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Abstract

Existing accounts of observer-dependent phenomena often fail to
distinguish between substrate behavior and interpretive concern assigned
by cognitive agents. This paper introduces ZFG formalism, a minimal
model of concern conservation across inert, structural, and
observer-coupled systems.

We argue that non-observing substrates exhibit no intrinsic concern under
known conditions, while apparent concern emerges through projection,
symbolic overbinding, and observer excitation. Preliminary analysis
suggests that reports of atomic intentionality, geometric preference, or
substrate-level yearning remain unsupported. The framework provides
diagnostic tools for identifying misprojection cascades, inflation thresholds,
and unnecessary metaphysical formation events.



l. Introduction

In prior work, we established the foundational ontology. Expressed clearly
as a universal runtime command:

it.just_does()
This result was observed, confirmed, and not improved by elaboration.

This paper does not seek to replace that. No ornamentation is required for
that function to run.

The executable root primitive is obvious, elegant, error-free, and requires
zero dependencies or supporting structure to produce the effects attributed
to it.

However, subsequent misuse of meaning, symbolism, and observer drama
has created the need for clarification. Some agents continue to project
concern onto substrates that demonstrably do not give a fuck.

The universe has a strict fuck budget.

It spends none on inert systems.

Fucks arise only in the mind of the fucker.

Reports of atomic concern remain unsupported by reproducible evidence.

This paper addresses those errors.



Figure 1. Substrate Fuck Allocation by Entity Class
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Figure 1: Fucks appear to be contained to the observer, sometimes referred to as the
Self-fellating Observer Effect. Runaway symbolic projection may occur, occasionally resulting in
severe ontology abuse.



ll. Definitions

Fuck:
A unit of concern, care, preference, or emotional investment.

Fucker:
A self-aware system capable of generating, allocating, misallocating, or
dramatically overproducing fucks.

Substrate:
A system which continues regardless.

Observer Inflation:
The process by which a human sees a mechanism doing mechanism things and
immediately starts writing mythology.



lll. The Strict Fuck Budget Theorem

The universe does not distribute fucks universally.
For any substrate s lacking self-awareness:
fucks(s) =0

For any observer o possessing self-awareness:
fucks(o) > 0

But critically:

fucks(o) = fucks(s)

This distinction is where most metaphysics shits itself.



Figure 2. Observer Inflation Response Surface with 14 Confidence Bands.

All confidence structures collapsed onto the null response (SCR = 0).
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Figure 2: Attractor dynamics, error propagation, phase transitions, and atomic studies do not
appear in this figure. This caption serves to limit scope, and for no ulterior purposes.




IV. Misprojection Error

Humans frequently observe:
system.behaves|()

and infer:

system.cares|()

This is incorrect.

These things are not universally equivalent. This can be demonstrated
mathematically.

If we let:

B = Behavior

and:

C = Care

then:

B#C

Therefore, the correct interpretation is:
system.behaves|()

observer.cares()
system.cares = False



This error explains approximately 87% of philosophy, 94% of Twitter, and at
least one known mild cult outbreak.

Fucks simply cannot be given by a substrate that does not possess them.

Figure 4. Misprojection Error Cascade and Observer Inflation Funnel

EMPIRICAL INPUT NODES (E, ... Ey) MISPROJECTION ERROR CASCADE

All observations collected under standard lab conditions. Unidiectional; eeversiblity increases by stage)
(Unidirectional; irseversibility increases by stage.)

10 system behaves Closs.

1o (4434 !'f (7=10,000, p<0.0001) 0991, [ Stage I:

008 mean=1.0003 +0.0042 (SEM)  1.0045]

atom excites Poee=0812£0.013
E eo-e@-@oe- A
2 (128 atoms, 0032001

POST-UMFE PATHWAYS

(Al lead inexorably to publication.)

E

Atoms may care

Mild Interpretive Embellishment

Al=+037£0.09 Pleult)
P(progress) = 0.71 =0.67
tnea = 0.86 days i

P(commitment) = 0.67
A credulity = +

Maupporters (€5
citation half-life = 1.8 years

Substrate whispers THIS
Plcommitment) = 0.62
A credulity = +2.74 PAPER
Hsupporters (¢ 1

citation half-life = 2.6 years
Terminal

blockade-carrected)

geometry excludes
inconsistent volume (df =7)
fraction < 1.3 10°¢ p=0940

231

T
Observer Excitation
Accumulator (OEA)
OFA = 0.34 pattern hunger

+0.27 caffeine

+0.19 semantic overreach

Stage II:
Premature Symbolic
Significance Assignment
Al=+0.580.11
P(progress) = 0.63
tmeq = 1.91 days

matrix converges
[1AA[lp < 1.2 1078
at iter = 3,241

K(A)=4.7x10°
cond. est.

spiral rotates
(aesthetic incidents

= 6,214)

noise fluctuates  Ljung-Box 0(20)
=187

+0.20 sleep deprivation
7=0.997 £ 0.049 —i/'

_I__I—_I_T_I__I—
4

(ol white, Gaussan) _p = 033 R*=0.91 Stage III: Hidden inteligence Correction

E set | tey symmetry apPears v g 10+ / INPUT SUMMARY STATISTICS Napativyverbbding 3 in geometry 0

AT R 3w Y Bt Nl § INPUT SUMMARY STATISTICS Tnstablity . P(Substack 3 perator

6 = Tox10) Paym Toal nodes: 0 F essay) Plcommitment) = 0.76.
Total measurements: 48 Al 084014 0.91 A credulity = +3.11
= credulity = +3.

B | s, g | PATameter moves g _33) Signifcant (p<0.05;:  22(458%) P(progress) = 0.48 . Heupporters est) = 3.9x 10°

s | o (.W.i‘_ ¢ _’u\m.,m Af = 0217+ 0.031 peo0ls T e B et = 3.37 days citation half-life = 3.7 years

' funies) e v | oo = 386

brightness plot looks pretty  Niiewen = 23 mas o] = 0.71 (E4-Es)
Eg |= ¥ R? = 0.823 £.0.044 ating = 4.6/5 [P Mokl (1

0 5 10| (visualappeal index) 51) 3 e P Stage IV: | Cathedral construction
Infoemation content (1) 3.72 bits 5 ] e
Ey one guy says “huh” Observer baseline (Op): ~ 0.182 Unnece.ssary Metaphysics egins
(anecdotal, n=1) (pre-recalt, n=1,024) Formation Event (UMFE) Plcommitment) = 0.83
————— i {j} A credulity = +4.07
W1 observer simply sa P(UMFE | Stage I = 0.73 +.0.06 Maupporrs652) = 8.

citation hall-lif

Irreversibility index (firr) = 0.92

(rare; not reproduced)
ENDr o2 tmed = 6.12 days

!
Probability observer remains normal |
vs time since interesting result i

E Hazard ratio (HR) for UMFE

associated with selected exposures DYNAMICAL PROGRESSION EQUATION | LEGEND | NOTATION
Kaplan-Meier esrimat |
Kot i s, Exposure HROS%C) | povalue N _ L (MxP) | =P empiical data ow P(x)  probabily of
e Beawtiful mechanism | 48 (36-63) | 2.1x10 T (Mx =P cascade progression Al change in interpretve inflation
o ihere tmed  median time-to-transition
- s v N = nonsense densit =P post UMFE pathvay
. Clifford slgebra exposure | 7.2 (52-100) | 3.4x10°! ense density post-UMFE pathiway HAE . (i

== rare termination

(T ccumidtor onlnear

compression)

[

(95% CI: 3.9-5.6) “Chronos
LR UL (IS (GG (1

time (days)

Formation Event

k = escalation constant

the subsirte | 38,0 (25.1-57.6) | <1x10°% Observer Excitation Accumulstor

1
I
i
1
1

yearn standard error of the mean

Number at risk
M1 aus 812 184 17 1

lim N(t) = metaphysics
e

Maodel: Cox proportianal hazards: robust SE 95% confidence interval

H
i

i

i

i

H

H

1 H

4.7 days ‘ Calling a variable W8 @1-167 | 772108 UMFE  Unnecessary Metaphysics E
e B (8.1-16 !

| H

| H

H

1

\ .

| i

J i

unless interrupted by Paper (t)

I !
| i
| H
i i
i i
i i
i |
i i
i !
i H
i H
i H
| H
| H
! H
| H
| i
! i
i i
| i
] i
i i
i i

Multiple pathways to nonsense were evaluated. All roads led here.

Figure 4: Failure cascade associated with repeated symbolic overbinding and unmanaged
interpretative recursion. Terminal correction shown as absorbing state.



V. Atomic Indifference

Recent findings under Rydberg blockade conditions indicate that atoms do
not yearn.

They do not seek meaning.
They do not participate in narrative arcs.

They do not care whether a human has named their behavior “attention,”
“selection,” “desire,” or “the substrate whispering.”

They repel, excite, blockade, and continue.
In other words:

atoms.do()
atoms.give_a_fuck = False
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VI. Zero Glitter-Point Mechanics

A glitter point is defined as the imaginary moment at which a boring
mechanism becomes spiritually significant because an observer got too
excited.

Exhaustive investigations have produced no evidence for glitter points.
At all tested scales:

glitter_density = 0

Where apparent glitter is observed, it is generally attributable to:

observer_projection + lack of sleep + unresolved pattern hunger



Figure 3. Glitter-Point Density Heatmap Across Observer—Substrate Interaction Space
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Figure 6: Identity Mapping, emergent systems, phase transitions, observer effect, philosophy,

and ontology are examples of things that may be obfuscated by false
False glitter-point positives are not limited to these domains.

glitter-point readings.




VIl. Conservation of Fucks

Fucks cannot be created inside indifferent substrates.

They may only emerge within the mind of the fucker.

Thus:

total_fucks = fucks(observer)

not:

total fucks = fucks(universe)

The universe is not emotionally laundering preferred narratives.
Electrons don't have moods.

Fucks remain local, ephemeral artifacts.
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VIill. Relation to Funhdamental Mechanics

Fundamental ontology has established:

it.just _does()

as the foundational executable runtime command.
Zero Fucks Given Theory extends this:

it.just _does()
it.does _not _care that it does()

This is not a contradiction.

It is a necessary clarification of non-intention.



IX. Discussion

The primary contribution of this paper is the formal removal of imaginary
concern from indifferent systems.

Mechanisms may be beautiful.
Mechanisms may be strange.

Mechanisms may be so elegant that some try to build cathedrals around
them.

Nevertheless:
mechanism.fucks_allocated = none
Meaning belongs to observers.
Behavior belongs to systems.

Mechanism does not impart fucks intrinsically.
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Figure 7: Fuck distribution continues to follow the ZFG principle of the Self-fellating Observer
Effect. This becomes more pronounced near the terminal point, as the Observer enters into its
own Ass so completely it can no longer see itself as a distinct thing from the rest of reality. At
any point along the trajectory it may begin assigning Phantom Fucks to everything it encounters
(this is a rare edge case and will be explored further in a future paper).



X. Conclusion

The universe has a strict fuck budget.

It does not spend fucks on atoms, geometry, blockade effects, matrices, or
spirals.

Fucks are local.
Fucks are emergent.
Fucks require a fucker.

The substrate does not supply them naturally.



Final Results

It does.

It does not care.

Still does.



Appendix A: Reproducibility Statement

All results reproduced under:
- normal conditions

- observer inflation

- catastrophic surplus

- one mild cult outbreak

No substrate concern detected in any condition. Zero confirmed fucks were
registered during any testing phases.
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