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Nanopublication — The 'passenger that persists' meets
the refusal of a self-standing cause
by Arnaud Quercy

The  boundary  is  whether  the  framework's

'idea'/'invariant'  talk  is  read  strongly  (a

self-standing essence prior to and unmoved by

its instantiations) or weakly (a functionally

stable  pattern  tracked  across  constructed

rules).  P3a  already  leans  toward  the  weak

reading — the intentional invariant is expli‐

citly tied to a codex that is unstable, built,

and crystallizes only through iteration, which

is closer to Nāgārjuna's conventional/imputed

existence than to substance. P1's bare 'form

precedes the making' and P2's bare 'the pas‐

senger persists' are where the strong reading

is hardest to avoid, and where the source's

causation and motion arguments find real pur‐

chase.

WHAT THE SOURCE SAYS [1]

The entry reconstructs Nāgārjuna's Madhyamaka

philosophy: the systematic argument that noth‐

ing — causes, effects, motion, the self, the

instruments and objects of knowledge, or truth

itself  —  possesses  svabhāva,  an  intrinsic

nature existing independently of causes, con‐

ditions,  or  conceptualization.  Causation  is

shown to fail under all four analyzed altern‐

atives  (self-caused,  other-caused,  both,

neither); motion dissolves the assumption that

a 'mover' has an identity separable from the

property of moving; the self is a causally-

linked sequence mistaking itself for a sub‐

stantial unifier; and truth is conventional,

assertability-based,  never  verification-tran‐

scendent. Emptiness itself is not proposed as

a final description of how things really are,

only as a corrective to a habitual misprojec‐

tion.

WHERE THE LENS GRIPS

Nāgārjuna's  target  —  svabhāva,  an  intrinsic

nature standing independent of the conditions

that produce it — is exactly the ontological

shape given to 'idea' in P1 ('the form pre‐

cedes the making') and to 'idea' in P2's cur‐

rent wording ('the passenger persists' while

'the vessel changes'). The causation chapter's

four-cornered refutation bears directly on the

claim that a form/idea can pre-exist and re‐

main unaffected by the material process that

instantiates  it:  Nāgārjuna's  mutual-existen‐

tial-dependence argument denies that a cause

can hold its identity prior to, and independ‐

ent of, its effect. The motion chapter's con‐

stitutive/instantiated-property  analysis  (the

mover  cannot  be  separated  from  the  moving)

presses on the very notion of something 'per‐

sisting' as itself across a change of vessel,

showing such persistence-talk to reflect de‐

scriptive convenience rather than a fact about

the thing itself.

WHERE IT BREAKS

P1 and P2 slip IF one reads their language of

a form that 'precedes the making' and a pas‐

senger that 'persists' as metaphysical claims

about an identity holding independent of the

conditions and conceptual apparatus that gen‐

erate it — this is precisely the svabhāva-as-

substance  the  causation  and  motion  chapters

dismantle. They hold IF one reads that lan‐

guage as merely phenomenological or workflow-

descriptive (an artist experiences conception

before execution; a pattern remains trackable

across media) without any claim to condition-

independent existence — a reading the source's

arguments do not touch, since Nāgārjuna's tar‐

get is intrinsic, mind- and cause-independent

nature, not functional continuity noted by an

observer.

PROPOSITIONAL GRID [2]

Read this grid. “Not evaluated” does not mean

the  source  has  nothing  to  say  about  that

proposition.  It  means  the  reading  did  not

instruct  it.  That  is  not  a  result,  and  it

counts in no denominator. A silence, by con‐

trast, is a finding: the reading touched the

proposition without concluding, or noted its

absence itself.

Evaluated

proposi‐
tion

audit
status

relational verdict

P1 Primordial Idea not
audited

pressure-against

P2 Transliteration audited [3] pressure-against

P3a Double Structure of the In‐
variant

not
audited

open-question
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Author

Asset code

Identifier

Version

Published

What was instructed. These propositions have

been judged and carry a current statement: it

is that statement the reading tested, not the

founding one.

P2 — judged in Note 01 · current statement :

the statement is narrowed: it loses

« transportée » and « toute »

Not evaluated (34) — P3, P4, P5, P6, P7, P8,

P9, P10, P11, P12, P13, P14, P14a, P14b, P15,

P16,  P16a,  P17,  P18,  P18a,  P19,  P19a,  P20,

P21, P22, P23, P24, P25, P26, P27, P28, P29,

P30, P31

Overall verdict: Bounded — taxonomy of the Au‐

gust 2026 pass, predating the move to rela‐

tional  verdicts.  Kept  as  metadata:  the  gap

between the two forms is data, not residue.

This reading’s judgement is in the grid above.

Reading of 2026-05-31 · model claude-sonnet-5
· source 94,969 chars · 1 attempt(s)

FIRST PASS — KEPT AS WRITTEN

Reading produced by the T50 RSS pass, before

the boundary lens. It is reproduced UNCORREC‐

TED. Keeping it is the point: without it, a

changed title is just a changed title — with

it,  what  the  second  pass  refused  becomes

legible.

Title it carried : « Nāgārjuna's Emptiness as

Diffractive Logic: The Codex of Non-Fixity »

Nāgārjuna's doctrine of śūnyatā (emptiness) is

a structural instance of the ideamorphic codex

applied to ontology itself. His tetralemma —

the rejection of all four logical positions

(affirmation, negation, both, neither) — func‐

tions as a self-imposed constraint that forces

the receiver (reader/practitioner) to abandon

fixed  interpretive  ouvertures.  The  doctrine

does not transmit a doctrine; it transmits a

method of diffraction. Each encounter with the

text produces a different non-fixity, a dif‐

ferent emptying of conceptual certainty. The

intentional invariant is not 'what Nāgārjuna

believes' but 'the structure that prevents be‐

lief from crystallizing.' This is engineering

diffraction  at  the  philosophical  level:  the

codex is the tetralemma itself — a formal sys‐

tem that guarantees generative loss (the loss

of conceptual ground) as the precondition for

liberation. The ricochet effect appears when

the reader discovers that the text's 'empti‐

ness' is not a negation but a generative void

—  the  gap  where  all  possible  meanings  can

arise without fixation.

T50 RSS assessment · 2026-05-31 · remplacée par boundary-

lens-2026-08
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EPISTEMIC PROFILE

Claim type boundary reading

Voice third person analysis

Epistemic

status

bounded grip

Methodology Boundary-finding lens applied to one source,

model claude-sonnet-5, 1 attempt(s),

traceability check passed.
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