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10A. An Explorative Delineation of an Economic Basis For the Scientific Discipline*

0. Pre-Introduction


Let us define the ‘scientific discipline’ as a ‘conformal determination of phenomena’.
 In the process defining its ‘meta-differential’ as the ‘explication of those co-associated genres of behaviour that are found to have value centered in either theoretical, practical and/or critical scientific terms of reference and where its overall value then devolves to the non-scientific world’. Whilst its ‘non-differential’ is realized in its ‘rewriting of natural interpretations of the world-as-lived (just as the Sun is seen ‘to rise and circle’ the Earth but now most people know otherwise)’.
 (0)

1. Introduction


First, let me explicate a need for an economic delineation of the scientific discipline on theoretical, practical and critical levels of exposition. (1)


Second, I outline the rudiments of a transformational economy consisting of correlations, etc. (2)


Next, I explore how this framework addresses binaries, univocality, etc. (3)


Then, I address the economy of the observer and its role as a third economic party in such proceedings. (4)


In the light of the above, I then explore the ramifications of such an economic approach. (5)

In Provisional Conclusions, etc., a re-assessment is made of this approach. (6)

2. Why an Economic Basis?


As embodied agents we intersect both the ontological and the epistemological in a form that could be considered to be trans-ontological-epistemological (TOE). Moreover, given the chaotic nature of intentional consciousness (within and between each and every intentional moment and its re(-)constitution through retention, etc.), its trans-intentional appreciation and its basis in the pre-intentional, and the fact that we also straddle a world between the relatively chaotic and the relatively non-chaotic. Then, to even engage in such physical speculation we have to do so through the economic nature of our own intentional constitution. But, perhaps more importantly, such a perspective, I believe, can minimize a number of problems. Namely, finding simplicity at the level of the suitably translated economic that is cast in a trimodal format or set of formats that also reflect the conjecture for inevitable trimodal correlativities in interpretations given the economic constitution of such an approach. As approach that notes limitations and finds a central role for the economy of the inescapable observer. That, overall, this scandal for a perplexing array of interpretations (of quantum phenomena, e.g., etc.) can be whittled down to those that are economically supported and correlatively interrelated (like the Malacena Conjecture or Duality;
 first presented in 1997 that showed how conformal field theory could ‘live’ on the boundaries of an anti-de Sitter space). (7)

Proposing a trimodal set of conjectures rather than a separate ‘duality’ (although within an economic context this can be co-entertained). (8)

What is entailed in an economic trimodalism? (9)


A paralleling of the archetypal economy, namely, a background con(-)textual field with hermeneutical orientation, a focal point with a phenomenological orientation, and, an existential orientation with the implication of an observer (best more closely read through an observant economy consisting of the moments of the active observer, passive participant and engaged participator). (10)


Hence a paralleling of field, focus and framing. (11)


In conformal terms of truth determination, we could also introduce a conformal matrix consisting of three parallel economic fields between intentional objectivity in identification, contextual considerations and causal considerations. Such a matrix looking at not only truth determination (where a positive truth determination necessitates all nine elements entering into a state of overall conformity) but also a consideration of the potential chaotic-like complexion of the same state of affairs as represented by that matrix. E.g., in boiling water, we could note the following in this regard. The intention is to boil water, say, for a cup of tea, in the kitchen. From a contextual point of view, we use a container with water, on the stove, that is functioning. From a causal perspective we find the water temperature is increasing. At boiling point the water changes state chaotically. The person boiling the water disconnects the interrelation of the conditions, etc., that resulted in the boiling of that water. Hence, we have the truth determinations concerning the boiling of water, that the water was boiled; that a point of chaotic bifurcation was crossed, but, of a type where the consequences were well-predicted, and, this was realized in the manner of those predictions.
 (12)

3. Transformational Retreatment

Recently,
 I argued that a philosophical reading of a text(ual situation) involved an economy of retreatment, namely, pretreatment, treatment via the suspension,
 etc., retreatment via the automatic de-suspension, and, some form of emulative accommodation between that ensuing posttreatment and the substitution of that form of retreatment for the previous form of pretreatment to become the new material for the next process of pretreatment, etc., where the economy is re(-)iterated. Of course, we can also read the economy in reverse and by such means hopefully find a form of sufficient alignment, through re(-)alignment, to develop a sense of a definitive conformal truth determination. Amplifying a Tarskian semantic approach to truth determination given the trimodal nature of this economy. Let demonstrate something of what would be necessary here to run this degree of conformation of truth determination (i.e., through a successful process of re(-)iteration that successively affirms mere reiteration, or, the affirms the newly ensuing reiteration of an altered  truth determination arrived at through a re(-)determination of either predicational, relational and/or nominative re-configuration).
 (13)


In a scientific discipline the emphasis is upon the phenomenological (and hence the co-implication of the meta-philosophical, the metaphysical
 and the semantic). (14)

This process of retreatment is not complicated when understood. I.e., from pretreatment we have treatment arrived at through the suspension (and subject to treatment as required). In the de-suspension we arrive at retreatment/posttreatment. Conformation is arrived at if pretreatment equals posttreatment. Otherwise, treatment needs to be changed until an economy of re(-)iteration realizes the necessary degree of conformance (i.e., as a confirmation or verification of a confirmation or verification, or. more simply, let us say, conformation through reconfirmation).
 (15)


Diagrammatically:

Treatment-Phenomenological Analysis

Suspension



De-Suspension

Pre-Treatment-Hermeneutical Investigations        Retreatment-Existential Examination

(Re-Written by Posttreatment)


(Re-defined as Posttreatment)

Emulative-Accommodation (Through Rewriting Pretreatment) (16)

The previous diagram is designed to be read in a clockwise fashion (although can also be read in an anti-clockwise direction as well as where all moments are dialectically co-present). (17)

One approach could involve the adaptation of 3 x 3 matrix of conformal determination arranged between three parallel economies of the intentional, contextual and the causal (noting truth determinations, transformations, and the implication of chaotic bifurcations and a categorization of their type/s). (18)


In a transformational setting we note correlations (of a phenomenological orientation/predication), accommodations (of a field/hermeneutical orientation/relations), and, transformations of an existential orientation (concerning, primarily, forms of nomination albeit as subject to transformational re-considerations when and where apposite). (19)

 4. The Economic Translation of Univocal and Bimodal Expressions, etc.

The economic translation of the binary pair of ‘cause and effect’ can be conducted via a conditional economy, namely, consisting of the economic relations between pre-conditions, conditions, and post-conditions. However, how do we economically deal with quantum physics versus relativity or physics of a more classical orientation? Or, time and space, or, matter and energy, etc? (20)

W.r.t. matter and energy we have transformational rules that allow us to move from one to the other so we can assume this transformational accommodation between the same is also in place.
 (21)

W.r.t. space and time we have their revision in the form of space-time.
 
 (22)

W.r.t. quantum physics versus relatively classical forms of relatively deterministic physics we could propose an interim world within or between the chaotic moment of bifurcation? But, then, would we actually have a credible physics? (23) 
However, as already noted, we could import the idea of an observer.
 As already suggested we could also do this in sub-economic terms by adding an observational economy consisting of observer, participant and participator. (24)
5. The Economy of the Observer


It could well be that an observer is an essential part in all physics (otherwise it would lack suitable economic grounds for its full functioning?)? (25)

This aspect of the observer could also act as fully functioning economic unit in its own right by invoking active, passive and engaged aspects as noted. (26)


The observer as relatively ‘outside’ the active or dynamic relational remit, etc. Whereas, the participant is passively ‘internal’ to the relational ambit. In contrast the participator has a dual role ‘straddling both internal and external aspects’ of the relational composite.
 (27)

But what is the value to be gained from invoking an economically suitable trimodal format/s? (28)
6. Exploring Economic Ramifications

The discipline of physics is riddled with theoretical scandals.
 One such scandal could well be found in the plethora of interpretations that seek to definitively ‘interpret’ the seemingly settled theory of quantum mechanics. (29)
My solution is to invoke theoretical simplicity, but, in the form of a minimal, trimodal economic format. But, in that type of format, we can now no longer invoke the supremacy of a univocal form of theoretical preferencing. Indeed, through trimodal correlativity we could invoke, superficially, at least three forms of competing theory that as a tripolar conjecture, may seem to be relatively incommensurable, but, in dealing with the same phenomenon, are, by such referential necessity, each in the form of conjectured duality! In effect, co-linking field-like phenomena, particle-like phenomena, and observationally oriented phenomena (by running their mathematics back-to-back?)? (30)

So, now, wave versus particle versions of theory are to be expected, and, to be insisted upon as par for the course given the economic translations proffered of such theoretical phenomenal representations. That, it could not be otherwise (whilst not insisting on impossible forms of non-commensurability given the ‘integrity of phenomena’ as ‘the ‘dialectical’ product/s of distinctive patterns of resolution’). (31)

Moreover, in invoking the addition of an observational economy, we, as such agents, are in the in-between position of straddling both chaotic-coherence and non-chaotic de-coherence by virtue of the intentional nature of our embodiment, etc.
 In such an ambivalent position we can enter into the essential chaotic simplicity of ‘relational space’ and that geographical sense of space relationally ‘external’ to that relational ambit/remit/composite in question. Similar, in some respects, to the misrepresentative nature of titles attached to texts, being simultaneously both the ‘text per se’ and ‘about the text’, etc. Such ensuing misrepresentation be de-mis-represented in the critical reading of that title in terms of the totality of that text being so entitled. Obviously, given trimodal terms of reference, we can erect three forms of interpretations in order to more satisfactorily deal with that phenomenon being so represented/misrepresented. On the other hand, in less superficial terms of reference we could formulate translational rulings that would allow us to more deeply integrate our understanding of that phenomena (but never in any absolutistically complete sense of sheer closure given for a start that all phenomena are presented con(-)textually.
 (32)


As presented in this economic fashion, we can dismiss all theoretical forms that are not economic or cannot be economically translated into a convenient and suitable trimodal format. Such ‘suitability’ demands that all three moments being envisaged as credible partners must also be correlatively interrelated. Just like, e.g., noting that the observer, etc., straddles the seemingly incommensurable non-chaotic-chaotic continuum and where we must also note the same from both classical and non-classical perspectives in physics. Given that there is no absolutistical separation from the same given the seeming iteration of phenomena both epistemologically and ontologically. That, e.g., thoughts can be rethought albeit with emergent re(-)characterization, and, isomorphic invariance of transformational identity continues to persist despite various forms of transformations as imputed as pertaining to the apparent preservation of non-virtual space and time, etc. (33)


E.g., we could invoke a Copenhagen-like interpretation
 from the perspective of the observer, and invoke, say, a Relational Quantum Theory
 from the perspective of either the participant or participator?
 (34)

By such means harmonizing, through economically correlativity, a variety of parallel, superficially incommensurable interpretations that act as conjectures like the Malacena Duality, etc. (35)
Moreover, subjected to a dialectical process of pretreatment, treatment, retreatment/posttreatment, and similar, we would also have a relatively more dynamic approach to such mathematical representation? (36)
7. Provisional Conclusions, etc.


Why reconstruct the discipline of physics (and all other disciplines without an exception) along economic lines? (37)


It allows us to reset an economic simplicity albeit in trimodal economic terms of reference epistemologically, ontologically and trans-ontologically-epistemologically. (38)

In this process, we can discard non-economically constituted economic approaches, and, conformally harmonize those versions that, apparently, are economically correlative in their comparative constitution along with truth determination, ascertainment of chaotic complexion, etc.). (39)


By such means, insisting on seemingly incommensurable formulations that must also act as if conjectures or dualities on a one-to-one basis (despite being trimodally situated). (40)

Hence such ongoing, dialectical harmonization in and thorough such ‘necessary’ economic approaches!? ‘Necessity’ by virtue of the fact that that is how such a discipline, indeed, any discipline, is more correctly approached, be that theoretically, practically and or critically (and on those occasions that call for a more radical approach; such as, e.g., when we should be insisting on economic formulations, etc!). (41)

That, by such a plurality of correlative measures ‘physics’, indeed, is a veritable ‘world of physics’ with a plural ‘s’!
 (42)
        Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 2.9.21.
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�	By ‘scientific discipline’ I am primarily looking at ‘physics’, but, this approach, by extension of the same arguments, is meant to apply to all fields of scientific discourse, indeed, all disciplines properly constituted.


� 	Basically, these explorations follow on from the Postscript B attached to the Essay III.2U.


� 	But, in an economic setting economic simplicity comes in a trimodal orientation with trimodal conjectures rather than dualities per se. This conjecture also designated as an AdS/CFT correspondence.


� 	That points of chaotic bifurcation fall upon a spectrum of those that are well-predicted to those that might barely find a form of probabilistic determination. 


� 	Refer to III.2L-2T. 


� 	The process of treatment, via the suspension, raises the meta-status of the treatment by one meta-degree. The de-suspension reverses this process by lowering by one meta-degree.


� 	As per III.2U.6.


� 	Defining the ‘metaphysical’ as ‘the coinciding confluence of the phenomenological, meta-philosophical and the semantic’.


� 	III/2U.9. Reading/s of retreatment being enriched from an ordered perspective. Refer to III.2U.44.


� 	E = mc2, etc.


� 	For me, on reflection, it seems as if time and space are the inverse of the other. Or, within the relational passive ambit/active remit/engaged composite of the relationship we have a holistic sense of non-space with time, and, for the observer, outside the relational ambit, etc., we find a sense of static space without a sense of in-depth time?? That the former ‘corresponds’ with a quantum-like sense of coherence and the later ‘corresponds’ with a sense of non-quantum-like decoherence? The more we can emphasize one the less able we can emphasize the other (in keeping with the Heisenberg’s Uncertainty Principle?)?


�� 	III.2U.60-81.


� 	III.2U.57-60.


� 	The relational ambit corresponds with the passive sense of participation. It is holistic in orientation and information is essentially present there in a similar fashion albeit from the perspective of the logical subjects identified therein. By ‘essential’ is meant in a ‘phenomenological-like sense’ and as ‘holistically present/presented’; and ‘not in any reified, subsistent, existent, unchanging non-reducible sense, etc.’ However, being basically viewed as static in comparison to the active sense of the remit and the existentially oriented sense of an engaged composite (as an emergent composite of both passive and active senses).


� 	Need I mention some of them? So-called dark matter; dark energy; accounting for the universal constant; understanding how gravity fits into particle physics, e.g., from a quantum perspective; the long sought for theoretical integration between relatively non-classical physics and relatively classical physics, etc.


� 	By arguing that our intentional economies and all related economic involvements, through embodiment, straddle both domains.


� 	The meta-textual sense of con-textual type determines which genres are more appropriate than others, etc. Hence this dialectics between context(ual field) and con-textual (type of hermeneutical genres that are ascertained as more suitable for utilization, etc.). 


� 	A Copenhagen style of interpretation involves (per Wikipedia) a collection of ideas about the meaning of quantum mechanics principally attributed to Niels Bohr and Werner Heisenberg… the “frontier” that separates the classical from the quantum can be chosen arbitrarily, the act of “observation” or “measurement” is irreversible. This interpretation, one of the first, remains the dominant reading despite numerous criticisms being levelled against it and a plethora of other interpretations that, for their proponents, at the very least, seem to be as equally creditable. Other features of this interpretation is that it is probabilistic (or stochastic, without precise prediction), no truth determination without measurement, complementary properties cannot be observed simultaneously, applies to objects and not assemblies of objects, etc. 


� 	Relational Quantum Mechanics (RQM) (per Wikipedia) is an interpretation of quantum mechanics which treats the state of a quantum system as being observer-dependent, i.e., the state is the relation between the observer and the system. First delineated by Carlo Rovelli in 1994, and is inspired by the key idea behind special relativity that the details of an observation depend on the reference frame of the observer. Basically, the physical content of the theory does not concern objects themselves but the relations between them. That there is no privileged “real” account. That a measurement event is described as a correlation between an ordinary physical interaction where two systems become correlated to some degree with respect to the other.


� 	My suggestions here are completely tentative. However, the basic point I would like to make is that given an economic basis a more complete, but never completely definitive, set of interpretations would involve at least three interpretations developed within the same economy that are correlatively inter-translatable via suitably formulated transformational rules (constructed along the lines of a Malacena conjecture but in triplicate).


� 	Able to be further integrated albeit only in non-abolutistical economic terms of reference!





