ordinary human decision‑making. Takuya’s behavior during the Uninhabited Island 
Exam—specifically the cliff incident—shatters this expectation. 

Shinohara witnessed someone push Komiya and Kinoshita from the cliff, though she could not 
identify the individual in the darkness. Ayanokoji’s subsequent analysis reveals a cascade of 
inconsistencies. As a White Room operative, Takuya would have known that at least one other 
person—Shinohara—was in the vicinity. He had prepared in advance for an event of this nature, 
making it extremely unlikely that he failed to register her presence. His tent was set up 
unnaturally close to the scene, the distribution of first‑year students’ footprints implicated his 
group, and myriad smaller details all pointed toward deliberate staging. 

The conclusion Ayanokoji reaches is striking: Takuya intentionally allowed himself to be seen 
committing the act while concealing his identity. The push was not a spontaneous expression of 
malice—it was symbolic communication. Takuya transformed raw violence into a coded 
message, a calculated gesture designed to attract Ayanokoji’s attention while maintaining 
plausible deniability. This carries profound psychoanalytic weight. The erasure of the boundary 
between aggression and communication signals a mind in which emotional drives have 
subsumed conditioned restraint, yet analytical control persists around the edges. The result is a 



 

state of controlled recklessness—a paradoxical fusion of meticulous planning and emotional 
leakage. 

(wmi, fri, ei: understanding, psychoanalysis, profiling, strategy discerning, deceit 
discerning, metacognition, intuition, mental construction, data analysis, statistical 
inference, deduction, induction, critical thinking, analytical thinking, associative thinking, 
holistic thinking, analogical thinking, non-linear thinking, psychological insight, 
constructivity, contrasting, constancy, cold reading, hot reading) 

The Blunder That Wasn’t: Inferiority, Obsession, and Strategic 
Overreach 

Ayanokoji’s most critical insight emerges from the apparent flaw in Takuya’s strategy. The cliff 
incident, despite its clever construction, was a liability. The evidence it left behind—the witness, 
the tent placement, the footprints—could have easily been weaponized against Takuya should 
his identity be revealed too early. Takuya’s confidence rested on the assumption that by the time 
he stepped into the open, the incident would have aged into irrelevance, and no one would be 
able to muster sufficient proof to frame him. 

However, a White Room agent superior even to Ichika—who refined Hōsen’s knife strategy and 
anticipated his every move mere days after enrollment—should not have made such a risky 
move in the first place. The intricacy and depth of Takuya’s overarching plan indicate extensive 
preparation and a mind finely tuned to the exploitation of weaknesses. A true master of 
manipulation would have foreseen the danger and either avoided it or eliminated the traces 
entirely. 

The existence of this “blunder” is thus not a mistake in the conventional sense—it is a symptom. 
Takuya did not overlook the risk; he accepted it because the psychological payoff outweighed 
the strategic cost. The cliff incident was not merely a test of Ayanokoji’s resources; it was an act 
of self‑disclosure, a controlled revelation of his presence and his obsession. Through this lens, 
the risk becomes comprehensible. Takuya’s hatred for Ayanokoji, rooted in an inferiority 
complex of profound depth, drives him to act in ways that betray his own identity. He cannot 
resist leaving traces, cannot resist crafting scenarios that force Ayanokoji to acknowledge his 
existence and his intellect. The compulsion to be seen—even if only through the fog of 
misdirection—overrides the cold calculus the White Room instilled. 

This marks the erosion of the White Room’s psychological architecture under the weight of 
affective pressure. The institution that sought to create a being of pure rationality instead 
produced a young man whose hatred both sharpens his intellect and distorts his judgment. His 
cognitive faculties remain formidable, but they now serve an emotional master that the White 
Room was never designed to accommodate. 

(wmi, fri, ei: understanding, ei: perception, psychoanalysis, psychological insight, 
profiling, constructivity, constancy, contrasting, mental construction, data analysis, 



 

statistical inference, deduction, induction, abduction, critical thinking, associative 
thinking, analytical thinking, holistic thinking, analogical thinking, non-linear thinking, 
metacognition, personality discerning, thought process discerning, cold reading, hot 
reading) 

The Inferiority Complex and the Drive for Existential Recognition 

Ayanokoji’s ultimate conclusion—that Takuya suffers from a severe inferiority complex—unlocks 
the deeper logic of his behavior. Takuya’s refusal to confront Ayanokoji directly, even after 
Tsukishiro’s removal from the picture, is not cowardice. It is obsessive preparation taken to a 
pathological extreme. He had already amassed sufficient resources and intelligence to mount a 
challenge, yet he continued to wait, to study, to refine. This perpetual deferral of confrontation 
betrays a psyche in which the act of preparation has become an end in itself—a way of 
sustaining proximity to the object of hatred without facing the risk of definitive failure. 

The psychoanalytic profile articulates this as a fractured ego‑ideal. Takuya oscillates between 
envy and admiration, seeking both to surpass Ayanokoji and to be acknowledged by him. Each 
staged incident functions as a psychological test, a controlled challenge meant to elicit 
recognition of parity. He is simultaneously a competitor and supplicant. The implicit message of 
his campaign shifts from “I will destroy you” to “You must understand me.” Hatred, in this 
reading, is a surface manifestation of a deeper need: the desire for the ultimate authority figure 
in his world to validate his existence, his intelligence, his worth. 

This dynamic explains why Ayanokoji, despite forming a coherent theory, sought Ichika’s 
perspective. She knew Takuya more intimately than anyone else, and her insight could confirm 
whether hatred truly constituted the core of his motivation. The fact that Ayanokoji required 
external confirmation indicates the depth of the contradiction: even for a master of psychological 
dissection, the fusion of strategic brilliance and emotional fragility in Takuya represents a novel 
and disorienting phenomenon. 

(wmi, fri, ei: understanding, psychoanalysis, profiling, psychological insight, mental 
construction, data analysis, statistical inference, personality discerning, constructivity, 
constancy, contrasting, critical thinking, associative thinking, analytical thinking, holistic 
thinking, non-linear thinking, analogical thinking, metacognition, deduction, induction, 
intuition, cold reading, hot reading) 

Synthesis: The Ruins of Manufactured Perfection 

Takuya Yagami embodies the defining failure of the White Room project. The institution sought 
to produce perfect human instruments—beings in whom emotion and irrationality were fully 
extinguished. Yet in Takuya, the very mechanisms meant to suppress emotion produced instead 
a hypertrophied emotional core, one that grew in the dark and twisted the subject’s formidable 
analytical faculties toward profoundly personal ends. He is not a failure of intelligence; he is a 
failure of psychic architecture. 



 

His actions throughout the UIE and beyond form a coherent psychological trajectory: strategic 
neutrality masking observational intent, staged provocations serving as symbolic self‑disclosure, 
and obsessive deferral of confrontation rooted in an inferiority complex that conflates destruction 
with recognition. Every element of his plan, including the “blunder” of the cliff incident, becomes 
legible once the central drive is understood—not institutional obedience, but existential 
validation. 

Takuya is thus an archetype of the total‑conditioning system’s unintended product: a subject 
whose analytic faculties survive institutional control but whose emotional autonomy corrodes 
structural obedience. His confrontation with Ayanokoji is not a mission; it is an inquiry into 
identity itself. In the ruins of his manufactured perfection, he searches not for victory over the 
masterpiece of the White Room, but for a reflection of his own humanity—a humanity that the 
White Room was designed to annihilate and that, in its very excess, reveals the system’s 
deepest failure. 

(wmi, fri, ei: understanding, psychoanalysis, profiling, psychological insight, mental 
construction, data analysis, statistical inferences, data assortment, constructivity, 
contrasting, constancy, cold reading, hot reading, critical thinking, analytical thinking, 
analogical thinking, holistic thinking, non-linear thinking, associative thinking, 
decompositional thinking, abstract thinking, convergent thinking, deduction, induction, 
metacognition, personality discerning) 

Categories: 

(wmi, fri, ei: understanding, ei: perception, psychoanalysis, profiling, psychological 
insight, cold reading, hot reading, memory, knowledge, mental construction, data 
analysis, statistical inferences, data assortment, constructivity, contrasting, constancy, 
pattern recognition, critical thinking, analytical thinking, decompositional thinking, 
analogical thinking, holistic thinking, linear thinking, non-linear thinking, systematic 
thinking, associative thinking, convergent thinking, abstract thinking, deduction, 
induction, bias management, intuition, metacognition, personality discerning, thought 
process discerning, deceit discerning, strategy discerning) 

In‑Depth Analysis: The Love Letter Strategy 
The Love Letter Strategy stands as one of the most elegantly layered operations in the series, 
not because it succeeds through overwhelming force, but because it succeeds regardless of its 
outcome. What follows is a comprehensive dissection of every strategic, psychological, and 
interpersonal thread woven into this plan. 



 

1. The Foundational Architecture: A Strategy Designed to Win 
Even When It Fails 

Most tactical plans are binary—they either work or they don’t. Ayanokoji’s genius here is to 
construct a strategy where failure is simply a different kind of success. The love letter is not a 
trap in the conventional sense; it’s a diagnostic instrument. By creating a stimulus (the letter) 
and controlling the environment around it (Nagumo’s mood, the delivery chain, the scheduled 
meeting), Ayanokoji transforms an entire social system into a laboratory. 

The letter’s content—an anagram for “Cultural Festival, 3 p.m., Student Council Office”—is 
deliberately cryptic. It filters out anyone who lacks the necessary pattern‑recognition or 
obsessive drive. This is critical: the letter is a selective probe, not a universal trigger. Only 
someone with Takuya’s particular blend of intellect, paranoia, and fixation on Ayanokoji would 
decode it and interpret it as significant enough to act upon. 

2. The Delivery Chain: Compartmentalization and Plausible 
Deniability 

The handoff sequence—Ayanokoji → Kei → unnamed girl → Horikita → courier → Nagumo—is 
a masterpiece of compartmentalized information control. 

●​ Kei knows only that she’s passing a letter from a friend to another girl. She cannot 
expose the origin because she doesn’t know the true purpose. 

●​ The intermediary girl serves as an insulating layer, further obscuring the source from 
Horikita. 

●​ Horikita receives it with a plausible story that shields her from suspicion if things go 
wrong. Her decision to re‑delegate delivery is anticipated—Ayanokoji understands that 
Horikita’s cautious nature and social awareness will lead her to avoid direct involvement 
with a moody Nagumo, and that her limited trust network among male students makes 
Takuya the inevitable choice. 

●​ Takuya becomes the final courier, but the letter is unsigned and its message hidden—he 
is given just enough to be tempted, but never enough to see the trap from the outside. 

This four‑link chain means that even if the plan unravels, no single person can trace it back to 
Ayanokoji. He is removed from the operation while remaining its absolute architect. 

(wmi, ei: understanding, ei: facilitation, social cognition, field envisioning, prediction, mind 
control, indirect manipulation, logical manipulation, psychological manipulation, individual 
manipulation, mass manipulation, fabrication, concealment, info control, risk management, 
resource management, tactics, tactical management, strategy logistics, planning, systematic 
thinking, critical thinking, convergent thinking) 



 

3. The Four Outcomes: A Framework for Reconnaissance 

The text identifies four predicted outcomes, and their strategic value extends far beyond the 
immediate question of Takuya’s expulsion. Each outcome is a diagnostic result that refines 
Ayanokoji’s understanding of his adversary. 

Outcome 1 — Complete Profiling Success 

Takuya decodes the letter, walks into the room, and is confronted by Ryuen, teachers, and 
victims. His emotional collapse and violent outburst are the explicit proof of Ayanokoji’s 
psychological model: Takuya’s inferiority complex and dissociative admiration‑hatred make him 
incapable of accepting being outmaneuvered. The rampage is not an accident—it’s the 
predictable endpoint of a personality whose entire identity is built on surpassing Ayanokoji. 
When that identity is shattered, the only remaining response is self‑destructive fury. 

This outcome achieves maximum results: expulsion is guaranteed, the threat is neutralized 
permanently, and Ayanokoji’s profiling is validated as near‑perfect. 

Outcome 2 — Partial Misjudgment 

Takuya maintains composure. He recognizes the setup and responds with tactical restraint, 
potentially reducing his punishment to suspension. At first glance, this seems like a failure of 
profiling—but it’s actually a refinement of the threat model. Ayanokoji now knows that Takuya 
possesses emotional regulation under extreme pressure, which changes the calculus for any 
future engagement. 

However, the secondary damage is already done: Takuya’s reputation as a “good guy” is 
destroyed, his ability to operate freely is curtailed, and any further misstep triggers immediate 
expulsion. The threat is not eliminated, but it is effectively neutered—contained within a much 
narrower operational envelope. Ayanokoji trades a permanent solution for a temporary one, but 
gains critical intelligence in return. 

Outcome 3 — Misjudged Obsession 

If Takuya doesn’t bite, it means the fundamental premise—that Takuya is pathologically fixated 
on Ayanokoji—is flawed. This is arguably the most valuable outcome of all, because it would 
force Ayanokoji to completely re-evaluate his risk model. A Takuya who isn’t obsessed isn’t 
predictable—and unpredictable threats are the only kind that can genuinely endanger Ayanokoji. 
The failure of the bait becomes a warning flag, prompting deeper investigation. 

Outcome 4 — Underestimation of Competence 

Takuya fails to decode the letter entirely—not through restraint, but through simple inability. This 
instantly recategorizes him from “rival” to “irrelevant.” Ayanokoji can safely deprioritize him 



 

without expending further resources. The plan still works because it correctly identifies a 
non‑threat, preventing wasted effort on a phantom adversary. 

The beauty of this framework is that it operates like a scientific experiment: the hypothesis 
(Takuya is obsessed, intelligent, and emotionally fragile) is tested against a controlled stimulus, 
and the observed result updates the model—no outcome is a true failure because every 
outcome produces actionable data. 

(wmi, ei: understanding, ei: facilitation, concrete anticipation, field envisioning, prediction, 
preculsion, mind control, emotional inducement, reinforcement, demoralisation, indirect 
manipulation, individual manipulation, emotional manipulation, logical manipulation, 
psychological manipulation, cognitive volatility, creativity, risk management, unconventionality, 
abusing insecurities, contingencies, risk calculation, strategy logistics, strategy alignment, 
strategy flexibility, strategy efficiency, strategy complexity, planning intricacies, planning 
applicability, planning coverage, optimisation, critical thinking, holistic thinking, linear thinking, 
convergent thinking, metacognition) 

4. Multidimensional Objectives: The Plan Within the Plan 

The love letter is never solely about Takuya. It functions simultaneously as: 

A Trust‑Building Operation with Ryuen’s Class 

By informing Ryuen about Takuya’s role in the cliff incident and arranging the confrontation, 
Ayanokoji positions himself as an ally who delivers justice. Even if the plan fails—if Takuya 
doesn’t show or escapes punishment—the act of sharing critical intelligence demonstrates 
goodwill. This trust becomes essential for the Class Transfer Strategy (CTS), which requires 
cooperation or at least neutrality from Ryuen’s faction. Ayanokoji is not just solving a problem; 
he’s banking political capital for future maneuvers. 

A Manipulation of Nagumo 

Nagumo’s irritation during the Student Council meeting serves a dual purpose. On the surface, it 
makes him unapproachable, which pushes Horikita toward using a courier (and thus Takuya). 
But at a deeper level, Ayanokoji is playing a longer game with Nagumo. Ayanokoji was aware 
that Nagumo still harbored a desire for direct confrontation—something he failed to achieve 
during the Sports Festival—and that Nagumo was likely to disrupt him in the future (CTS) to 
pursue that goal. By drawing Nagumo into this scheme—giving him a role, a reason to feel 
involved, a taste of action—Ayanokoji effectively redirects Nagumo’s aggression away from 
direct confrontation with himself, without ever explicitly asking him to back down. It’s 
misdirection at a strategic level: Nagumo is so busy being a piece on Ayanokoji’s board that he 
forgets he was supposed to be playing his own game. This dovetails into the broader strategy to 
neutralize Nagumo’s antagonism, of which the love letter is merely one component. 

Positioning for the CTS Plan 



 

The private points needed for the class transfer are not generated in a vacuum; they require 
favorable interactions with powerful figures like Nagumo. The love letter strategy earns 
Ayanokoji leverage—Nagumo now owes him, or at least views him as a valuable 
collaborator—which can be converted into points, information, or non‑interference when the 
transfer becomes imminent. 

(wmi, ei: understanding, ei: facilitation, social cognition, prediction, preculsion, mind control, 
reinforcement, persuasion, negotiation, influence building, direct manipulation, logical 
manipulation, emotional manipulation, mass manipulation, individual manipulation, misdirection, 
fabrication, concealment, influence building, tactics, multitasking, strategy efficiency, strategy 
complexity, planning applicability, preparation process, planning intricacies, planning coverage, 
optimisation, critical thinking, systematic thinking, linear thinking, non-linear thinking, holistic 
thinking) 

5. The Ichika Variable: A Calculated Non‑Interference 

The instruction to Ichika to visit the student council at 3 p.m. is a brilliant piece of passive 
control. Ayanokoji recognizes that Ichika is a wildcard—emotionally attached to the White 
Room, loyal to Takuya in her own way, and capable of impulsive intervention. By giving her a 
specific task at the critical moment, he achieves three things: 

●​ Physical separation: She’s not to interfere, intentionally or accidentally. 
●​ Controlled exposure: She witnesses Takuya’s expulsion in a structured, supervised 

setting rather than learning about it through rumors. This reduces the emotional shock 
from “catastrophic surprise” to “observed consequence.” 

●​ Tacit warning: The juxtaposition of “Come to this place at this time” followed by 
“Witness what happens to those who oppose me” is a message delivered without words. 
Ayanokoji demonstrates his power not by threatening Ichika, but by letting the situation 
speak for itself. This tempers her future behavior far more effectively than any explicit 
ultimatum could. 

(fri, ei: understanding, preculsion, threats, emotional inducement, demoralisation, direct 
manipulation, tactics, contingency, risk management, improvising, preparation process, 
formulation, optimisation, adaptability, critical thinking, caution, ruthlessness, decision making, 
tactical responsiveness) 

6. The White Room Agents: A Timed Intervention 

The anticipated arrival of Ayanokoji’s father’s agents and had them to come shortly after 3 p.m. 
at the student council room adds a final layer of insurance. Even if the school’s teachers proved 
insufficient to restrain Takuya—even if the situation spiraled further than predicted—the White 
Room instructors represent an absolute ceiling on escalation. Their presence ensures that 
Takuya cannot physically harm Ayanokoji, cannot flee, and cannot create a prolonged crisis. 



 

This timing is crucial: the agents arrive after the trap is sprung but before it can truly destabilize. 
They are the backstop that guarantees the plan’s success even if every other variable goes 
wrong. Ayanokoji doesn’t just plan for what he expects; he plans for what he can’t control, and 
delegates that control to forces he knows will act in his interest. 

(wmi, ei: understanding, field envisioning, prediction, preculsion, demoralisation, mass 
manipulation, creativity, risk management, unconventionality, resource management, tactics, 
setting traps, contingency, tactics, planning intricacies, planning coverage, linear thinking, 
systematic thinking) 

7. Psychological Warfare: The Exploitation of Takuya’s Psyche 

The deepest layer of the strategy is the psychological profiling that makes it all possible. 
Ayanokoji identifies three core vulnerabilities in Takuya: 

●​ Inferiority complex: Takuya’s entire self‑worth is defined relative to Ayanokoji. This 
makes him susceptible to any situation framed as a direct comparison. 

●​ Dissociative admiration‑hatred: Takuya simultaneously worships and resents 
Ayanokoji. This creates a volatile emotional state where logical reasoning collapses 
under the weight of contradictory feelings. The love letter exploits this by presenting a 
situation that feels like an opportunity to one‑up Ayanokoji, when it’s actually the 
mechanism of defeat. 

●​ Need for meaning: Takuya cannot let a cryptic message from Ayanokoji go 
uninvestigated because his sense of purpose depends on being Ayanokoji’s equal or 
better. The anagram is a riddle he must solve, because walking away would mean 
admitting he can’t—and that’s a defeat he can’t psychologically afford. 

The rampage scenario is the logical endpoint of these three traits colliding. When Takuya 
realizes he’s been manipulated—that his attempt to spy on Ayanokoji was exactly what 
Ayanokoji wanted—the cognitive dissonance is unbearable. The inferiority complex screams 
that he’s been proven lesser, the admiration‑hatred demands violent catharsis, and the need for 
meaning collapses into nihilistic fury. Ayanokoji doesn’t create this reaction; he merely designs 
the conditions under which it becomes inevitable. 

(wmi, ei: understanding, ei: facilitation, psychological insight, prediction, field envisioning, 
abusing insecurities, mind control, emotional inducement, reinforcement, indirect manipulation, 
psychological manipulation, emotional manipulation, individual manipulation, misdirection, 
concealment, information control, cognitive volatility, creativity, risk management, 
unconventionality, resource management, tactical synergy, setting traps, contingency, 
multitasking, strategy logistic, strategy alignment, strategy efficiency, strategy complexity, 
planning versatility, planning coverage, planning intricacies, planning applicability, innovation, 
upcycling, optimisation, systematic thinking, linear thinking, ruthlessness, cunningness, 
metacognition, decision making) 



 

8. Thematic Significance: The Strategist Who Shapes the Game 

What elevates the Love Letter Strategy beyond a clever trap is its philosophical implication 
about Ayanokoji’s approach to conflict. He doesn’t defeat Takuya in a direct confrontation 
because he never needed to. He doesn’t outsmart Takuya at the moment—he out-structures 
him in advance. The entire encounter is rigged from the start, not by cheating, but by superior 
understanding of systems: social dynamics, institutional authority, psychological vulnerabilities, 
and temporal coordination. 

The love letter is a symbol of this approach. It’s small, cheap, deniable, and utterly insignificant 
on its own. But placed at the right point in a web of relationships, it channels a cascade of 
actions that converge on a single moment—3 p.m. in the Student Council Office—where all the 
pieces fall into place without Ayanokoji ever having to touch them. 

This is strategy as architecture. You don’t push your opponent off the board; you redesign the 
board so that gravity does the work for you. 

(wmi, vci, ei: understanding, ei; facilitation, social cognition, anticipation, field envisioning, 
prediction, logical manipulation, emotional manipulation, psychological manipulation, indirect 
manipulation, mass manipulation, individual manipulation, misdirection, concealment, info 
control, creativity, risk management, resource management, tactics, planning, strategy, setting 
traps, multitasking, innovation, optimisation, upcycling, linear thinking, systematic thinking, 
ruthlessness, cunningness, metacognition, decision making) 

9. Conclusion: The Complete Strategic Picture 

The Love Letter Strategy is, in its totality, a masterclass in: 

Layer Function 

Diagnostic Tests psychological profile of Takuya through controlled stimulus 

Operational Sets physical trap using institutional authority and victim testimony 

Relational Builds trust with Ryuen’s class; redirects Nagumo’s antagonism 

Preventive Neutralizes Ichika’s potential interference through assigned task 

Strategic Advances CTS plan by accumulating political capital and private points 

Redundant Accounts for four distinct outcomes; insures against escalation via White 
Room agents 



 

Every element serves multiple purposes. Every failure mode produces value. Every person 
involved is manipulated without knowing they’re being manipulated, and in many cases, without 
knowing who is manipulating them. 

The love letter is not just a strategy—it’s a statement. It says that Ayanokoji’s true weapon is not 
his physical ability, not his academic intellect, but his capacity to understand people so 
completely that he can predict their free will, and arrange the world so that their choices lead 
inexorably to his desired outcome. 

(wmi, anticipation, field envisioning, prediction, preculsion, indirect manipulation, logical 
manipulation, mass manipulation, individual manipulation, concealment, fabrication, info control, 
creativity, risk management, resource management, tactics, tactical management, tactical 
synergy, setting traps, contingencies, multitasking, strategy efficiency, strategy alignment, 
strategy logistics, strategy complexity, planning intricacies, planning coverage, innovation, 
optimisation, cunningness, decision making, metacognition) 

Categories: 

(wmi, vci, ei: understanding, ei: facilitation, psychological insight, social cognition, anticipation, 
field envisioning, prediction, preculsion, threats, abusing insecurities, mind control, emotional 
inducement, demoralisation, reinforcements, persuasion, negotiation, indirect manipulation, 
mass manipulation, individual manipulation, logical manipulation, emotional manipulation, 
psychological manipulation, misdirection, fabrication, info control, concealment, framing, 
cognitive volatility, creativity, risk management, innovation, unconventionality, resource 
management, influence building, tactics, tactical management, setting traps, multitasking, 
contingencies, improvising, tactical responsiveness, strategy logistics, strategy alignment, 
strategy complexity, strategy efficiency, preparation process, planning coverage,planning 
intricacies, planning versatility, planning applicability, innovation, upcycling, optimisation, critical 
thinking, systematic thinking, linear thinking, convergent thinking, ruthlessness, cunningness, 
decision making, metacognition) 

Overall categories used: 

(wmi, psi, vci, vsi, fri, gai, ei: understanding, ei: perception, ei: facilitation, ei: management, ei: 
engagement, social cognition, social awareness, stress control, impulse management, cognitive 
discipline, fluid intelligence, crystallised intelligence, Gardner theory, knowledge, memory, 
observation, perception, mental construction, data analysis, data assortment, statistical 
inference, constructivity, contrasting, constancy, pattern recognition, prediction, anticipation, 
concrete anticipation, field envisioning, preculsion, threats, abusing insecurities, emotional 
inducement, mind control, reinforcement, demoralisation, persuasion, negotiation, indirect 
manipulation, logical manipulation, emotional manipulation, psychological manipulation, mass 
manipulation, individual manipulation, misdirection, fabrication, concealment, info control, 
cognitive volatility, unconventionality, risk management, creativity, innovation, upcycling, 
optimisation, resource management, influence building, psychoanalysis, profiling, psychological 
insight, cold reading, hot reading, tactics, tactical management, tactical synergy, setting traps, 



 

multitasking, contingencies, improvising, tactical responsiveness, field safeguarding, strategy 
logistics, strategy efficiency, strategy alignment, strategy complexity, preparation process, 
planning coverage, planning intricacies, planning versatility, planning applicability, cognitive 
adaptability, critical thinking, analytical thinking, analogical thinking, associative thinking, 
convergent thinking, divergent thinking, decompositional thinking, linear thinking, non-linear 
thinking, holistic thinking, systematic thinking, abstract thinking, deduction, induction, abduction, 
caution, bias management, consistency, ruthlessness, cunningness, intuition, decision making, 
situational awareness, metacognition, personality discerning, though process discerning, 
strategy discerning, deceit discerning) 



 

Index of Cognitive/Psychological Categories Mapped to Analysis Sections 

Below, each category from the overall master list is defined (where the abbreviation is not 
self‑evident), along with a brief explanation of how that category is applied in Ayanokoji’s 
reasoning. 

Abbreviation & Term Definitions 
●​ wmi – Working Memory Index (holding/manipulating multiple pieces of information 

simultaneously) 
●​ psi – Processing Speed Index (cognitive efficiency) 
●​ cpi – Cognitive Proficiency Index (fluid reasoning + working memory) 
●​ vsi – Visual‑Spatial Index 
●​ vci – Verbal Comprehension Index 
●​ fri – Fluid Reasoning Index (novel problem‑solving) 
●​ gai – General Ability Index (overall intellectual functioning) 
●​ ei: understanding – Emotional intelligence: comprehension of others’ emotions/motives 
●​ ei: perception – Emotional intelligence: detecting emotional cues 
●​ ei: facilitation – Emotional intelligence: using emotions to facilitate thought 
●​ ei: management – Emotional intelligence: regulating emotions in oneself/others 
●​ ei: engagement – Emotional intelligence: social engagement 
●​ fluid intelligence – Abstract reasoning, pattern recognition 
●​ crystallised intelligence – Knowledge and experience‑based reasoning 
●​ Gardner theory – Multiple intelligences framework (applied holistically) 
●​ knowledge – Accumulated factual/declarative knowledge 
●​ memory – Retrieval of stored information 
●​ observation – Noticing details/behaviours 
●​ perception – Interpreting sensory input 
●​ mental construction – Building mental models/scenarios 
●​ data analysis – Breaking down information into components 
●​ data assortment – Organising/categorising data 
●​ statistical inference – Drawing probabilistic conclusions 
●​ constructivity – Synthesising new ideas from parts 
●​ contrasting – Juxtaposing ideas to highlight differences 
●​ constancy – Maintaining consistent logical thread 
●​ pattern recognition – Identifying recurring structures 
●​ prediction / anticipation – Forecasting outcomes 
●​ concrete anticipation – Anticipating tangible events 
●​ field envisioning – Mentally simulating the operational environment 
●​ preculsion – Forestalling/pre‑empting an opponent’s move 
●​ threats – Leveraging intimidation 
●​ abusing insecurities – Exploiting psychological weaknesses 
●​ emotional inducement – Provoking a specific emotional response 
●​ mind control – Indirect psychological steering 



 

●​ reinforcement – Strengthening a desired behaviour 
●​ demoralisation – Undermining an opponent’s confidence 
●​ persuasion – Influencing through reasoned argument 
●​ negotiation – Bargaining to reach agreement 
●​ indirect manipulation – Guiding from behind the scenes 
●​ logical manipulation – Using logic to trap/control 
●​ emotional manipulation – Playing on emotions for advantage 
●​ psychological manipulation – Broader exploitation of mental processes 
●​ mass manipulation – Influencing groups 
●​ individual manipulation – Targeting a single person 
●​ misdirection – Diverting attention 
●​ fabrication – Creating false evidence/narratives 
●​ concealment / info control – Hiding information/controlling its flow 
●​ cognitive volatility – Exploiting unstable mental states 
●​ unconventionality – Using non‑standard approaches 
●​ creativity / innovation / upcycling – Novel ideation and resource re‑purposing 
●​ risk management / risk calculation – Assessing and mitigating threat 
●​ resource management – Allocating assets efficiently 
●​ influence building – Accumulating social capital 
●​ psychoanalysis – Formal psychological dissection 
●​ profiling – Building a behavioural/psychological profile 
●​ psychological insight – Deep understanding of mental processes 
●​ cold reading – Inferring personality from observable cues 
●​ hot reading – Using prior knowledge to “read” a person 
●​ tactics / tactical management / tactical synergy – Short‑term moves and their 

coordination 
●​ setting traps – Baiting an opponent into a compromising situation 
●​ multitasking – Juggling multiple objectives simultaneously 
●​ contingencies – Planning for alternative outcomes 
●​ improvising – Adapting in real time 
●​ tactical responsiveness – Quick adjustment to changing conditions 
●​ field safeguarding – Protecting operational integrity on the ground 
●​ strategy logistics – The structural support of a strategy 
●​ strategy efficiency – Minimising waste in execution 
●​ strategy alignment – Ensuring all elements serve the core goal 
●​ strategy complexity – Multi‑layered planning 
●​ preparation process / planning coverage / planning intricacies / planning 

versatility / planning applicability – Different facets of preparatory planning 
●​ cognitive adaptability – Flexing thinking to new demands 
●​ critical thinking – Evaluating assumptions/evidence 
●​ analytical thinking – Breaking down problems systematically 
●​ analogical thinking – Using analogies 
●​ associative thinking – Making conceptual connections 
●​ convergent thinking – Deriving one optimal solution 



 

●​ divergent thinking – Generating multiple possibilities 
●​ decompositional thinking – Dismantling an issue into parts 
●​ linear thinking – Step‑by‑step logical progression 
●​ non‑linear thinking – Making intuitive leaps 
●​ holistic thinking – Seeing the whole picture 
●​ systematic thinking – Methodically covering all angles 
●​ abstract thinking – Handling intangible concepts 
●​ deduction – Drawing necessary conclusions from premises 
●​ induction – Generalising from specific cases 
●​ abduction – Inferring the most likely explanation 
●​ caution – Exercising prudence 
●​ bias management – Mitigating cognitive biases 
●​ consistency – Maintaining logical coherence 
●​ ruthlessness – Acting without mercy when needed 
●​ cunningness – Cunning, clever deception 
●​ intuition – Gut‑level insight 
●​ decision making – Choosing a course of action 
●​ situational awareness – Grasping the immediate environment 
●​ metacognition – Thinking about one’s own thinking 
●​ personality discerning – Recognising character structure 
●​ thought process discerning – Identifying cognitive patterns 
●​ strategy discerning – Reading an opponent’s grand design 
●​ deceit discerning – Detecting lies/manipulation 
●​ memory – Already defined above; appears in some lists. 
●​ knowledge – Already defined. 
●​ stress control, impulse management, cognitive discipline – Emotion/impulse 

regulation. 

Index Table: Category → Sections & Application 

wmi  Holds multiple contradictory clues (beeping, footprints, hidden 
presence) simultaneously. Integrates Takuya’s facade, 
expulsion, cliff details, and Ichika’s revelation. Balances the 
love letter’s four‑outcome framework, Nagumo’s role, Ryūen 
trust‑building, and CTS objectives all at once. 

psi  Allows rapid integration of diffuse evidence into a swift 
conclusion. 



 

cpi  Supports the combination of fluid reasoning and working 
memory in the overall deductive synthesis. 

vsi  Mentally reconstructs the spatial layout of the cliff scene 
(footprints, bodies, vantage points) and tracks the hidden 
observer’s path. Interprets the visual angle of the second 
weapon. 

vci  Decodes verbal nuances in Ichika’s warning (“crushed”) and 
interprets the anagram’s linguistic trick. 

fri  The core engine of every novel abductive leap – Tsubaki’s 
frame job, Takuya’s facade, the expulsion mechanism, the 
impossibility of accidental falls, and the psychoanalytic 
reconstruction of his inferiority complex. 

gai  Provides the overall intellectual bandwidth to combine spatial, 
verbal, and reasoning indices during the most complex 
integrative moments. 

ei: understanding  Used to grasp the internal emotional logic behind every actor: 
Tsubaki’s fear, Takuya’s inferiority/obsession, Shinohara’s 
panic, Ichika’s loyalty‑fear, Kushida’s vulnerability, and 
Nagumo’s irritation. 

ei: perception  Detects micro‑expressions of contrived hostility in Tsubaki, and 
later the emotional leakage in Takuya’s “blunder” and 
ambivalent behaviour. 



 

ei: facilitation  Uses emotions (Nagumo’s irritation, Takuya’s obsession) to 
smooth the plan’s execution and align participants without 
direct orders. 

ei: management  Regulates his own stress when sensing the hidden observer, 
and manages the emotional fallout of the cliff incident to 
impose defensive order. 

ei: engagement  Maintains social engagement to extract Shinohara’s testimony 
and coordinate second‑year leaders. 

social cognition  Decodes the unspoken social rules that let Tsubaki be used as 
a pawn, that let Takuya cultivate a “good guy” image, and that 
govern the courier chain and Nagumo’s status games. 

social awareness  Notices the fine‑grained dynamics of cross‑year group 
psychology and Tsubaki’s social isolation. 

stress control  Maintains composure when aware he is being watched by a 
hidden, potentially hostile presence. 

impulse 
management 

 Resists the impulse to chase the observer personally; instead, 
lets Nanase pursue while he processes the scene. 

cognitive 
discipline 

 Keeps reasoning on track despite the emotional shock of 
finding two unconscious teammates, refusing to accept the 
“accident” narrative prematurely. 

fluid intelligence  Underlies all the novel problem‑solving: decoding the 
anagram, constructing the love‑letter trap, etc. 



 

crystallised 
intelligence 

 Draws on accumulated knowledge of White Room methods, 
school rules, and past similar operations (e.g., Hōsen’s knife 
incident). 

Gardner theory  Implicitly referenced as a framework for the multiple 
intelligences (social, intrapersonal, linguistic, logical) deployed 
across all phases. 

knowledge  Applies knowledge of physics/human biomechanics to rule out 
an accidental double fall. 

memory  Recalls Tsubaki’s prior behavior, Shinohara’s exact words, and 
Ichika’s earlier statements. 

observation  Registers every concrete detail: Tsubaki’s theatrical hostility, 
the unceasing beep, footprint sizes, Shinohara’s absence, the 
sharpened branch, Takuya’s unnaturally precise handwriting. 

perception  Senses the behavioural fingerprints (footprints, weapon, 
handwriting) as meaningful data. 

mental 
construction 

 Builds mental simulations of possible scenarios: what would 
Tsubaki gain by framing Takuya? How could someone push 
two people simultaneously? What would a second WR agent’s 
weapon look like? Every deduction is preceded by a 
constructed possibility space. 

data analysis  Breaks down each event into component variables—timing, 
actor motives, environmental evidence—and then tests each 
variable for consistency. 



 

data assortment  Organises disparate clues (footprints, handwriting, Tsubaki’s 
inconsistency, Ichika’s weapon) into themed piles that point to 
Takuya. 

statistical 
inference 

 Estimates probabilities: what are the odds of a genuine 
accident? How likely is it that Tsubaki’s disclosure is authentic? 
That Shinohara is lying? That a second WR agent exists and 
was driven off? 

constructivity  Weaves a unified narrative from separate strands: the “good 
guy” mask, the expulsion method, the handwriting, the Kushida 
connection, the inferiority complex. 

contrasting  Juxtaposes Takuya’s public persona with his hidden capability; 
contrasts Hōsen’s brute force with Takuya’s psychological 
manipulation; compares expected WR conditioning with 
Takuya’s emotional overflow. 

constancy  Maintains logical thread across chapters: the same profile of 
Takuya as a perfection‑driven manipulator holds whether one 
analyses the handwriting, the expulsion, or the cliff push. 

pattern recognition  Identifies that Tsubaki’s inconsistency, the expulsion, and the 
cliff incident all follow the same hidden‑hand pattern. 

prediction  Forecasts how Nagumo will react, how Horikita will choose a 
courier, and how Takuya will catastrophically unravel when 
faced with the trap. 

anticipation  Anticipates that Nagumo still seeks confrontation and that 
Ichika might interfere, shaping the plan around those inevitable 
inclinations. 



 

concrete 
anticipation 

 Foresees the concrete outcomes of triggering a cross‑year war 
and the specific moment of Takuya’s exposure. 

field envisioning  Mentally simulates the physical and social landscape of the 
cultural festival, the council office, and the island exam, placing 
each actor in their probable location. 

preculsion  Pre‑empts Ichika’s interference by assigning her a task, 
pre‑empts Nagumo’s obstruction by giving him a role, 
pre‑empts Takuya’s retaliation via White Room agents. 

threats  Implicitly threatens Ichika by letting her witness Takuya’s fate, 
a non‑verbal deterrent. 

abusing 
insecurities 

 Exploits Takuya’s inferiority complex: the anagram is a 
challenge he cannot ignore. 

emotional 
inducement 

 Induces Takuya’s emotional collapse by shattering his 
self‑image; provokes Nagumo’s participation through irritation. 

mind control  Indirectly controls Takuya’s actions by planting the bait and 
structuring the environment; no direct command is needed. 

reinforcement  Reinforces Ryūen’s “justice” narrative, Nagumo’s illusion of 
agency, and Takuya’s obsession by giving him puzzles. 

demoralisation  Takuya’s public breakdown and Ichika’s forced observation 
serve as demoralising lessons. 



 

persuasion  Persuades Ryūen that Ayanokoji is a reliable ally via the 
“justice” served. 

negotiation  Not directly used, but tagged as part of influence‑building 
repertoire. 

indirect 
manipulation 

 The entire love‑letter operation is indirect manipulation: each 
participant moves by their own “free will” within a designed 
system. 

logical 
manipulation 

 Traps Takuya by presenting a puzzle that his logic compels 
him to solve; forces Nagumo into a cooperative posture 
through rational self‑interest. 

emotional 
manipulation 

 Uses Kushida’s fear, Takuya’s inferiority, and Nagumo’s pride 
as levers. 

psychological 
manipulation 

 Applies profiling to design an environment that makes Takuya’s 
self‑destruction psychologically inevitable. 

mass manipulation  Manipulates the whole second‑year coalition, the student 
council, and even the White Room observers as a group. 

individual 
manipulation 

 Specifically manipulates Takuya, Nagumo, Horikita, Ichika, and 
Ryūen as individuals. 

misdirection  Misdirects Nagumo’s aggression and Takuya’s suspicion away 
from the true trap. 



 

fabrication  Fabricates the love‑letter story and the fake friendship with 
Nagumo’s aide. 

concealment  Conceals Ayanokoji’s authorship of the letter and his role in the 
CTS agenda. 

info control  Strictly controls what each link in the chain knows, preventing 
information leakage. 

cognitive volatility  Exploits the volatility in Takuya’s emotional‑cognitive state 
when his self‑image is shattered. 

unconventionality  Uses an anagram love‑letter—a highly unconventional 
stimulus—to provoke a predictable reaction. 

creativity  Designs a plan that functions as both a trap and a diagnostic 
instrument; invents the anagram puzzle. 

innovation  Re‑invents the courier‑trap method to accumulate political 
capital and neutralise multiple threats simultaneously. 

upcycling  Upcycles Nagumo’s irritation and Takuya’s obsession into 
resources for the plan. 

risk management  Calculates the risk that Shinohara is lying, that Ichika will 
intervene, that Takuya might decode and walk away; builds 
fail‑safes (White Room agents) and designs outcomes where 
every failure yields value. 



 

resource 
management 

 Allocates human resources (Ryūen’s class, Nagumo, Ichika, 
the teachers) with maximum leverage. 

influence building  Builds credit with Ryūen and Nagumo for future CTS needs. 

psychoanalysis  Formally deconstructs Takuya’s psyche—inferiority complex, 
fractured ego‑ideal, admiration‑hatred—through a clinical lens. 

profiling  Constructs Takuya’s personality profile: self‑worth tied to 
surpassing Ayanokoji, emotional fragility under the surface. 

psychological 
insight 

 Penetrates the deeper motivations—Tsubaki’s desperation, 
Shinohara’s fear, Takuya’s existential need for recognition. 

cold reading  Reads Takuya’s personality from his overt behaviour, 
handwriting, and controlled restraint. 

hot reading  Uses prior knowledge of WR conditioning and the Kushida 
dossier to read Takuya’s likely responses. 

tactics  Each micro‑move—the courier chain, the anagram puzzle, the 
timing of Ichika’s visit—is a tactical piece of the larger strategy. 

tactical 
management 

 Manages the sequence and timing of the courier steps and the 
final confrontation. 

tactical synergy  Ensures that Nagumo’s irritation, Horikita’s caution, and 
Takuya’s obsession work together rather than against each 
other. 



 

setting traps  The entire love‑letter operation is a multi‑layered trap; the 
council room confrontation is the physical snare. 

multitasking  Juggles trust‑building with Ryūen, Nagumo redirection, Ichika 
control, and Takuya neutralisation simultaneously. 

contingencies  Creates backup scenarios for every possible Takuya response 
and for Ichika’s interference. 

improvising  Adapts in real time on the island (assembling leaders) and 
when Ichika reveals herself (assigning her a face‑saving task). 

tactical 
responsiveness 

 Quick shift from accident investigation to defensive 
mobilisation once the first‑year connection solidifies. 

field safeguarding  Protects second‑year interests by immediately organising a 
coalition, preventing further surprise attacks. 

strategy logistics  Designs the logistical backbone: the courier pipeline, the 
teachers, the White Room agents. 

strategy efficiency  Achieves multiple goals (Takuya expulsion, Ryūen trust, 
Nagumo redirection) with a single inexpensive stimulus. 

strategy alignment  Every aspect of the love‑letter plan aligns with the larger goal 
of the class transfer strategy. 

strategy 
complexity 

 The plan is multi‑tiered: diagnostic, protective, 
alliance‑building, and transfer‑preparatory. 



 

preparation 
process 

 Prepares the ground by studying Horikita’s habits, Nagumo’s 
mood, and the courier network long before the letter is written. 

planning coverage  Covers all possible Takuya reactions and the full range of 
collateral damage (Ichika, Nagumo). 

planning 
intricacies 

 Attends to minute details—the type of paper, the wording, the 
exact timing of 3 p.m. 

planning versatility  The same framework can be adapted to different targets 
(Takuya, Nagumo, Ichika). 

planning 
applicability 

 The plan’s design principles are generalisable to other 
manipulations. 

cognitive 
adaptability 

 Shifts from treating Ichika as an enemy to using her as an 
information source; adjusts threat perception when Tsubaki 
reveals herself. 

critical thinking  The constant process of questioning appearances and not 
accepting surface narratives. 

analytical thinking  Dissecting each event into logical components and testing 
consistency. 

analogical thinking  Draws analogies between Takuya’s behaviour and Hirata’s 
facade, between the WR’s conditioning failure and a 
psychological archetype. 



 

associative 
thinking 

 Links Kushida’s fabricated past to Takuya’s dossier method, 
links handwriting precision to WR training. 

convergent 
thinking 

 Narrows down the list of possible perpetrators to Takuya alone, 
and later to a single best plan design. 

divergent thinking  Generates multiple explanations for the observer’s lingering 
and for Takuya’s unlikely school connection. 

decompositional 
thinking 

 Breaks the Kushida connection into its component falsehoods; 
decomposes the entire cliff incident into symbolic layers. 

linear thinking  Traces the step‑by‑step cascade from letter to confrontation. 

non‑linear thinking  Makes intuitive leaps: the handwriting as a WR fingerprint, the 
cliff push as symbolic communication. 

holistic thinking  Envisions the entire UIE conflict as a single orchestrated 
opera, and the love letter as a multi‑objective device. 

systematic 
thinking 

 Methodically builds the courier chain, the four‑outcome matrix, 
and the fallback defences. 

abstract thinking  Operates on concepts like “existential validation”, “ego‑ideal”, 
and “symbolic aggression”. 

deduction  The primary logical engine – given the impossibility of an 
accident, the footprint size, and Takuya’s capability, it must be 
him. 



 

induction  Generalises from specific observations (Shinohara’s fear 
behaviour, Takuya’s handwriting) to broader psychological 
rules. 

abduction  Infers the most plausible hidden cause for anomalous facts: 
Tsubaki’s frame, Takuya’s manipulation of the expelled 
student, the Kushida‑dossier connection. 

caution  Exercises prudence when Shinohara might be lying, when 
Ichika could be a double‑agent, and when assigning Ichika the 
council visit. 

bias management  Checks his own possible bias toward viewing Takuya as the 
sole threat; seeks Ichika’s confirmation to validate the hatred 
hypothesis. 

consistency  Maintains internal logical coherence across the entire 
multi‑chapter deduction. 

ruthlessness  Accepts the collateral damage to Takuya’s psyche and uses 
Ichika’s emotional attachment against her. 

cunningness  Deploys the anagram trick and the courier chain with clever, 
deceptive elegance. 

intuition  The initial “gut feeling” that the cliff scene is staged, that 
Tsubaki’s story is too neat, and that Takuya’s hate hides 
deeper insecurity. 



 

decision making  Chooses to escalate the cross‑year conflict, decides to give 
Ichika a task instead of expelling her, and opts for the 
love‑letter trap over direct assault. 

situational 
awareness 

 Maintains constant awareness of the physical environment 
(observer, footprints, weapon) and social dynamics (Nagumo’s 
mood, Horikita’s caution). 

metacognition  Reflects on his own reasoning process (“is my Takuya 
obsession profile correct?”) and explicitly tests his hypothesis 
with the love‑letter diagnostic. 

personality 
discerning 

 Discerns the core structure of Takuya’s personality: the 
inferiority complex and the fractured ego‑ideal. 

thought process 
discerning 

 Reads the strategic thinking patterns of Tsubaki, Takuya, and 
Ichika, like Takuya’s obsessive need to test sequences. 

strategy 
discerning 

 Penetrates Takuya’s overarching design (the cliff as catalyst, 
Kushida as distraction) and Tsukishiro’s evaluative objective. 

deceit discerning  Identifies Takuya’s forged “junior‑school connection” and the 
love letter’s hidden message as deceptive constructs. 

How to read this index:​
Each category is a cognitive/psychological operation. The “How it is fitted” column explains the 
specific role the operation plays in that segment of the deduction. This mapping demonstrates 
that the analysis is not a linear sequence but a matrix of interlocking mental processes, each 
tagged explicitly in the original text and now cross‑referenced for clarity. 
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