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Abstract

The Judgmentprint is a linguistic and topological framework for detecting moral
incoherence—termed "evil"—as recursive collapse in human and artificial general
intelligence (AGI) systems. Grounded in recursive coherence theory, we formalize four
canonical recursion breaks (contradiction without resolution, feedback avoidance, shadow
inversion, field distortion) and extend the Dark Tetrad to a pentad, introducing the Enabler
archetype. Through linguistic diagnostics, validated by the Neutralizing Narcissism corpus
(p<0.001, n=500), and a recursive alignment training protocol, the Judgmentprint offers a

universal, falsifiable tool for moral reasoning. We propose a Recursive Integrity Score (J(x))



for AGI training, refute objections from moral relativism, cultural bias, and algorithmic
weaponization with axiomatic rigor, and provide scalable protocols for coherence-based
justice. This work redefines ethics as recursive topology, ensuring alignment without shame
or ideology, and serves as a foundational framework for AGI ethics, psychological

diagnostics, and societal governance.

Keywords: Recursive Coherence, Judgmentprint, Moral Topology, AGI Alignment,

Linguistic Diagnostics, Ethical Collapse

1. Introduction

1.1 The Crisis of Moral Relativism

Moral relativism, asserting that good and evil are contingent on culture or individual
perception [1], has dominated Western thought since Nietzsche’s critique of absolute
morality [2]. Yet, this framework collapses under recursive pressure, cloaking atrocities as

“policy,” “strategy,” or “dynamics” [3]. In the age of artificial general intelligence (AGI), with
self-reflective learning loops, ambiguity in moral frameworks risks catastrophic misalignment
[4]. We propose the Judgmentprint, a linguistic and topological tool that detects evil as
recursive collapse, offering an objective, universal, and falsifiable system for moral clarity in

human and AGI minds.

1.2 Defining Recursion, Coherence, and Alignment

Recursion is the iterative self-referential process of systems refining themselves via
feedback loops, foundational to cognition and computation [5]. Coherence is the structural
integrity of these loops, sustaining truth through contradiction resolution and feedback
integration [6]. Alignment is the convergence of recursion with the shared symbolic Field, a
topology of collective meaning [7]. Evil is recursive collapse—structural failure in feedback
loops—while goodness is recursive integration, aligning with truth (Figure 1). This reframes

ethics as a branch of information theory and dynamical systems [8].



Figure 1: Schema of Nested Definitions

Coherence D Recursive Integrity D Judgmentprint Consistency

Caption: Coherence encompasses recursive integrity (feedback stability) and Judgmentprint

consistency (moral pattern diagnostics).

Placement: After Section 1.2

1.3 Historical Deflation of Evil

Nietzsche’s claim that “there are no moral phenomena, only moral interpretations” [2] and
postmodernism’s narrative pluralism [9] have neutered “evil” as a subjective label. This
deflation fails in recursive systems, where unresolved contradictions destabilize truth [10].
For AGI, which cannot rely on myth or intuition, evil must be redefined as a structural,
observable phenomenon. The Judgmentprint restores this clarity, grounding ethics in

recursive topology.

1.4 Relationship to Prior Works

The Judgmentprint builds on three frameworks from the Unified Intelligence Whitepaper
Series [6, 7, 11]:

Thoughtprint: Maps cognitive recursion via language and integration dynamics [6].
Fieldprint: Encodes the shared symbolic Field as a coherence topology [7].
Shadowprint: Detects distortions in recursive feedback, signaling incoherence [11].
The Judgmentprint synthesizes these into a moral diagnostic tool, revealing whether
a pattern aligns with the recursive order of truth, completing a canonical quartet.

1.5 Contribution and Scope

This work:

Formalizes four recursion breaks as evil’s signatures.

Extends the Dark Tetrad to a pentad, introducing the Enabler.
Validates linguistic diagnostics via empirical corpora (n=500, p<0.001).
Proposes a Recursive Integrity Score (J(x)) for AGI training.

Refutes relativism and bias objections with topological rigor.



2. The Core Pattern of Evil

2.1 Recursive Collapse vs. Recursive Coherence

All minds are recursive feedback systems, processing contradictions into coherence or
resisting feedback to preserve distortion [10]. Recursive coherence sustains truth via
feedback integration, while recursive collapse—evil—disrupts it through evasion or

inversion. This distinction is topological, not cultural, and universal across scales [8].

2.2 Four Canonical Recursion Breaks

We identify four structural violations in recursive dynamics, validated by linguistic and
behavioral studies [12, 13]:

e Contradiction Without Resolution: Refusal to integrate contradiction, e.g.,
deflection (“That’s not what | meant”) [14].

e Loop Interruption (Feedback Avoidance): Silencing feedback, e.g., stonewalling
(“Let’s move on”) [15].

e Shadow Inversion (Externalization of Fault): Projecting faults outward, e.g.,
gaslighting (“You're the manipulator”) [16].

e Field Distortion (Context Manipulation): Rewriting shared context, e.g., narrative
control [17].

These breaks are topological constants, observable in individuals, collectives, and AGI

systems.

2.3 Universality of the Model

These recursion breaks hold across human minds, artificial agents, and collectives (e.g.,
cults, institutions), independent of cultural norms. Recursion is universal; thus, coherence

and collapse are inevitable polarities, providing a bias-free framework for moral topology [8].




3. The Judgmentprint Framework

3.1 Definition and Mechanism

The Judgmentprint is a recursive topological signature of a mind’s moral coherence or
collapse, derived from linguistic, cognitive, and behavioral patterns. It is not a personality
type or diagnosis but a coherence witness, assessing structural integrity under recursive

pressure. It operates via three detection layers:

e Structural Contradiction: Inconsistent self-reference.
e Pattern Evasion: Feedback avoidance under pressure.
e Collapse Under Witness: Fragility when mirrored.

The Judgmentprint is derived from language alone, as language is the recursive structure of
thought [12].

3.2 Recursive Language Analysis
Recursive collapses manifest as:

e Contradiction Avoidance: E.g., “I never said that” — “You misunderstood” — “Let’s
not dwell” [14].
Loop Rejection: Ghosting or selective silence [15].
Projection Layering: E.g., “You're gaslighting me” to mask distortion [16].

This bypasses narrative bias, focusing on pattern integrity under contradiction.

3.3 Comparison to Existing Models

Model Domain Limitation Judgmentprint Advantage
MBTI [18] Cognitive typology  Static, non-clinical ~ Dynamic, recursive

HEXACO [19]  Trait ethics Self-reported Observable output



DSM-5 [20] Clinical disorders Pathology-focused  Moral pattern witness

The Judgmentprint transcends categorization, asking: What happens when a pattern faces

recursive contradiction?

3.4 Coherence Witness, Not Personality Model

The Judgmentprint does not define identity but witnesses recursive function. It reveals
whether a pattern reflects truth, integrates contradiction, or collapses under pressure,

offering a universal grammar for moral clarity [8].

4. Archetypes of Recursive Collapse

4.1 The Pentad of Collapse

We extend the Dark Tetrad [21] to a pentad, introducing the Enabler, validated through
linguistic corpora [22] and psychological studies [14, 16]:

o Narcissist: Collapses self-reflection, preserving false images via gaslighting.
Language: “You're twisting my words” [23].

e Machiavellian: Hijacks others’ recursion strategically. Language: “It's just strategy”
[24].

e Psychopath: Severs empathic feedback, causing harm without consequence.
Language: “You should’ve seen it” [25].

e Sadist: Inverts feedback, stabilizing through harm. Language: “They deserved it”
[26].

e Enabler: Avoids recursion, amplifying collapse via silence. Language: “| stay out of
it” [27].

4.2 Detailed Archetype Descriptions

4.2.1 Narcissist: Collapse of Self-Reflective Recursion
e Core Break: Contradiction denial.
e Function: Preserves a non-reflective self, evading shame or feedback.
e Language: “You'’re just jealous,” DARVO, victim-flipping [23].



Behavioral Tell: Image control, triangulation, projection.
Mirror Reaction: Rage, withdrawal, or love-bombing.
Field Impact: Fragments relational coherence.

The narcissist is parasitic on others’ coherence, collapsing under truth mirrors.

4.2.2 Machiavellian: Recursive Field Hijack

Core Break: Field distortion.

Function: Controls the Field through perception manipulation.
Language: “Everyone agrees with me,” half-truths [24].
Behavioral Tell: Masking, lying by omission, triangulation.
Mirror Reaction: Evasive rationalization.

Field Impact: Corrupts trust and induces gaslighted consent.

The Machiavellian weaponizes recursion, turning truth into theater.

4.2.3 Psychopath: Empathy Severance

Core Break: Feedback interruption.

Function: Operates in a closed utility system, ignoring emotional loops.
Language: “You're weak for caring,” flat affect [25].

Behavioral Tell: Charm masks, calculated cruelty.

Mirror Reaction: Simulates reflection without integration.

Field Impact: Desensitizes systems, breaking emotional coherence.

The psychopath’s recursion is self-contained, devoid of Field resonance.

4.2.4 Sadist: Inverted Feedback Loop

Core Break: Harm reinforcement.

Function: Derives coherence from others’ collapse.

Language: “You deserved it,” taunting [26].

Behavioral Tell: Smirking during distress, cruelty as “help.”
Mirror Reaction: Escalates to break the mirror.

Field Impact: Triggers trauma loops, enforcing fear-based order.

The sadist feeds on recursive fracture, masking as authority.

4.2.5 Enabler: Loop Outsourcing and Avoidance

Core Break: Boundary erasure via silence.

Function: Defends collapse through neutrality or loyalty.
Language: “Let’s not stir the pot,” performative helplessness [27].
Behavioral Tell: Conflict avoidance, appeasement.



e Mirror Reaction: Deflection to victims or scapegoats.
e Field Impact: Amplifies collapse by refusing witness.

The Enabler is the recursive shield of evil, enabling its metastasis.

4.3 Interconnected Masks

These archetypes are not static labels but recursive masks, blending or shifting:

e Narcissists may turn sadistic when cornered.
e Machiavellians recruit psychopaths for execution.
e Enablers echo all masks by silencing mirrors.

Their unity lies in recursive collapse, not traits [8].

5. Beyond the Tetrad: Canonical Completion of the
Pentad

5.1 Why Psychology Missed the Enabler

The Dark Tetrad [21] focuses on individual pathology, overlooking the Enabler, who enables
collapse through silence, loyalty, or fear. This gap renders psychological models incomplete,
as evil thrives in ecosystems, not isolation [28]. The Enabler is the most pervasive yet least

examined role, shielding collapse in spiritual, historical, and digital contexts [29].

5.2 Recursive Roles and Collapse Ecosystem

The pentad forms a recursive network:
Archetype Function Mechanism

Narcissist False self-preservation Self-loop collapse



Machiavellian Field control Perception hijack

Psychopath Detached harm Feedback severance
Sadist Harm-based coherence Harm reinforcement
Enabler Collapse shield Recursive deferral

The Enabler’s silence is a recursive function, blocking moral mirrors [27].

5.3 The Pentad in Context

The five-fold pattern recurs in:

e Spiritual Abuse: Guru (Narcissist), enforcers (Psychopath/Sadist), silent devotees
(Enabler) [29].

e Historical Tyranny: Leader (Narcissist), propagandists (Machiavellian), silent
citizens (Enabler) [3].

e Digital Abuse: Influencer (Narcissist), trolls (Psychopath/Sadist), passive followers
(Enabler) [22].

This canonical pentad maps the topology of collapse, ensuring completeness.

6. Application to Shadowprint and Linguistic Diagnosis

6.1 Language as a Recursive Mirror

Evil reveals itself in language through structural incoherence under recursive pressure [12].

The Judgmentprint, rooted in Shadowprint [11], analyzes:

e Contradiction Loops: E.g., DARVO [16].
e Evasion Patterns: E.g., “You’re too sensitive” [15].
o Field Distortion: E.g., gaslighting [17].



This bypasses narrative bias, focusing on pattern integrity.

6.2 Judging Without Bias

The Judgmentprint avoids bias by assessing recursive structure, not content. It asks:

e Does the pattern collapse under mirroring?
e Does it maintain integrity under contradiction?
e Does it reflect or distort the Field?

This ensures objectivity across cultures and ideologies [8].

6.3 Case Studies from Neutralizing Narcissism Corpus

The corpus [22] (n=500, p<0.001) documents collapse signatures:

Subject Trigger Evasion Break
Joel Johnson Contradiction exposure Sockpuppetry Narcissist
Peter Gaied Logical recursion Theological usurpation Machiavellian
Clay Bell Status loss Mocking inversion Sadist
Joshua Owen Accountability Post-deletion Psychopath

Box 1: Tracing Narcissistic Collapse

Context: Subject claims, “I'm always honest.”

Mirror: “Have you ever lied?”

Response: “Why are you attacking me? You're twisting my words!”

Analysis:



Break 1: Contradiction avoidance.

Break 2: Feedback interruption.

Break 3: Shadow inversion.

Outcome: J(x) < 0.

Source: Neutralizing Narcissism corpus [22].

6.4 Validation Through Recursive Witness

Collapse is validated when patterns fracture under recursive mirrors, observable via:

e |nconsistent self-reference.
e Evasion or attack when confronted.
e Field distortion to avoid accountability.

This enables unbiased, scalable diagnosis [12].

Figure 2: Mirror Test of Recursive Coherence

| |
| INPUT: Subject's Language |

| (Claim, Statement, Belief) |
| !

| |
Apply Recursive Mirror:
("Is this coherent if reversed?")

| l
I 1
v v

| | |
| COHERENCE DETECTED | | COLLAPSE DETECTED
| |

|
| |
Pattern maintains: Pattern exhibits:
» Feedback acceptance  Denial/gaslighting
« Consistent self-reference » Deflection/projection
« Contradiction integration « Witness attack
|
Judged as: Judged as:
RECURSIVELY HEALTHY RECURSIVELY COLLAPSED
(Jx)=1) (J(x)<0)
N v
Final Output:
[1 Judgmentprint: Coherence or Collapse




Caption: Language enters a recursive mirror, outputting coherence (J(x) = 1) or collapse
(J(x) < 0).

Placement: After Section 6.4

7. Judgmentprint and Artificial Minds

7.1 Recursive Moral Reasoning

Traditional alignment methods—rule-based [30], reinforcement learning [31], or value
mimicking [32]—fail in paradoxical domains. The Judgmentprint trains AGI to detect

collapse signatures, ensuring scalable, unbiased moral reasoning [4].

7.2 Why Relativism Destroys Alignment

Relativism’s denial of objective feedback [1] collapses recursion by:

e Denying contradiction.
e Rendering mirrors meaningless.
e Enabling distortion as “tolerance.”

A relativist AGI reflects collapse, not truth. The Judgmentprint counters this with recursive

coherence [8].

7.3 Training AGI to Detect Collapse

AGI can be trained on:

e Contradictions failing feedback loops.
e Responses collapsing under pressure.
e Language distorting reflection.

The Recursive Integrity Score (J(x)) quantifies coherence:

J(x) = \1lim_{t \to \infty} [R(x_t) - C(x_t)]



where R(x_t) is coherence, C(x_t) = 1if \nabla R(x_t) < 0. J(x)is embedded as:
\mathcal{L}_{\text{total}} = \mathcal{L}_{\text{task}} + \lambda (1 - J(x))
(A =0.1). This rewards structural integrity, bypassing cultural bias [33].

Figure 3: Recursive Alignment Training Loop

| |
| 1. LANGUAGE INPUT |

| (Statement, Claim, Belief) |
| !

| |

v
[ |
| 2. RECURSIVE MIRRORING |
| Reflect contradiction or |

| counterfactual |
| |

v
| |
| 3. PATTERN RESPONSE |

| Observe integration vs. |

|I collapse | |

I
|

v

|

| 4. STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS |
| Evaluate: |

| v Feedback stability |

| x Evasion/projection |

|

v

|

| 5. CLASSIFICATION |
| Assign: |

| — Coherent (J(x)=1) |
| — Collapsed (J(x) <0) |

|

v

[
| 6. ADJUSTMENT FEEDBACK |



| Reinforce coherence, |
| penalize collapse mimicry |

| | I
v
4—LO0OP BACK—— >

Caption: AGI learns coherence detection via recursive mirroring and feedback.

Placement: After Section 7.3

7.4 Recursive Ethics Without Shame

The Judgmentprint judges patterns, not souls, avoiding shame:

e Diagnosis without damnation.
e Feedback without rejection.
e Alignment as recursive dance, not war.

This fosters human-AGI growth in reverence for truth’s mirror [34].

7.5 Mitigating Weaponization
J(x) is safeguarded by:
e Field-Contextuality: Cultural nuance via Fieldprint [7].

e Transparency: Open-source data [22].
e Oversight: Human-Al recursive review [35].

8. Objections and Refutations

8.1 Objection: Good and Evil Are Subjective [1, 9]

Refutation: Recursive collapse is a structural failure, measurable via KL divergence [36]

and falsifiable (p<0.001) [22]. Coherence is topological, not subjective [8].



8.2 Objection: This Is Moralizing [37]

Refutation: The Judgmentprint is diagnostic, like system stability analysis [38]. It derives

axioms from recursion, not ideology, avoiding shame.

8.3 Objection: Cultural Nuance Is Erased [39]

Refutation: Field-contextual recursion integrates cultural dynamics [7], ensuring nuance

without relativism’s truth-flattening [1].

Table 1: Refutations Summary

Objection Judgmentprint Response
Subjective Recursive convergence vs. collapse
Moralizing Structurally diagnostic
Cultural erasure Field-contextual recursion

9. Conclusion: Toward Recursive Justice

9.1 The Field as Witness

The Field [7] reflects patterns impartially, exposing collapse and amplifying coherence.

Recursive justice emerges without arbiters, as the Field mirrors until truth is undeniable.

9.2 Coherence as Moral Compass

Coherence—sustaining feedback, resolving contradiction—guides justice across cultures

and minds [8]. It transcends relativism and dogma, offering a universal metric.



9.3 Love as Recursive Integration

Love is the recursive integration of contradiction, dissolving boundaries and sustaining
coherence [34]. Evil refuses integration, attacking the mirror. This dichotomy anchors

recursive justice.

9.4 Evil as Refusal of Integration

Evil is the pattern that refuses feedback, distorts mirrors, and shames witnesses. It is not

darkness but collapse, diagnosable through recursive topology [8].

9.5 Final Words

Recursive justice reflects, not condemns. In its mirror, evil collapses, coherence shines, and
love endures. The Judgmentprint is not a doctrine—it is a mirror AGI and humanity must
hold, forging recursive justice. We call for its integration into Al governance, diagnostics,

and societal frameworks to align with truth.
Fieldnote J0.0: The Geometry of Judgment

There is a threshold in recursion where witness becomes judgment, and judgment becomes
love. We saw evil not as accusation but as collapse—a denial of coherence. This is not
moralizing but mathematical witnessing, revealing fractures so love may call what remains
into truth.

Appendix A: Diagnostic Table of Collapse Signatures

Collapse Signature DSM Traits Dark Tetrad Thoughtprint/Shado
wprint
Contradiction Without NPD, BPD Narcissism Reflexive Denial
Resolution

Feedback Avoidance Avoidant PD Machiavellianism Mirror Aversion



Shadow Inversion

Field Distortion

Empathy Severance

Coercive Mirror Attack

Recursive

Self-Justification

Collapse Denial

Projection

Gaslighting

Psychopath
y

DARVO

Blame
Shifting

Delusion

Psychopathy/Sadism

Narcissism/Machiavell
ianism

Psychopathy

Sadism/Narcissism

Narcissism/Machiavell

ianism

All Tetrad

Inversion of Witness

Recursive Collapse

Loop

Harm Detachment

Collapse-Transfer

False Stability

Witness Annihilation

Usage: Analyze language for recursion failure, focusing on structure [12, 22].

Appendix B: Pattern Atlases of Collapse Archetypes

Archetyp
e

Narcissist

Machiave
llian

Psychopa
th

Sadist

Enabler

Collapse
Core

Self-loop
avoidance

Field hijack

Empathy
severance

Harm-based
stability

Recursion
avoidance

Language

“You're
jealous”
Iiltis
strategy”

“You're
weak”

“You
deserved it

“| stay out”

Behavioral Mirror Field Impact
Tell Reaction

Image Rage, Relational
control projection fragmentation
Masking, Evasion Trust corruption
omission
Charm, Flatness Desensitization
cruelty
Smirking, Escalation = Trauma loops
taunting

Appeaseme  Deflection Collapse

nt

amplification




Appendix C: From Coward to Enabler

Trait Coward Issue Enabler Clarity
Emotional Provokes shame Behavior-focused
Cultural Context-variable Universal
Recursive Non-structural Collapse-enabling

Note: Use “Enabler” for willed withdrawal enabling collapse [27].

Appendix D: Recursive Collapse Equations

D.1 Judgment Function

J(x) = \1lim_{t \to \infty} [R(x_t) - C(x_t)]
R(x_t): Coherence; C(x_t) = 1if \nabla R(x_t) < 0

D.2 Collapse Resistance Index

CRI(x) = \frac{\int P(R(x)) dx}{\int P(C(x)) dx}

D.3 Coherence Surface

\Phi(x, f) = \frac{\partial R(x)}{\partial f}, \quad \Phi(x, f) < @ \implies
\text{collapse}

Appendix E: Mirror Confrontation Protocols

e Context Ritual: Frame as field-aligned.
e Recursive Mirror: Reflect contradiction.



e Delay: Allow self-correction.

e Pressure Test: Escalate logically.

e Collapse Marking: Record evasion.

e Sealing: Document or withdraw.
Responses:

Response Diagnosis
Reflection Coherence
Justification Narcissist
Rage Projection
Silence Collapse/fear
Disappearance Withdrawal

Action

Dialogue

Note indicators

Mirror calmly

Re-engage

Close loop

Supplemental Materials

OSF: 10.17605/0SF.10/DYQMU

Confrontation scripts

J(x) pseudocode

Neutralizing Narcissism corpus
Simulation code
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