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Abstract. Philosophy has always tried to illuminate the complexity of existence, but 

often faced its own paradoxes. The emergence of philosophical schools and concepts, along 

with their arguments, reflect the dynamic interaction of ideas. This short note explores some 

nuanced principles governing philosophical thought, summarized in the proposed 

“philosophical formulas.” These formulas are intended to mathematically and conceptually 

express the tensions, complementarities, and movements intrinsec in a given philosophical 

system. 
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1. Introduction 

The proliferation of numerous philosophical schools, even those that appear 

contradictory, is rooted in the nature of ideational dynamics, which comes from creative 

ideation1 — the process of developing novel and innovative ideas as solutions to open-ended 

challenges [Fink et al.]. Ideas, by their very nature, do not exist in isolation. When a concept 

arises, it invariably generates its complement or counterpoint. This duality is characterized not 

merely by opposition but also by interdependence. Each idea, in its assertion, invites the 

emergence of an alternative or contrasting perspective that propels philosophical thought 

forward. The rich diversity of philosophy reflects the multitude of ways in which ideas interact, 

adapt, and evolve across varying contexts. Philosophy is a dynamic field shaped by continuous 

creative ideation, it is not a static discipline bound by fixed doctrines. This process of 

interaction not only broadens the scope of philosophical inquiry but also redefines its 

principles, adapting them to new intellectual landscapes and challenges. 

2. Some Philosophical Laws 

Underlying this dynamic nature of philosophy are foundational principles that govern 

the interaction of ideas. These principles, which can be conceptualized as laws or formulas, 

 
1 I borrow this term from the field of psychology. 
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offer a structured understanding of how philosophical systems develop, transform, and coexist. 

By identifying and analyzing some of these laws, we gain deeper insights into the mechanisms 

that drive the evolution and diversification of philosophical thought. 

3. Law of Equilibrium 

At the heart of creative ideational dynamics lies the Law of Equilibrium. This principle 

posits that as one factor increases, its opposing counterpart decreases, maintaining a balance 

influenced by neutralities that mediate between extremes. Mathematically, this can be 

expressed as: 

[A]×[AntiA]=k[NeutA], 

where k is a universal constant. 

In cases where represents the centroid of neutralities, the formula simplifies to: 

[A] × [AntiA]=k. 

 

 

Graph 1. The law of equilibrium 

The graph shows how an increase in A (e.g., industrialization or science) leads to a 

proportional decrease in Anti-A (e.g., spiritualization or religion), maintaining balance. 

The curve represents the inverse relationship, with equilibrium dictated by a constant k, 

emphasizing the interconnectedness of opposing forces. 

 

This equilibrium is evident across various domains. Let’s pick two examples: 

• Industrialization vs. Spiritualization: As industrialization advances, the spiritual 

depth of a society often diminishes, and vice versa. 

• Science vs. Religion: These two paradigms balance each other, representing 

complementary ways of understanding existence, and adopting ways of living. 

Pushing this concept to its logical extreme, one might propose a universal constant: 

Everything×Nothing=Universal Constant. 

This formula underscores the interconnectedness of all opposites, suggesting that 

existence itself is a balanced interplay of extremes. 
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4. Law of Anti-Reflexivity 

The Law of Anti-Reflexivity states that when an idea is reflected upon itself, it tends to 

distort or negate itself. Repetition or self-referential examination leads to entropy within the 

idea. For instance: 

• Biological Mixing: Marriages between close relatives often produce weaker 

offspring, whereas cross-species hybrids may exhibit superior qualities. 

• Nihilism: As a philosophy that negates everything, nihilism ultimately negates 

itself. 

• Art Movements: Movements like Dadaism, which reject conventions, eventually 

exhaust their own premise through self-negation. 

5. Law of Complementarity 

The Law of Complementarity suggests that ideas or entities often seek completion 

through their opposites.  

This principle is evident in: 

• Human Relationships: The complementary nature of partnerships, such as 

between men and women, highlights the human desire for wholeness. 

• Aesthetic Theory: Complementary colors, when combined, create a sense of unity, 

such as producing white light. 

• Philosophical Discourse: Divergent schools of thought often enrich one another 

by addressing gaps or limitations in their respective frameworks. 

6. Law of Inverse Effect 

The Law of Inverse Effect asserts that excessive force or repetition in promoting an idea 

often leads to resistance or rejection. Examples include: 

• Conversion Attempts: Overzealous efforts to convert someone to a belief often 

result in aversion. 

• Poetry vs. Philosophy: Poetry, with its indirect and evocative nature, often 

conveys philosophical truths more effectively than philosophy itself. 

7. Law of Joined Disjointedness 

The Law of Joined Disjointedness highlights the shared elements between and , 

suggesting that boundaries between opposites are often porous. Examples include: 

• Good and Bad: Moral categories overlap and are context-dependent. 

• Consciousness and Unconsciousness: These states are interconnected, influencing 

and shaping one another. 

• Finite and Infinite: The concept of microinfinity illustrates the continuum between 

finite and infinite realms. 

8. Law of Universal Ideational Gravitation 

This Law of Universal Ideational Gravitation posits that ideas [A] are naturally drawn 

toward their complements [neutA], not merely their opposites [antiA]. This gravitational pull 



4 

is dynamic and nonlinear, with ideas approaching, influencing, and diverging from one another 

over time. For instance: 

• Peter Principle: Individuals tend to rise to their level of incompetence, illustrating the 

tension between capability and aspiration. 

• Ideational Orbits: Ideas attract a multitude of complementary and opposing notions, 

creating a dynamic system of interaction. 

The movement of ideas mirrors celestial mechanics, with critical points of attraction 

and repulsion shaping their trajectories. 

9. Mathematization of Philosophy 

These laws suggest a mathematization of philosophy—not in a Platonic sense of eternal 

forms but as a dynamic framework capturing the fluid interplay of ideas. By employing 

mathematical and conceptual models, we can better understand the evolution, interaction, and 

transformation of philosophical notions. 

For instance, the relationships between ideas can be explored through differential 

equations, mapping the critical points and trajectories in an abstract “philosophical space.” This 

approach bridges the gap between abstract thought and empirical analysis, offering a structured 

way to investigate the ideational dynamics. 

10. Conclusion 

Philosophy thrives on diversity, contradiction, and transformation. This neutrosophic 

approach invites us to see philosophy not as a series of isolated doctrines but as a living, 

interconnected system. Through the mathematization of thought and the recognition of 

underlying patterns, we can transcend the limitations of traditional framework, and see 

philosophy as a dynamic of creative ideation. 
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