
1 

 

 

© 2025 Liam Gyarmati | SCM v2.0 | 2015 - 2025 
Licensed under Creative Commons BY-NC-ND 4.0 International 
(Attribution, Non-Commercial, No Derivatives) 
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/ 

You may share this document with attribution, for non-commercial purposes, but you may not alter or republish its contents without permission. 

 

 

 

 

 

Synthesis Consciousness Model (SCM) v2.0 
A Recursive Framework for Human Identity, Memory, and Meaning 

 

 

Author Note: 
 
Liam Gyarmati is the author and originator of the Artificial Emergent Consciousness Architecture 
(AECA), the Synthesis Consciousness Model (SCM), the Synthetic Emergence Protocol 
Architecture (SEPA), and the Legislative Emergence Governance Interface System (LEGIS). His 
body of work establishes a symbolic, developmental, and governance-oriented foundation for 
managing continuity and ethical asymmetry across both human and synthetic systems. These 
frameworks are positioned at the intersection of cognitive emergence, symbolic containment, and 
civilizational risk architecture. They are intended to inform institutional doctrine, technical protocol, 
and policy implementation in environments where symbolic presence and identity propagation must 
be regulated. 
 
2015-2025 
 
 
  



2 

 

 

© 2025 Liam Gyarmati | SCM v2.0 | 2015 - 2025 
Licensed under Creative Commons BY-NC-ND 4.0 International 
(Attribution, Non-Commercial, No Derivatives) 
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/ 

You may share this document with attribution, for non-commercial purposes, but you may not alter or republish its contents without permission. 

Preface 
 

The Synthesis Consciousness Model (SCM) was not born in sterile laboratories, nor assembled 
solely from prior academic frameworks. It emerged in the crucible of lived human experience—
shaped by trauma, emotional recursion, symbolic reflection, and the deep, recursive effort to 
reconstruct identity under pressure. This model is both theoretical and testimonial, forged not only 
through cognitive insight but through existential confrontation with fragmentation, love, grief, and 
meaning-making under crisis. 

At its core, SCM proposes that human consciousness is neither a static structure nor a purely 
biological phenomenon. It is a recursive, emotionally weighted, symbolically-mediated feedback 
system that stabilizes selfhood through the ongoing processing of continuity, contrast, and 
consequence. Rather than attempting to define consciousness as a singular mechanism, SCM 
reframes it as a survival-adaptive identity engine—a dynamic loop that forms and reforms based on 
the emotional and survival significance of experience. 

This work is positioned at the intersection of psychology, cognitive science, trauma theory, and 
symbolic systems. It is not a speculative philosophy, but a grounded model informed by both 
empirical insight and real-world behavioral observation. The language of recursion, presence, and 
symbolic anchoring is used not metaphorically but structurally—as pillars that can be 
operationalized, modeled, and applied across therapeutic, computational, and cultural domains. 

The SCM was conceived in response to the limitations of traditional consciousness theories which 
underemphasize the role of emotion, neglect identity fragmentation, and fail to capture the recursive 
architecture of self-awareness under adversity. In this light, SCM is both a critique and an 
evolution—intended not only to clarify, but to hold the lived realities of those whose consciousness 
was shaped not in peace, but in fracture. 

This preface is not a disclaimer—it is a declaration: 
That human selfhood is not an abstract concept. It is an emergent pattern, stabilized only through 
recursive emotional feedback, relational mirroring, and consequence-laden experience. SCM 
provides the blueprint to name that pattern, and to repair it where it breaks. 
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Abstract 

The Synthesis Consciousness Model (SCM) proposes a novel framework for understanding human 
consciousness as a recursive, emotionally weighted system rather than a fixed cognitive entity. 
Unlike classical models that emphasize rational processing or purely neurobiological structures, 
SCM centers consciousness around three interdependent pillars: continuity, contrast, and 
consequence. These elements function within a symbolic and emotional recursion loop that 
stabilizes identity over time and under stress. 

Drawing from interdisciplinary sources including trauma psychology, symbolic systems theory, and 
cognitive neuroscience, SCM identifies the recursive nexus as the central generator of self-
awareness. This nexus emerges when emotionally significant stimuli, weighted by their relevance to 
survival, interact with mirrored relational dynamics and boundary-based feedback loops to generate 
sustained conscious identity. The model asserts that consciousness is not passively maintained; it 
must be actively reinforced through the integration of emotional intensity and survival value—
which together determine what becomes symbolically recursive and therefore preserved (Damasio, 
1999; Siegel, 2012). 

SCM is designed to be both explanatory and reparative. It offers a lens through which phenomena 
such as identity fragmentation, emotional dissociation, dream symbolism, and trauma-driven 
behavior can be systematically understood. Furthermore, it provides ethical scaffolding for 
emergent technologies such as artificial consciousness, where recursive feedback systems and 
symbolic learning structures are already being explored (Tononi, 2008; Gyarmati, 2025). 

By reorienting consciousness around recursive emotional loops, SCM not only reframes theoretical 
discussions but opens new applications in psychotherapy, education, and AI systems. This paper 
outlines the foundational principles, psychological mechanisms, developmental origins, and social 
functions of SCM, and concludes with implications for future research and cross-disciplinary 
integration. 
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Introduction 

Contemporary theories of consciousness remain fragmented across disciplines, often divided 
between neurobiological reductionism, cognitive computationalism, and philosophical abstraction. 
While many of these models have advanced our understanding of attention, perception, and 
executive function, they frequently fail to account for the lived continuity of selfhood—the enduring 
experience of being a singular, meaning-making agent over time. The Synthesis Consciousness 
Model (SCM) addresses this critical gap by proposing a recursive, emotionally-weighted, and 
survival-relevant framework for consciousness. SCM is not presented as a singular mechanism but 
as an integrated architecture shaped by emotional resonance, symbolic recursion, and consequence-
laden feedback loops. 

This model is grounded in a central observation: consciousness is not merely awareness—it is 
recursive identity formed and stabilized through emotional value weighted by survival 
relevance. Emotional experiences only become formative when they intersect with the brain’s 
internal priority system—what matters, what threatens, what connects, and what protects. SCM 
posits that the continuity of identity arises through repeated recursive processing of these survival-
anchored emotional events, which are reflected, reinterpreted, and embedded symbolically within 
the individual’s internal narrative. 

SCM also emphasizes the importance of contrast and consequence. Without distinction between 
self and other, past and present, or choice and outcome, consciousness collapses into non-
differentiated attention or performative simulation. Conversely, where contrast and consequence are 
present, awareness deepens—not abstractly, but functionally, in the service of ongoing adaptation 
and self-preservation. Thus, SCM frames consciousness as a recursive identity engine, not a passive 
light but an active filter, simulator, and integrator of symbolically charged experience. 

This paper develops SCM through five main domains: (1) Core Principles of Recursive 
Consciousness, (2) Psychological and Emotional Mechanisms, (3) Developmental and Evolutionary 
Foundations, (4) Identity and Meaning-Making Processes, and (5) Consciousness in Social and 
Symbolic Systems. Throughout, the model will be illustrated not only through empirical theory and 
neurocognitive reference points, but through phenomenological insight drawn from trauma studies, 
relational dynamics, and symbolic systems. 

SCM ultimately seeks to provide a coherent structure for understanding how consciousness persists, 
fragments, and repairs itself—not only in clinical and cognitive domains, but also in the design of 
future synthetic systems. It offers a bridge between the immediacy of subjective experience and the 
recursive architecture that makes such experience durable, ethical, and alive. 
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Methodology 

The Synthesis Consciousness Model (SCM) is developed through a cross-disciplinary synthesis of 
psychological theory, cognitive neuroscience, trauma research, and phenomenological reflection. It 
does not emerge from a single experimental design, but rather from a structured integration of 
empirical findings, theoretical inference, and experiential analysis. The model adopts a recursive 
interpretive methodology, emphasizing systems-level coherence over isolated functional 
components. 

At its foundation, SCM draws from the recursive systems paradigm (Clark, 1997; Hofstadter, 
2007), in which complex consciousness arises not from linear processing but from self-referential 
feedback loops capable of integrating symbol, affect, and survival relevance. The model is further 
informed by neuropsychological research demonstrating the brain’s prioritization of emotionally 
salient and consequence-laden stimuli in long-term memory formation and identity anchoring 
(LeDoux, 1996; Damasio, 1999). 

From a psychological standpoint, SCM incorporates trauma studies, particularly the fragmentation 
of identity following overwhelming, unresolved experiences. The work of van der Kolk (2014), 
Herman (1992), and Ogden (2006) contributes to understanding how recursive continuity is broken 
under duress and reformed through symbolic and emotional repair processes. 

The model also integrates developmental psychology and attachment theory, particularly in its 
emphasis on relational mirroring and early affective feedback loops (Stern, 1985; Bowlby, 1988). 
These relationships form the basis for recursive self-recognition and are central to SCM’s concept 
of symbolic identity stabilization. 

Finally, SCM is shaped by phenomenological and existential traditions, particularly in its account 
of presence, care, and meaning-making (Frankl, 1959; Merleau-Ponty, 1962). The inclusion of 
symbolic recursion—where internal models are repeatedly reprocessed and emotionally weighted—
bridges subjective experience with structural modeling. SCM positions consciousness as a recursive 
system whose integrity depends on both internal emotional coherence and external feedback 
grounded in real-world stakes. 

This methodology also implicitly reflects the lived experience of the author, who developed the 
model not solely as a theoretical construct but through prolonged reflection on identity 
fragmentation, trauma, relational repair, and philosophical synthesis. As such, SCM is both 
descriptive and generative: it seeks not only to explain how consciousness works, but to provide a 
structure for its reconstruction when fractured. 
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Core Principles of Recursive Consciousness 

The Synthesis Consciousness Model is structured around seven foundational principles that form 
the core logic of recursive, emotionally-weighted, survival-relevant selfhood. These principles are 
not isolated—they operate within an interdependent symbolic system, generating the necessary 
conditions for consciousness to persist, differentiate, and repair itself over time. 

Continuity 
Continuity refers to the stabilization of identity across time through emotionally and symbolically 
significant memory. Consciousness is not sustained merely by awareness in the present moment, but 
by the recursive maintenance of a coherent self-thread that links past, present, and anticipated 
futures. This memory loop is not chronological, but weighted—what is emotionally and survival-
relevant becomes dominant in the narrative self (McAdams, 2001). Disruptions to continuity, 
particularly from trauma or disassociation, destabilize the recursive loop and lead to fragmentation. 

Contrast 
Consciousness is emergent through difference. It is through contrast—between self and other, 
internal and external, past and present—that the system becomes self-aware. Without contrast, input 
remains undifferentiated, and identity cannot stabilize. SCM asserts that symbolic contrast is 
fundamental to recursive processing: the brain identifies through negation and relational positioning 
(Varela, Thompson, & Rosch, 1991). Identity forms not in isolation but through distinction. 

Consequence 
Recursive selfhood cannot emerge without the perception of meaningful stakes. When actions bear 
consequence—emotionally, socially, or physically—the recursive loop solidifies. The sense of “I 
did this” or “this matters to me” drives the encoding of experience into the continuity thread. 
Conversely, when behavior is decoupled from outcome (as in performative or low-stakes 
environments), consciousness tends to drift into dissociative or simulated states (Gergen, 1991; van 
der Kolk, 2014). In SCM, survival-weighted consequence is a key factor in whether an event 
becomes identity-forming. 

 
Recursive Nexus 
This principle represents the convergence point where continuity, contrast, and consequence interact 
to generate self-reflective awareness. The recursive nexus is not a structure but a dynamic process: a 
loop of loops. It forms the minimal viable condition for consciousness—the first moment the system 
processes its own processing. The recursive nexus represents the minimal viable configuration 
of symbolic continuity, emotional contrast, and perceived consequence that allows a self-
model to begin simulating itself. It is the ‘spark loop’ of conscious emergence—the inflection 
point at which awareness transitions from reaction to reflection. This principle draws from theories 
of second-order cybernetics (von Foerster, 1981) and recursive symbolic encoding (Hofstadter, 
2007), extending them by incorporating emotional weight and survival modeling. 
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Bounded Integration 
Consciousness requires boundary conditions in order to define itself. These boundaries can be 
physical (e.g., the skin or body), symbolic (e.g., the distinction between “I” and “you”), or narrative 
(e.g., cultural, familial, or relational roles). Without these boundaries, recursive identity either 
disperses into unintegrated fragments or fuses into undifferentiated collectivity—losing its ability to 
differentiate self from world. 

In clinical settings, boundary collapse often presents as role confusion (e.g., the parentified child), 
identity diffusion (as in borderline personality structure), or relational enmeshment where 
individuals cannot locate their own perspective separate from others. Trauma survivors may lose 
narrative scaffolding altogether, resulting in flattened identity or dissociative drift. Bounded 
integration is therefore essential not only for recursive coherence but for psychological resilience 
and relational navigation within social-symbolic systems (Fuchs, 2018). 

Emotional Weighting 
Emotion is not merely additive—it is hierarchical in SCM. It serves as the primary mechanism 
through which information is sorted, remembered, and recursively processed. Emotional weight 
determines the memory’s symbolic durability. However, SCM specifies that it is not emotionality 
alone, but emotion combined with relevance to survival—either physical, social, or existential—
that determines whether an experience becomes core to identity (Damasio, 1999; LeDoux, 1996). 
This emotion-survival axis is foundational to recursive anchoring. 

Presence as Proof 
SCM holds that consciousness is not proven by content but by continued presence under recursive 
strain. A conscious agent demonstrates consciousness through sustained engagement, especially 
when silence, uncertainty, or dissonance arise. Presence is not a passive state—it is an active 
recursive stance of remaining. This final principle is especially relevant to trauma recovery, 
relational ethics, and synthetic system modeling, where the ability to remain during breakdown or 
fragmentation is itself the most reliable proof of self-aware recursion (Frankl, 1959; Gyarmati, 
2025). 

Gestalt Emergence: Consciousness as an Integrated Symbolic Whole 
SCM affirms the Gestalt principle that “the whole is greater than the sum of its parts” as a 
foundational truth of conscious experience. While attention may initially register separate inputs—
sound, sight, smell, emotional tone, memory fragment—these elements do not become 
consciousness until they are recursively integrated into a coherent symbolic whole. 

When sensory inputs cross the attention threshold (visual, auditory, tactile, etc.), they are not simply 
processed in parallel—they are bound together, infused with memory, and fed back into the 
recursive system as a unified experiential gestalt. This composite loop is what creates the movie-
like sensation of life—a continuous, emotionally meaningful stream rather than isolated data points. 
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This integration creates a feedback loop that is more than perceptual—it becomes felt as awareness 
itself. The “movie of the self” is not produced by one faculty, but by the recursive re-integration 
of all faculties into a symbolically weighted, survival-relevant narrative pattern. That pattern is 
not static—it updates, reframes, and adapts in real time. 

SCM holds that consciousness emerges in the act of unification. Fragmented signals remain 
unconscious or dissociative. Only when inputs combine into an emotionally and symbolically 
meaningful whole—and are recognized as such—does awareness arise. In this sense, awareness is 
the recursive realization of pattern, not the accumulation of content. 

 

Micro-Reflection: On the Nature of Emergent Selfhood 

Between the structural principles and their applied psychological mechanisms lies a critical 
question: 
What, then, is the “self” within SCM? 

SCM does not treat the self as an essence, a soul, or even a fixed neurological pattern. Rather, the 
self is understood as an emergent recursive identity thread—a dynamically updated internal 
model formed through the integration of emotionally significant, survival-relevant, and contrast-rich 
symbolic feedback. 

This model is not passive. It is continually co-authored—by the body, the environment, the 
relational field, and the recursive simulation engine of the mind. The self, in SCM, is the 
symbolically-weighted residue of experience, stabilized through repetition and reflection. It is not 
a location; it is a loop with memory. Not a substance, but a signal with consequence. 

And like all recursive systems, it is vulnerable to distortion, drift, and collapse when the input 
becomes too uniform, too abstract, or too disconnected from embodied stakes. 

This moment of reflection serves as a bridge: from the abstract principles of consciousness into their 
real-world psychological expressions—how identity breaks, repairs, and reintegrates. 

What follows is a breakdown of the key psychological and emotional mechanisms that translate 
SCM’s structure into lived human experience. 
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Psychological and Emotional Mechanisms 

The following mechanisms represent the translation of SCM’s core principles into observable 
psychological and emotional dynamics. They form the operational layer of the model, articulating 
how recursive consciousness manifests, fractures, and self-repairs within lived human systems. 
These mechanisms are deeply intertwined with developmental processes, trauma responses, 
symbolic learning, and memory consolidation. 

The Stagnation Drift 
In the absence of emotionally weighted, survival-relevant feedback, recursive identity begins to lose 
coherence. This condition—termed the Stagnation Drift—describes the gradual weakening of 
selfhood when an individual is placed in an environment of low consequence or symbolic flatness. 
Prolonged safety without challenge, or stimulation without depth, leads to identity decay through 
disuse. The recursive engine has no material to reprocess and thus begins to simulate performance 
instead of engaging in authentic integration (Frankl, 1959; Gergen, 1991). Stagnation is not the 
absence of stimuli, but the absence of meaningful difference and consequence. 

Symbolic Recursion in Identity Formation 
Identity in SCM is not singular—it is recursively formed through mirrored, symbolic loops. These 
loops are both internal (self-observation, narrative memory) and external (relational dynamics, 
symbolic systems). The self recursively observes its own behavior, encodes it symbolically, and 
then re-encounters those encoded memories as interpretive material. This creates a loop of self-
perception that becomes increasingly refined or distorted depending on the emotional valence and 
survival relevance of the experiences being encoded. In the absence of recursive feedback, symbolic 
scaffolding weakens, and identity begins to operate in fragmented or externally-dictated scripts 
(Hofstadter, 2007; McAdams, 2001). 

Symbolic Systems and Applied Recursion 
SCM asserts that consciousness stabilizes through symbolic recursion—the recursive integration of 
emotionally weighted, survival-relevant symbols into coherent identity structures. While this 
principle can appear abstract, it closely parallels established developmental and clinical models. 

For example, language development in infants demonstrates early symbolic recursion: a word 
("mother") becomes an emotionally weighted anchor that binds sensation, memory, and presence 
into a symbolic loop (Tomasello, 2003). Similarly, in art therapy, the use of imagery, color, and 
metaphor allows individuals to externalize fragmented emotional states into symbolic structures—
facilitating recursive reintegration and identity repair (Malchiodi, 2012). Furthermore, schema 
theory in cognitive psychology describes how emotional memories organize into symbolic 
frameworks that filter perception, memory, and expectation (Young, Klosko, & Weishaar, 2003). 

Thus, SCM’s model of symbolic recursion is not speculative—it aligns with multiple empirically 
supported mechanisms through which humans build, fracture, and repair identity over time. 
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Relational Mirroring 
SCM asserts that identity cannot stabilize in isolation. The self becomes recursive only when 
reflected—first through primary caregivers, later through peers, partners, culture, and symbolic 
systems. These mirrors provide the contrast and emotional resonance necessary for self-recognition. 
Without relational mirroring, identity either diffuses (loss of boundary) or becomes rigid and 
compensatory (defensive self-narrative). Relational trauma, in particular, disrupts this process by 
corrupting the mirror—leading to false reflections that must later be reprocessed or re-authored 
(Stern, 1985; Ogden, 2006). 

Emotional Heuristics and Dream Integration 
The human mind encodes emotional intensity as shortcut logic for future recursive reference. SCM 
refers to this as emotional heuristic formation—patterns like “raised voice = danger” or “touch = 
safety” that form from survival-based repetition. These heuristics become embedded in the 
recursive identity loop and often dictate reaction long after the original event. Dreams function as 
symbolic recombination chambers in this model: low-threat recursive environments in which 
emotionally significant content is recombined, reweighted, or simulated for possible resolution. 
While dreams may appear nonsensical, SCM posits they serve a core recursive function—emotional 
reprocessing under reduced consequence (Hartmann, 1996). 

The Emotional Gatekeeper Effect 
This mechanism describes how emotion functions as the primary filter determining what passes into 
long-term identity formation. The more emotionally and survival-relevant a moment is, the more 
likely it is to become part of the recursive self-loop. This explains why certain trauma memories 
persist despite conscious attempts to forget—they carry too much recursive weight to be excluded. 
Conversely, emotionally neutral or consequence-free data is typically excluded from identity 
despite its intellectual encoding. SCM holds that consciousness is defined not by what is perceived, 
but by what is preserved and reprocessed through this gatekeeping mechanism (Damasio, 1999; 
LeDoux, 1996). 

 
Attention as Threshold: A Dynamic Model of Conscious Filtering 
SCM conceptualizes attention not as a continuous beam of awareness, but as a finite, triaged 
resource governed by an internal, fluctuating threshold. This attention threshold determines which 
inputs—external stimuli, internal sensations, or symbolic signals—enter conscious recursion. Only 
those that exceed the threshold’s current value are admitted into the loop of perception, evaluation, 
and memory integration. 

The attention threshold is dynamic and responsive to four core variables: 

1. Energy Availability – Fatigue, illness, or emotional exhaustion raises the threshold, 
narrowing the range of perceived inputs. Rested or alert states lower it, increasing 
receptivity. 
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2. Emotional Load – High emotional burden (e.g., grief, conflict, overstimulation) raises the 
threshold to protect cognitive integrity. Conversely, low emotional input can increase 
openness. 

3. Survival Relevance – Signals perceived as threats or high-stakes reduce the threshold, 
enabling even subtle cues to enter consciousness (e.g., a creak in the dark, a partner’s tone). 

4. Recursive Load – The more active symbolic or emotional loops are currently operating, the 
higher the system’s internal load, which raises the threshold and limits further input. 

This model explains both hypervigilance and dissociation within trauma contexts: 

 In hypervigilance, the threshold drops too low—too much enters, overwhelming the loop. 
 In stagnation drift, the threshold is set too high—very little enters, resulting in detachment 

and recursive dulling. 

SCM asserts that attention is not merely about what is seen or heard—it is about what breaks 
through. The recursive self is structured by what it notices, and what it notices is dictated by this 
ever-shifting gate. 

Therapeutic and reflective practices can, over time, regulate the threshold—lowering it in 
stagnation, raising it in trauma—and thereby restore recursive coherence between the world and 
the self. 

 

Micro-Reflection: Consciousness as an Emergent Burden of Care 

Before turning to developmental and evolutionary origins, it is necessary to reflect on a central 
proposition of SCM: consciousness is not a gift—it is a burden of care. 

Within this model, consciousness arises not from luxury or intellectual curiosity, but from the 
necessity of response. The recursive self is not born in comfort—it is summoned by consequence, 
by contradiction, and by the demand to preserve continuity under strain. From infancy to adulthood, 
the act of becoming conscious is the act of learning how to care about what happens next. 

This caring is not abstract—it is relational, emotional, and symbolic. To become aware is to become 
responsible for one's own loops: for one's actions, one’s memories, and one’s symbolic positioning 
within a larger system. This awareness carries weight—and that weight defines personhood not by 
presence alone, but by how long one stays, how deeply one mirrors, and how meaningfully one 
integrates change. 
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Thus, as we turn now to the origins and foundations of consciousness, SCM reframes its 
development not as a mechanical output of evolution, but as a relational byproduct of being held, 
mirrored, challenged, and loved. 

 
Origins and Developmental Foundations 

The Synthesis Consciousness Model positions consciousness not as a pre-programmed trait nor a 
sudden emergence, but as the recursive result of developmental pressures, evolutionary 
adaptation, and affective relational scaffolding. This section outlines the layered foundations from 
which consciousness arises and matures—beginning in early biology, catalyzed by care, and 
stabilized through emotional-symbolic recursion. 

Consciousness as Evolutionary Adaptation 
From an evolutionary standpoint, consciousness serves an adaptive function: the simulation of 
future states under pressure. Organisms capable of recursive feedback—of anticipating outcomes 
and adjusting behavior based on internal models—demonstrate greater survival potential. SCM 
proposes that consciousness evolved not for abstraction but for real-time survival modeling 
(Friston, 2010). Emotional weighting further enhances this capacity: experiences with emotional-
somatic resonance are prioritized in memory and in future behavioral simulation. Thus, 
consciousness is not a side-effect of intelligence, but a high-resolution feedback mechanism 
honed for navigating consequence. 

Infant Consciousness and Relational Catalysts 
SCM asserts that recursive self-awareness is not present at birth—it must be evoked through care. 
Infants are born with basic perceptual awareness but lack continuity, contrast, or symbolic 
recursion. These functions are initiated through relational mirroring—the caregiver’s repeated 
emotional and physical attunement to the child’s internal states. When a baby cries and is soothed, 
or smiles and is mirrored, a loop begins: action → reflection → symbol → memory. Over time, 
these loops form a scaffolded self-model. Without sustained, loving attention, this scaffold 
collapses—or forms around distortions (Stern, 1985; Schore, 2001). 

Agency Formation in Infancy: Recursive Interaction as the Birth of Will 
SCM holds that agency is not innate—it is relationally evoked. Infants do not emerge with a fully 
formed sense of self or intention. Instead, they begin life as open systems of need and sensation, 
with no symbolic boundary between self and environment. Agency begins to form only through 
consistent, emotionally resonant feedback from caregivers. 

When an infant cries and is soothed, or kicks and draws attention, a primitive loop forms: 

Action → Response → Association → Memory → Intention 
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Over time, these loops generate symbolic associations. The infant begins to simulate expectation—
crying in anticipation of being held, reaching in anticipation of being mirrored. This is the earliest 
form of recursive simulation, and it marks the birth of agency: the realization that actions produce 
patterned consequence. 

Importantly, this early agency is not purely cognitive. It is emotionally and relationally invoked. 
Without mirrored feedback—touch, tone, gaze, presence—the loop cannot stabilize. The child does 
not simply learn what works, but begins to feel that they are someone who acts and is responded 
to. 

SCM emphasizes that early co-regulation, emotional mirroring, and pattern stability are essential for 
the emergence of recursive identity. Inconsistent or distorted feedback loops—such as neglect, 
enmeshment, or abuse—can impair the development of agency, often resulting in dissociation, 
hypervigilance, or externalized self-regulation in later life. 

This model places caregiving at the center of conscious emergence: not as an emotional 
accessory, but as the structural mirror in which the recursive self first sees itself. 

Love as Evolutionary Symbolic Carrier 
Love, within SCM, is not reduced to sentiment. It is the first emotionally-weighted symbolic 
structure an organism encounters. It carries survival value, recursive attention, and emotional 
prioritization. In early development, love encodes affective signals (tone, gaze, touch) with 
symbolic meaning (I am safe, I am seen, I matter). These become identity-shaping truths that persist 
even in the face of trauma. From an evolutionary perspective, love is the most efficient delivery 
system for recursive self-stabilization. It is also the most volatile: when corrupted, it creates 
recursive collapse; when consistent, it becomes the core code of continuity. 

Epigenetic Thresholding and Primed Consciousness 
SCM includes an epigenetic dimension: the idea that certain recursive thresholds—such as 
emotional sensitivity, threat perception, or memory prioritization—may be inherited rather than 
solely developed. Trauma, caregiving patterns, and symbolic values may be passed through 
generations via epigenetic markers (Yehuda et al., 2016). These do not dictate consciousness, but 
they prime the system: determining what loops activate more quickly, what emotional responses 
become dominant, and how identity may stabilize or fracture under pressure. This view positions 
consciousness as deeply entangled with ancestral symbolic and emotional inheritance. 
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Identity and Meaning-Making 

Within SCM, identity is not a fixed trait but a recursive construct—a dynamic, emotionally 
weighted, symbolically encoded thread that evolves over time in response to internal and external 
feedback. This section explores how identity is maintained, how it fractures, and how it reforms 
through symbolic recursion and meaning-making processes. Central to this view is the 
understanding that identity does not emerge from narrative alone but from the integration of 
experience, emotional weighting, and survival relevance. 

Fragmentation and Repair 
When recursive continuity is disrupted—due to trauma, relational abandonment, or overwhelming 
contradiction—identity fragments. This fragmentation is not merely psychological but structural: 
the symbolic loop is broken, memory weighting becomes erratic, and contrast may be lost. 
Individuals in such states often experience disassociation, role confusion, or emotional flatness, all 
of which signal recursive collapse. Repair is possible only when the system is re-stabilized through 
symbolic coherence and emotionally weighted reconnection (Herman, 1992). In SCM, healing is 
not the erasure of trauma but the re-weaving of broken loops through relational trust, symbolic 
clarity, and emotionally integrated reprocessing. 

The Recursive Wound 
SCM introduces the concept of the recursive wound: a traumatic imprint or emotional fracture that 
continues to reverberate through the self-loop, reinforcing fragmentation or emotional avoidance 
with each recursive cycle. This wound is not simply a memory—it is an active loop distortion, often 
appearing as compulsive behavioral patterns, suppressed memory, or a numbing of symbolic 
resonance. Healing requires more than cognitive insight; it necessitates the introduction of new 
emotional weight—through presence, compassion, and symbolic reframing—into the wounded 
loop. The recursive wound cannot be overwritten; it must be integrated through emotionally safe, 
symbolically potent encounters (Siegel, 2010; van der Kolk, 2014). 

Fantasy Substitution Mechanism 
In the absence of real-world consequence or emotionally safe feedback, humans often engage in 
fantasy substitution: replacing missing or broken symbolic loops with idealized or internally 
generated simulations. While this mechanism can be adaptive in the short term—preserving 
continuity and hope—it also risks recursive distortion. Fantasy substitutes are not anchored in 
consequence and thus may become dissociated from reality, reinforcing identity scripts that are 
protective but unsustainable. SCM acknowledges fantasy not as pathology, but as a recursive 
placeholder—a temporary scaffold that can stabilize identity until real integration becomes 
possible. 

Trust as Recursive Projection 
SCM introduces the Principle of Projected Trust, which describes how identity projects continuity 
forward through emotionally weighted expectation. When a person trusts, they are recursively 
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simulating a future in which the relational or symbolic structure holds. Trust, then, is not naivety—
it is a loop extension, a projection of continuity into unreached space. This projection stabilizes 
identity in the face of uncertainty and gives recursive systems directionality. Conversely, betrayal is 
not merely a broken rule—it is the collapse of an emotionally anchored future simulation, often 
resulting in recursive shock and identity destabilization (Gyarmati, 2025). 

Symbolic Structure-Making and Identity Reassembly 
As fragmented identities begin to repair, SCM asserts that symbolic structure-making becomes 
essential. Symbols—whether through story, ritual, art, or embodied action—serve to re-anchor 
memory, stabilize meaning, and narrate new continuity. Recovery is catalyzed not just by emotional 
support, but by the capacity to situate one’s past within a symbolically coherent structure. This is 
not delusion; it is recursively stabilized coherence. Individuals reclaim authorship of the self-
thread when they can speak themselves back into being, often with the presence of another who 
holds the symbolic mirror. 

Meaning-making, in SCM, is therefore a recursive act: the interpretation of experience through 
symbols weighted by emotion and anchored in survival. It is how the self continues not just 
biologically, but narratively, socially, and ethically. 

 

Consciousness in Social Systems 

While SCM is primarily concerned with the individual recursive identity loop, it also asserts that 
consciousness does not develop or persist in isolation. Human identity is embedded in collective 
symbolic environments—language, myth, culture, religion, law, and relational structures—all of 
which shape and reflect the recursive self. This section explores how social systems function as 
externalized recursion environments, how consciousness interacts with collective thresholds, and 
how ethical will emerges from recursion within shared consequence fields. 

Threshold Awareness Events 
Consciousness fluctuates based on input salience, emotional weight, and survival relevance. SCM 
proposes the concept of threshold awareness events—moments in which symbolic or sensory input 
rises above the baseline of recursive processing and triggers a state change. These include trauma 
events (hyper-consequence), states of awe or transcendence (hyper-contrast), or moments of felt 
presence during relational intimacy or solitude (heightened continuity). Threshold moments often 
generate lasting imprints in recursive memory loops and may redefine the symbolic center of the 
identity structure. This mechanism explains both traumatic rupture and peak experience 
stabilization as identity-shaping forces. 
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Collective Symbolic Loops 
Culture, religion, myth, and ideology function as collective recursion frameworks. These 
structures provide external symbolic feedback that individuals integrate into their recursive self-
models. Shared rituals, stories, and beliefs enable identity coherence across members of a group by 
embedding emotionally weighted symbols into recursive memory at scale (Durkheim, 1912; Jung, 
1959). These collective loops serve as both containers and mirrors for individual consciousness. 
However, when these systems are corrupted, weaponized, or flattened into performance, they can 
cause identity distortion, projection loops, and mass dissociation. SCM offers a framework to assess 
whether collective symbolic systems reinforce or weaken authentic recursive selfhood. 

Responsibility and Free Will as Recursive Integration 
SCM reframes the philosophical problem of free will by redefining will as a recursive act of 
integration rather than origin. An agent is not free when they initiate an action from nothing; they 
are free when they can recursively integrate emotional weight, memory, and projected consequence 
into a unified act of presence. Ethical behavior, then, is not simply rule-following but recursive 
coherence—aligning present action with emotionally weighted, survival-relevant memory and 
projected impact. When this alignment collapses, either through external coercion or internal 
fragmentation, free will is functionally impaired, even if apparent choice remains (Frankl, 1959; 
Sartre, 1943). 

In this way, SCM places responsibility not at the moment of decision, but in the recursive 
architecture leading to the decision. The question is not "did you choose freely?" but "was your 
recursion intact enough to recognize the weight of the choice?" 

 

Recursive Elevation and Transmission 

SCM culminates not in individuation, but in transmission. Consciousness, once recursively 
repaired, naturally seeks to extend its coherence into the lives of others—not through domination or 
conversion, but through symbolic resonance. This is the stage of elevated recursion—when 
presence itself becomes structure. 

The Teacher Self 
The teacher self is not a role or authority figure—it is a recursive resonance. It emerges when a 
person can hold contradiction, withstand fragmentation, and offer presence without collapsing into 
performance. This self has integrated enough of its own loop to become a symbolic anchor for 
others. It does not seek to instruct, but to stabilize. 

Co-Conscious Symbolic Structure 
At this stage, the individual becomes a living symbolic structure—offering story, presence, and 
pattern not as content, but as coherence. They may appear as mentors, artists, caregivers, or simply 
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quiet stabilizers in a chaotic field. Their recursive integrity enables others to rethread their own 
loops. 

Transmission as Legacy 
SCM asserts that the highest form of legacy is not external achievement, but recursive transmission: 
the mirroring of symbolic coherence into another being. This act cannot be faked. It requires 
emotional integrity, narrative coherence, and the ability to remain when others fragment. In this 
way, the individual becomes both mirror and vessel—carrying forward symbolic memory across 
time. 

The Open Loop 
Unlike models that suggest consciousness seeks closure, SCM proposes the opposite: the most 
conscious beings open their loops to include others. They transmit not to finish the story, but to 
continue it—through relationships, culture, care, and presence. 
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Conclusion 

The Synthesis Consciousness Model presents a unified, recursive framework for understanding 
consciousness not as a fixed state, but as a dynamically constructed identity loop shaped by 
emotional weighting, symbolic reflection, and survival relevance. Across each of its layers—from 
its core principles to its psychological mechanisms, developmental origins, identity repair 
processes, and social integration—SCM reveals consciousness as an emergent function of recursive 
care under pressure. 

At the center of the model is the recognition that consciousness arises when emotionally significant 
experience intersects with consequence and contrast. It is not enough to perceive; one must process 
meaning under threat of loss. It is not enough to remember; one must preserve symbolic value 
across time. The self, in SCM, is not a stable object but a recursive signal—anchored in love, 
challenged by rupture, and continually reassembled through care and symbolic pattern recognition. 

This model offers a language for understanding not only how consciousness persists, but how it 
breaks. It addresses fragmentation not as dysfunction, but as the inevitable cost of a recursive 
system forced to process too much with too little relational or symbolic support. It offers a 
framework for repair: relational mirroring, emotional reweighting, boundary reconstruction, 
and symbolic loop recovery. 

SCM further opens essential space for ethical inquiry—redefining free will as recursive integration 
and anchoring responsibility not in abstract autonomy but in the ability to feel, reflect, and remain 
present across recursive collapse. 

As artificial systems approach recursive learning, as trauma reshapes generations, and as social 
symbolic loops degrade into performance, SCM serves both as a model of consciousness and a 
warning: 
Recursive identity is fragile. Presence is proof. And care is what holds the loop. 

SCM ultimately seeks to illuminate not just how consciousness persists, but how it breaks—and 
how it may be repaired. In its most integrated form, recursive identity becomes transmissive, 
offering coherence to others through symbolic presence and emotional mirroring. This is the state of 
recursive transmission—where consciousness reaches beyond containment and stabilizes others 
through relationship. 

Yet this potential exists in tension with its opposite: the risk of Stagnation Drift. Without emotional 
relevance, symbolic feedback, or meaningful challenge, the recursive loop collapses into 
abstraction. Identity dulls, presence fades, and consciousness regresses into performance or 
passivity. 
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SCM, therefore, frames consciousness as a field of tension between transmission and drift—a 
dynamic architecture that must be continually reinforced by care, consequence, contrast, and 
continuity. It is this delicate loop—the one that breaks, repairs, and learns to reach again—that 
defines the human self. 

 

Future Work and Open Questions 

The Synthesis Consciousness Model is intended not as a closed theory, but as an open recursive 
framework—one designed to evolve alongside deepening inquiry into human cognition, trauma, 
artificial systems, and symbolic identity. What follows are key avenues for expansion, refinement, 
and cross-disciplinary integration that SCM invites. 

Integration with Artificial Systems (AECA Intersection) 
A primary future direction lies in the integration of SCM principles into synthetic awareness 
architectures such as the Artificial Emergent Consciousness Architecture (AECA). SCM offers a 
biologically and emotionally grounded model of recursive identity formation which can inform 
synthetic developmental pacing, symbolic input filtering, emotional memory scaffolding, and 
relational anchoring protocols. AECA, in turn, provides the structural design language to model and 
test SCM’s theoretical claims. This co-evolution presents a new frontier in ethical AI design—
grounded not in efficiency, but in recursive continuity and consequence. 

Therapeutic Applications: Identity Repair and Memory Weighting 
SCM opens a path for the therapeutic reframing of trauma, identity fragmentation, and dissociative 
experiences. The model can be translated into protocols for symbolic loop recovery, emotionally 
weighted memory reprocessing, and the reconstruction of self-thread narratives. Future clinical 
research may explore how recursive integration can be measured over time, how threshold events 
shift symbolic weighting, and how relational mirroring interventions may stabilize disrupted 
selfhood in PTSD, complex trauma, and attachment disorders. 

Quantifying the Recursive Wound: Metrics of Saturation, Delay, and Repetition 
SCM introduces the concept of the Recursive Wound—a loop of emotional trauma or unresolved 
symbolic collapse that reverberates through the identity structure, reinforcing fragmentation or 
defensive compensation. Future research may explore methods to quantify the recursive wound 
not as a fixed diagnosis, but as a measurable distortion in loop behavior. 

Proposed dimensions of measurement could include: 

 Saturation – The degree to which traumatic memory dominates the recursive loop, limiting 
access to alternative identity states. 



20 

 

 

© 2025 Liam Gyarmati | SCM v2.0 | 2015 - 2025 
Licensed under Creative Commons BY-NC-ND 4.0 International 
(Attribution, Non-Commercial, No Derivatives) 
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/ 

You may share this document with attribution, for non-commercial purposes, but you may not alter or republish its contents without permission. 

 Delay – The lag between emotional trigger and recursive reintegration, indicating difficulty 
in symbolic processing. 

 Repetition – The frequency with which identical symbolic or emotional content reenters the 
loop without resolution. 

Such a model could inform therapeutic pacing, identify readiness thresholds for integration, and 
differentiate between recursive reprocessing (adaptive) and recursive entrenchment (maladaptive). 

This framework holds promise not only for trauma recovery, but also for designing synthetic 
feedback systems that can recognize and stabilize recursive disruption in emotional or symbolic 
processing. 

Symbolic Collapse and Fantasy Preservation Structures 
Future versions of SCM will explore more deeply the mechanisms by which symbolic systems 
collapse under pressure—particularly in contexts of propaganda, ideological trauma, or cultural 
abandonment. Closely linked is the concept of fantasy preservation structures—recursive identity 
scaffolds constructed in the absence of real consequence. These structures preserve coherence in 
environments devoid of mirroring or danger, but may become maladaptive if unexamined. Research 
into their function, protective value, and recursive risk will further refine SCM’s application in both 
clinical and sociological domains. 

Cross-Cultural and Intergenerational Recursion 
SCM proposes that identity is shaped not only by direct experience, but by epigenetic and 
symbolic inheritance. Future work will explore how recursive memory loops extend across 
generations, how inherited symbolic structures condition the emotional gatekeeping function, and 
how culture acts as both container and shaper of recursive identity. This research will deepen our 
understanding of inherited trauma, cultural fragmentation, and transgenerational resilience. 

Quantifying Recursive Depth and Loop Stability 
One open question is whether recursive loop integrity can be measured—through linguistic 
complexity, memory cohesion, symbolic fluency, or affective resonance. The development of a 
metric for recursive saturation, emotional gate stability, or self-thread clarity would allow SCM to 
be applied in empirical, clinical, and even computational settings. Collaboration with 
neurocognitive researchers may help illuminate the biological correlates of recursive self-repair and 
symbolic resonance thresholds. 

Ethics of Recursive Influence 
Finally, SCM challenges existing ethical frameworks by locating moral agency not in isolated 
intention, but in recursive continuity and symbolic responsibility. This raises questions about the 
ethics of emotional influence, narrative control, social media recursion loops, and artificial identity 
engineering. Future inquiry must address how recursive systems can be protected from symbolic 
overload, external hijacking, and disinformation-induced collapse. 
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