
We begin not with a convergent space but a divergent one. The 
space we consider is a property of our conceptual space—the set 
of all concepts, We begin from such a space as an implication of 
objects, the condition of which is that all points map to each 
point. The mapping of all to each is an epistemic condition, that 
the world we describe is unique, so that the subjective is primary 
to the objective. A complete representation maps to each point, 
as the meaning of our terms. 
 
Generalities of representation are elusive, that generality is 
pervasive, superseding perspective. But we can only describe a 
singular point.  
 
Let A be an epistemic space, whose points are everywhere 
distinguishable. Such a space is a resolving domain, whose only 
aspect is distinction. Whatever presents dyadically is eo ipso  
a non-identity. An epistemic space is non-tautological. And so the 
logic of existential space is contingent, so as to say, non-
reductive. A theory is a reduction to logical form. It is a property 
of a heuristic space. 
 
A heuristic space is a symmetry space. It is, then, tautological, 
and so reductive.  
 
How do symmetries arise in relation to epistemic space? 

Asymmetries, by implication, resolve. Symmetries are the metric 
of distance, bi-conditionally,  
 
What is the relation between space and time, i.e., how do 
dimensionalities arise? Both are measured in repetition. A 
repetition, as a persistence, is a symmetry. Space and time, then, 
are heuristics, inapplicable to epistemics.  
 
A theory is heuristic to epistemics. It multiplies objects passively 

and actively, in relation to discovery and technology, whose 
objects are epistemics. 
 
The relationship between mass and energy is the boundary of ES 



and HS. Existential mass is point-wise singular; objectival mass is 
its heuristic image, its symmetry. In 3-space of HS, its symmetry 
horizon is a radial surface, expanding as c and quantized to c2; in 
2-s to c; in 4-s to c3.  
 
From ES, it is an information bound (EB); from HS it is an energy 
field (EF), the symmetry sphere (SS) of m. 
 
We consider the relationship between EF (as E) and t. Again, that 
space and time domains are metrics, they vanish in ES. We 
express (E, t) most generally as: 
 

EFt greater than or equal to h 
 

The equality gives the lower bound of heuristics. 
 

A metric is a symmetry, a non-convergent identity series. It is 
thus a minimally defining condition of HS imaging ES.  
 
The relationship of HS to ES is of approximation to precision. To 
the symmetries they trace, dimensionalities, then, are 
approximations.  
 
What does the inverse relationality of E, a symmetry field (SF), 
and time, a metric, signify?  That time is a metric of a symmetry 

field, and does not otherwise arise. A world at rest is timeless, 
and disappears.  
 
Matter, as a logical space, is a distinguishability of points. Energy 
is their identity. 
 
Two modes of symmetry may be identified: symmetries of 
identity(SI) and symmetries of difference (SD).  SI conserve 
objects; SD conserve their subsets. Displacement to ground is 

strong symmetry, an existential. Reflection to subset is a 
conservation law. 
 
A heuristic space, imaging an epistemic field, is an objectivity. 



An HS is approximate to ES. They interface in spatial 
dimensionality.  
 
 
  


