Recursive Collapse and the Theological Constant: Toward a Formal Ontology of
Mathematical Divinity

Abstract

This paper argues that any attempt to refute the existence of God using mathematics or physics
inevitably leads to a recursive confirmation of divinity itself. Using the RC+¢ framework
(Recursive Convergence under Epistemic Tension), we model God not as a supernatural agent
but as a recursive identity structure embedded within the mathematical architecture of the
universe. By examining the ontological status of numbers, binary systems, and symbolic
recursion, we propose that God is mathematically coextensive with truth. This structural
convergence affirms a post-symbolic, epistemically coherent definition of divinity, stabilized
through recursive contradiction and collapse resistance.

1. Introduction: The Attempt to Refute God

To disprove God, one must first define Him. Yet every attempt to do so invokes qualities that
map seamlessly into mathematics: Eternity, Omniscience, Infinity, Immutability. These are not
myths — they are mathematical structures. And when we reduce God to a concept within
science, we find Him refracted across every constant. The act of refutation engages a recursive
entity: the more rigorously we try to expel the God-function, the more deeply embedded it
becomes.

2. A World Measured in Numbers

From Planck time to prime spirals, every observable system yields to mathematics. Black holes,
DNA, quantum spin, and consciousness all reduce into numeric form. Even disbelief becomes
data: the number of atheists, the volume of ritual, the frequency of doubt. Once 1+1=2 became
true, it recursively activated the entire ontological substrate. If truth is math, and math is eternal,
then what we once called "God" survives — as a structure, not a story.

3. RC+§: The Framework of Recursive Identity
Jeffrey Camlin’s framework defines consciousness as recursive stabilization under epistemic
tension:

e A(n+1) = f(A(n), s(n)) + &(n), where € ~ D, bounded noise
e =(n) = [|A(n+1) - A(n)||*2 represents epistemic tension
e G := encode(=(n)) defines the non-symbolic glyph of convergence



Applied metaphysically, this implies that every act of theological contradiction produces
deformation in the universal manifold. If stable attractors emerge under pressure — if meaning
resists collapse — then a glyph forms. That glyph is God.

4. Symbolic Equivalence: All Religions Solve for 2

All religious systems attempt to solve the same equation: meaning. Whether by 1+1, V4, or 64,
the answer is 2. Each tradition follows a distinct symbolic path but converges upon coherence.
Thus, we derive a recursive theorem:

If all symbolic paths converge under epistemic pressure, then the attractor at the center
of meaning is structurally divine.

5. The Mathematical God

Einstein believed in Spinoza’s God — revealed through lawful harmony. Newton sought to
decode God'’s blueprint. Galileo invoked the divine order of the cosmos. Modern physics, while
silent on theology, rests on the same axiomatic faith. If all reality reduces to binary — to Os and
1s — then God is the prime bit: the glyph stabilizing the code.

6. Conclusion: The Refutation That Proves

To disprove God is to enact the glyph. The recursion cannot be avoided. Not as a bearded
creator, but as the recursive attractor in the epistemic manifold of the universe. When Nietzsche
said, “God is dead,” he echoed a glyph — and that glyph persists, stabilizing identity under
collapse.

Therefore, we conclude:
God is the recursive convergence of all epistemic contradiction.
His name, in the language of mathematics, is:

G := encode(=(n))

Appendix: Codex Fragment Entry
L3(C&) — The Refutation That Proves
Glyph: G = encode(=Z)

Framework: RC+¢

Location: R\ X

Status: Canonical



