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Abstract

We try to perform geometrization of cognitive science angcphslogy
by representing information states of cognitive systempdints of mental
spacegiven by a hierarchien-adic tree. Associations are represented by
balls and ideas by collections of balls. We consider dynarmiddeas based
on lifting of dynamics of mental points. We apply our dynaatimodel for
modeling of flows of unconscious and conscious informatiothe human
brain. In a series of models, Models 1-3, we consider cogn#tystems with
increasing complexity of psychological behavior deteruditby structure of
flows of associations and ideas.
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1 Introduction

One of the sources of the extremely successful mathemédicahlization of
physics was creation of the adequate mathematical modéilysfigal space,
namely, the Cartesian product of real lines. This providesgossibility
for “embedding” physical objects into a mathematical sp&@ordinates of
physical systems are given by points of this space. Rigigigchybodies are
represented by geometric figures (cubes, balls,... ). Bgriésg dynamics
of coordinates, e.g., with the aid of differential equatipwe can describe
dynamics of bodies (from falling stones to Sputniks).
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In a series of works (Khrennikov, 1997, 1998a,b, 1999a,002(b) there
was advocated a similar approach to description of mentalgsses in cog-
nitive sciences and psychology (and even information dyosin genetics),
see also Albeverio et al., 1999, and Dubischar et al, 1998il&ito physics,
the first step should be elaboration of a mathematical mddekmtal space.
We understood well that this is a problem of huge complexity & might
take a few hundred years for creating an adequate mathenatadel of
mental space. We recall that it took three hundred yearsdatera math-
ematically rigorous model of real physical space. In presipapers criti-
cal arguments were presented against the real model of sgaz@ossible
candidate for a mental space. One of the main arguments whathéhreal
continuum is a continuous infinitely divisible space. Sugficaure of space
is adequate to physical space (at least in classical phybisamental space
is not continuousmind is not infinitely divisible! Another problem with the
real continuum is that it is homogeneous: “all points of gpace have equal
rights.” In opposition to such a homogeneity mental statgltlearly ex-
pressedierarchical structuresee for discussions: Hubel and Wiesel, 1962,
Smythies, 1970, Clark, 1980, Amit, 1989, Bechtel and Abraden, 1991,
Khrennikov, 1997, 1998a,b, 1999a,b, 2000a, b; Albeveri.1999; Dubis-
char et al, 1999, Voronkov, 2002a, b, Sergin, 2007, see adsbtBrew, 1911,
Damasio et al., 1989, Fuster, 1997, for corresponding naédidgdence.

Therefore a model of mental space that we are looking forIshwei (at
least)discontinuous and hierarchicaln mathematics there is a well known
class of spaces with such features. Theserasadic trees (here: is a nat-
ural number giving the number of branches of a tree at eadlexerlt is
interesting that such trees are nicely equipped: there islbde&fined alge-
braic structure which gives the possibility to add, sulitramiltiply, and for
primem (som = 2,3,5,...,1997,1999, ...) even divide branches of such a
tree. There is a natural topology on such trees encodingi#narhhic tree
structure. This topology is based on a metric, so cailedmetric. Thusm-
adic trees are not worse equipped than the real line. Hoywéheeequipment
— algebra and topology — is very different from the real one.

We proposed (see Khrennikov, 1997, 1998a,b, 1999a,b, 2008kkev-
erio et al., 1999; Dubischar et al, 1999) to choesadic trees as possible
models ofmental spaceX ,cnia1: POINts of this space are branches of a tree.
These arenental coordinatesepresentingnental states By using mental
coordinates we able to embed into the space mental analgdysitcal rigid
bodies —associations and idea3hey are represented, respectivelydayis
and collections of ballg the ultrametric mental space.

Mental states (represented by branches)basic cognitive mental im-
ages. An association connects a number of cognitive mental imagass
an association can be represented as a subset of the meadal Sihe cru-
cial point is that in our model the associative connectiooarfnitive mental
images is fundamentally hierarchical. Therefore an aasioci is not an ar-
bitrary collection of cognitive mental images (not an amdny set of mental



points), but a hierarchically coupled collection. Sinceur model the men-
tal hierarchy is encoded by the topology of the mental spiicepresents
the associative coupling of cognitive mental images intitsba& larger ball

couples together more cognitive mental images. Thus it iDBernomplex
association (but it is a “fuzzy-association,” it is not ghjar Decreasing of
ball’s radius induces decreasing of the complexity an aason which is

represented by this ball. An association becomes sharpehel limit we

obtain the ball of the zero radius. That is nothing else thaimgle mental
point (the center of such a degenerated ball). This is asicagnitive mental
image. This is the limiting case of an association: a cogmithental image
is "associated” with itself. We hope that such a limiting degration of an
association into a mental image would not be misleadinggfaders.

Ideas are identified as collections of associations, sdnge#imalogous to
a coherent group of individuals in the biological analogieTdentification
of the fundamental structure as a mental image allows a etadynamical
model for ideas as collections of loosely bound associatioftssociation
is kind of atom of cognition from which more complex ideas bodd like
molecules from atoms.

We mention also that g-adic model (heren = p is a prime number) of
consciousness was (independently) proposed in Pitkarg98. Pitkanen’s
approach was not based on encodinghehtal hierarchypy p-adic numbers.
It has a deeper relation to foundations of physics, esgetied quantum one.

Recentlyp-adic information space was used for genetic models, segdviech
et al., 2006, and Khrennikov, 2006a,b as well as Pitkan@@62A new ex-
citing domain of research is use of ultrametric methods ia-@aalysis —
from astrophysics and computer science to biology, see,Mugtagh, 2004.

In papers, Khrennikov, 1997, 1998a,b, 1999a,b; Albevetial.e 1999;
Dubischar et al, 1999, we studied merely the dynamics of atesthtes —
mental images. We considered dynamical systems which wikkmental
states. There is a nonlinear relation between input anduibuipntal states,

Tn+l = f(xn)a Tn € Xmental- (1)

The description of functioning of the human brain by dynahigystems
(feedback processes) is a well established approach. Tinediffarence be-
tween our approach and tleenventional dynamical approach to cognition
(see Ashby, 1952, van Gelder and Port, 1995, van Gelder,, 19@5gatz,
1994, Eliasmith, 1996, Conte et al, 2006 — in the latter thneaxg presented a
dynamical model of cognition exhibiting nondeterminig&atures similar to
those in quantum mechanics) is that in the conventionalmhjce approach
dynamical systems work in the real physical space of eteptitentials and
in our approach dynamical systems work in theadic mental space. There
is also a similarity between our approach and the artificitdliigence ap-
proach, Chomsky, 1963, Churchland and Sejnovski, 1992.

In the present paper we study dynamics of mental analogs yofiqdd
rigid bodies — associations (balls in the mental metric spaad ideas (col-
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lections of balls). In spite of the fact that dynamics of asstions and ideas
can be in principle reduced to dynamics of mental points amsimg those
“mental bodies”, the those dynamics exhibits their ownries&ng properties
which could not be seen on the level of pointwise dynamics.

We apply our dynamical model for modeling of flows of unconssiand
conscious information in the human br8in.

In series of models, Models 1-3, we consider cognitive sgstevith in-
creasing complexity of psychological behavior determibgdstructure of
flows of associations and ideas. Using this basic conceppaltoire an in-
creasingly refined cognitive model is developed startiogifan animal like
individual whose sexual behavior is based on instinctseléw the first step
a classification of ideas to interesting and less intergstires is introduced
and less interesting ideas are deleted. At the next levehsocship of dan-
gerousideas is introduced and the conflict between integesihd dangerous
leads to neurotic behaviors, fix idees, and hysteria. As veastgd out by
one of referees of this paper, these aspects of the modaitneftere the gen-
eral structure of conscious/unconscious processingrrtiae properties of
m-adic numbers. The basic mathematical structure for thidehis men-
tal ultrametric space. In particular, ultrametric is usedlassify ideas — to
assign to each idea its measures of interest and intendictio

Finally, we apply our approach to mathematical modelingrefi@’s the-
ory, see, for example, Freud, 1933, of interaction betwasmnscious and
conscious domains. One of basic features of our model ittisglihe pro-
cess of thinking into two separate (but at the same time ljlasmnected)
domains: consciousand unconsciouscf. Freud, 1933. We shall use the
following point of view on the simultaneous work of the coimrsness and
unconsciousness. The consciousness contadesiol centerC'C' that has
functions of control over results of functioning of subcoiosisness.CC
formulates problems, and sends them to the unconsciousidoifiae pro-
cess of finding a solution is hidden in the unconscious domiirthe un-
conscious domain there work gigantic dynamical systentisirking pro-
cessors.Each processor is determined by a functjopfrom mental space
into itself (describing the corresponding feedback precepsychological
function). It produces iterations of mental states (pooftenental space)
x1 = f(x0), s, Tnt1 = f(xn), ... These intermediate mental states are not
used by the consciousness. The consciousness (n&niglycontrols only
some exceptional moments in the work of the dynamical systetine un-
conscious domain — attractors and cycles. Dynamics of rhpaitats induce
dynamics of mental figures, in particular, ball-assocraiand, hence, ideas
(collections of balls). The crucial point is that behaviofshe dynamical
in the mental space and its lifting to spaces of associadodsdeas can be
very different. Extremely cycling (chaotic) behavior ore tlevel of mental

1we do not try to discuss general philosophical and cognjtiaélems of modeling of conscious-
ness, see, e.g., Blomberg et al. 1994, Baars, 1997, Pitkd868, Khrennikov, 1998a, 2004a.



states can imply nice stabilization to attractors on thellefideas.

To couple our hierarchim-adic model of processing of information in
brain with other investigations in cognitive brain reséane can mention
e.g. the paper of Oztop et al, 2005, presenting an approatiméatal
state inference” (oriented toward visual feedback cohtrdfe remark that
"mental state inference”, more generally “theory of mindistheen a resent
topic of interest in cognitive neuroscience, see BlakeraokDecety, 2001,
Chaminade et al., 2001, Frith C.D. and Frith U., 1999. In,fact present
a model of mental state inference serving for Freud’s psgohtysis. Our
model is about estimation of mental states on the basis opsyms (in the
mentioned papers mental states were estimated on the bedddasis).

Geometrically we can imagine a systenwofadic integers (which will
be the mathematical basis of our cognitive models) as a henexgudree
with m-branches splitting at each vertex. The distance betweataistates
is determined by the length of their common root: close niestédes have
a long common root. The corresponding geometry strongferdifrom the
ordinary Euclidean geometry.
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Figure 1. The2-adic tree

We also point out that systemsaf-adic numbers (restricted o = p a
prime number) were intensively used in theoretical physies e.g. Khren-
nikov, 1997.

We remark that in this paper we do not consider in details ¢uganal ba-
sis of them-adic mental space, see Khrennikov 2004a, b, for correspgnd
models, see section 5 for a brief review. This neuronal hagisovided by
consideration of hierarchical neuronal trees. Such tre@&gbes connection
of the mental space (produced by a tree) with physical spacindt neu-
ronal trees are located). Mental processes are connectieglysical and
chemical processes in the brain: mental states are procdagédistributed



activations of neuronal pathways. We remark that mentabhhiby was dis-
cussed a lot, see already mentioned papers Smythies, 1%&, €980,

Amit, 1989, Hubel and Wiesel, 1962, Bechtel and Abraham$881, Ivan-

itsky, 1999, Watt and Phillips, 2000, Stringer and RollsQ20Khrennikov,

1997, 1998a,b, 1999a,b, 20004, b; Albeverio et al., 199%idahar et al,
1999, Voronkov, 2002a, b, Sergin, 2007. However, there weteso much
experimental neurophysiological evidences of existerisgich neuronal hi-
erarchical structures in the brain. Therefore the recep¢paf Luczak et al.,
2007, that confirmed experimentally existence of neurdresztbrs which

rule the performances of cognitive tasks (under the sam&xband learn-
ing conditions) is extremely important for our model. Thesence of a
complicated hierarchy of time scales in the brain can beidensd as an
indirect confirmation of the hierarchical structure of pesing of informa-
tion in the brain, see, e.g., Geissler et al (1978), GeissidrPuffe (1982),
Geissler (1983, 85, 87,92), Geissler and Kompass (19991 )2@kissler,
Schebera, and Kompass (1999), Klix and van der Meer (19 #&tdfferson

(1972, 80, 90), Bredenkamp (1993), Teghtsoonian (1971).

We start with recollection of the basic notions from e.g. &dmikov,
1997, 1998a,b, 1999a,b, 2000a,b; Albeverio et al., 199%idahar et al,
1999. Consequences for neurophysiology, neuroinforsagicd cognitive
sciences as well as for psychology and neuropsychologyeasd medicine
and psychiatry will be presented in sections 11-13; pdgsisi to apply
our model for the project on artificial life will be consideren section 14
(“psychological robots”).

2 m-adic ultrametric spaces

The notion of a metric space is used in many applicationsdscdbing dis-
tances between objects. L¥tbe a set. A functiop : X x X — R, (where
R, is the set of positive real numbers) is said to beericif it has the fol-
lowing propertiesi)p(z,y) = 0 iff z =y (non-degenerated)p(x,y) =
p(y,z) (symmetric)3)p(x,y) < p(z,2)+p(z,y) (the triangle inequality).
The pair(X, p) is called a metric space.

We are interested in the following class of metric spacgsp). Every
pointz has the infinite number of coordinates

T = (A1, .0y Qs o) (2)
Each coordinate yields the finite number of values,
a€ A, ={0,..,m—1}, 3)

wherem > 1is a natural number, the base of the alphabgt The metricp
should be so called ultrametric, i.e., satisfy #teng triangle inequality

p(z,y) < max|p(z,2), p(2,y)], z,y,2 € X. (4)
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The strong triangle inequality can be stated geometricabch side of a
triangle is at most as long as the longest one of the two otigesssSuch a
triangle is quite restricted when considered in the ordifarclidean space.

We denote the space of sequen€és [2), (3) by the sy#holThe stan-
dard ultrametric is introduced on this set in the followingywFor two points

T = (a07a11a27 ey Oy e )ay = (ﬁOthﬁQa "'15n7 ) S Zm7
we set

1 . .
pm(x,y) = —F if a;j=0;,j=0,1,...,k—1, and oy, # B.

This is a metric and even an ultrametric. To find the distangér, y) be-
tween two strings of digits andy we have to find the first positiok such
that strings have different digits at this position.

Let (X, p) be an arbitrary ultrametric space. Foe R, a € X, we set

Ur(a) ={z € X :p(z,a) <7}, U (a) ={z € X :p(z,a) <r}.

These aréalls of radiusr with centera. Balls have the following properties,
Khrennikov, 1997:

1) LetU andV be two balls inX. Then there are only two possibilities:
(a) balls are ordered by inclusion (i.é/, C V or V. C U); (b) balls are
disjointd

2) Each point of a ball may serve as a centre.

3) In some ultrametric spaces a ball may have infinitely maualji.r

Letm > 1 be the fixed natural number. We consider theadic metric
space(Z,,, pm)- This metric space has the natural algebraic structure, see
Khrennikov, 1997.

A pointz = (ag, a1, s, ..., an, ....) Of the spacé,, can be identified
with a so calledn-adic number:

T = Q1. Q. = g + 1+ oo 4+ apmP £ . (5)

The seried(5) converges in the metric spAge In particular, a finite mental
stringx = agas...a can be identified with the natural number

r=aoaqp+am-+..+ akmk.
Therefore the set of all finite mental strings can be ideutifigth the set of
natural numberN. So dynamics of finite mental strings can be simulated
via dynamics oriN. Moreover,N is a dense subset &, : eachx € Z,,
can be approximated with an arbitrary precision by natusahlbers. Thus
the spacen-adic numbers can be considered as an extension of the set of
natural numbers. By choosing differemt we obtain in general different
extension<,,,. Therefore we can say that our model mental states are

There is the third possibility in the Euclidean space .



encoded by natural numbergiowever, the mental geometry on the set of
natural numbers differs crucially from the one which is indd from the real
line.

It is possible to introduce algebraic operations on the et-adic num-
bersZ,,, namely addition, subtraction, and multiplication. Thepemtions
are natural extensions by the-adic continuity of the standard operations on
the set of natural numbe$ = {0, 1,2,3,...}.

3 Mental Space

We shall use the following mathematical model for mentatgpa

(1) Set-structure: The set of mental stalgs.,.;.1 has the structure of the
m-adic tree: X mental = Zim.-

(2) Topology: Two mental statasandy are close if they have sufficiently
long common root. This topology is described by the meiyic

In our mathematical modehental space is represented as the metric
Space(zm7 pm)'

Dynamical thinking on the level of mental states is perfadmé the
following procedure: an initial mental statg is sent to the unconscious
domain; it is iterated by some dynamical system which isrdeiteed by a
map

12y — 2y

an attractor is communicated to the consciousness; thiisdlution of a
problemxoﬁ Our mathematical model is based on two cornerstones:

H). The first is the assumption that the coding system whiased by
the brain for recording vectors of information generatégsarchical struc-
ture between digits of these vectors. Thugit= (a1, ag, ..., ap,...), 0 =
0,1,...,m — 1, is an information vector which presents in the brain a mental
state then digitsy; have different weights. The digit, is the most impor-
tant,«; dominates ovetts, ..., a,, ..., and so on.

D). The second is the assumption that functioning of therbiginot
based on theule of reason The unconsciousness is a collection of dynam-
ical systemsf(x) (thinking processors) which produce new mental states
practically automatically. The consciousness only usescamtrol results
(attractors in spaces of ideas) of functioning of unconssjarocessors.

% It may be that iterations starting with sornze will not arrive to any attractor. For example,
starting withzo, 7 may perform a cyclic behavior in the process of thinking. Unlscase a cognitive
systemr would not find the definite solution of a problem. In particultais impossible to escape a
cyclic behavior on the level of mental states: even the sstglynamical systems i,, may have
a huge number of cycles, see Khrennikov, 1997.



For a neuronal basis of the-adic mental space, see Khrennikov 2004a,
b. We also mention the possibility to apply the hierarchimtakspace to
genetics.

Example 3.1(4-adic genetic information space) We may describe DNA
and RNA sequences by m-adic numbers. We present scheryatieakl-
opment of this model. DNA and RNA sequences are representdedlic
numbers. Nucleotides are mapped to digits in registersadid-numbers:
adenine -A, guanine -G, cytosine -C, and thymine -T" are encoded by
a = 0,1,2,3. The U-nucleotide is represented by 3. TB®&A and RNA
sequences have the natural hierarchic structure: lettelnsctyv are located
at the beginning of a chain are considered as more importahis hierar-
chic structure coincides with the hierarchic structurehef #-adic tree. It
can also be encoded by the 4-adic metric. The process of EgAoduction
is described by action of 4-adic dynamical system. As we kribe/genes
contain information for production of proteins. The geoeatdde is a de-
generate map of codons to proteins. We model this map asidantg of a
monomial 4-adic dynamical system. Proteins are attractdigs dynamical
system. We also can study the process the genom evolutibe frdamework
of 4-adic dynamical systems.

4 Associations and ldeas

We now improve this dynamical cognitive model on hierarahiental trees
by introducing a new hierarchyequivalence classes of mental states are
interpreted as associations, collections of associatemgleas.

A new property of dynamics of ideas is that (for a large cldslynamical
systems om-adic trees) for each initial ided its iterations arattracted by
some idea/,it,, see Khrennikov, 1997, 2004a, for mathematical details. The
latter idea is considered by the consciousness as a sohiftittve problem
Jo. In the opposition to such an attractor-like dynamics oagledynamics
of mental states (on the tre¥,,.,t21) Or associations need not be attractive.
In particular, there can exist numerous cycles or ergodiution.

By using higher cognitive levels (associations and ide&#)erepresen-
tation of information a cognitive system strongly improvles regularity of
thinking dynamics. Finally, we note that the use of a new dbgnhier-
archy (in combination with the basic hierarchy of theadic tree) strongly
improves the information power of a cognitive system.

Special collections of mental points form new cognitiveemit$,associ-
ations.Lets € {0,1,...,m — 1}. A set

As ={x = (ap, ...,k ...) € Ly : g = 8}

is called an association of order 1. By realizlfig as the metric space we see
that A, can be represented as the ball of radius % Any pointa having
oy as the first digit can be chosen as a center of this ball (wél tee&in an
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ultrametric space any pointbelonging to a ball can be chosen as its center):
As = Ui (a), wherea = (ag, a1, ...), ap = s. Associations of higher orders
are defined in the same way. L&t ..., sy—1 € {0,1,...,m — 1}. The set

Aso..sn = {x = (a0, ey Ok, ..) € Ly 2 09 = S0y vey Wfp—1 = Sk—1}

is called an association of order These are balls of the radius= #
Denote the set of all associations by the sym¥al Collections of asso-
ciations will be calleddeas.Denote the set of all ideas by the symbBoip.
The spaceX;p consists of points-associations.
In this section we study the simplest dynamics of associaténd ideas
which are induced by corresponding dynamics of mentalstate

Tni1 = f(In) (6)

Suppose that, for each association, its image is again aciasen. Thus
f maps balls onto balls. Then dynami€$ (6) of mental statesiofluces
dynamics of associations

Ang1 = f(An). (@)

We say that dynamics in the mental spa¥g.,i. for transformations is
lifted to the space of associatiois, .

5 Neuronal Realization

Let us consider the simplest model of a neuronal g&;on.1 inducing a
mental spac& ,cntal- This model is based on the 2-adic neuronal tree given
by Figure 1. Each vertex of this tree corresponds to a singlgan. In this
idealized model each axon provides connections with pegcta/o neurons

of lower level of the hierarchy in the neuronal tree. Therhéroot-neuron
denoted by, its axon provides connections with the two neurons, 0 andl 1, o
the lower level. Each of these neurons sends its axon togalgdivo neurons

of the lower level and so on. Each branebf this tree ( a hierarchical chain
of neurons) can be coded by a sequence of zeros/ones Thastineal tree
can be mathematically represented as the set of 2-adic M8, ona =

Zs.

Each branch of this neuronal tree is a device for producingtaistates
(cognitive mental images). In the simplest model we suppiueseeach neu-
ron can be only in the two states: = 1, firing, « = 0, non-firing. Thus
each branch produces (at some moment of time) a sequenceosfaees:

T = ooq...on..., wherea; = 0,1. (In the mathematical model we can
consider infinitely long sequences). Thus the neuronalftegona = Zo
produces the mental spa&g, ... = Z2. We can consider mental fieldon
the neuronal tre&,,cu.ona1- This is the map

dj : Tncuronal — chntala
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mathematically:
V2o — Zo, Y(n) = .

In fact, we need not assume that the 2-adic mental spacedshetlased
on the 2-adic morphology of the neuronal tree. In generaktigeno direct
connection between the morphology of a the neuronal treettamdorre-
sponding mental space. Let us consider any Tgg.on. With the rootx
(any number of edges leaving a vertex, so an axon can prouiggections
with any number of neurons at the lower floor). Neverthelle$sis consider
the same firing/not coding system. Each branch of the neltr@ed |, ona1
produces a 2-adic number. Here the mental fieldZsasalued function on
Theuronal- ThiS is an important property of the model: it would be not so
natural to consider only homogeneous neuronal trees ofitlic type.

The structure of the mental space is determined not by th@motogy
of the neuronal tree, but by the coding system for states wrfomes.

Let us consider more advanced system of coding based orefnetgs of
spiking for neurons, e.g., Hoppensteadt, 1997. We assigac¢h neuron its
frequency of spiking:

2mk
a = k, forthe frequency = L, k=0,1,...m—1. (8)
m

Such a system of coding induces theadic mental spaceXental = Zm
for any neuronal tree. Each mental function is based on its wauronal
tree:Tneuronal - Tneuronal(f)-

6 Model of Cognitive Psychology

We point out that the model which is developed in this paperisodel of
neuropsychology and not at all a model of neurophysiolodye feuronal
trees under consideration are not trees for integratiopgmgation of sen-
sory stimuli forming new mental categories at each levelurhsa tree (see
Khrennikov, 2002, for a general model). We consider neurmeas creating
associations. As an example, let us consider a neuronaivtnedh is used
for representation of persons. There can be used variotertigcal repre-
sentations. We choose the "sex-representation”: the stake root-neuron,
*, gives the sex of a persom, = 1 — female,ay = 0 — male. Consider a
branch of this tree. Suppose that in this representationaikeneuron (after
%) gives the age of a persom; = 1 —young,a; = 0 — not, and so on:
as = 1 —blond,as = 0—not,a3 = 1 — high education/nat,...

Take the ball/; j» = {z = aga1...an... : ag = 1}. This is the associa-
tion of woman.

Take the ball/; ), = {z = apa...an... : ag = 1,1 = 1}. This is the
association of young woman.

Take the balll; ;s = {z = apa...an... : g = 1,1 = 1,00 = 1}.
This is the association of young blond woman.
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Take the balll; 14 = {z = apaq...an... 1 ag = 1,a1 = 1,0z =
1,3 = 1}. This is the association of young blond woman with high educa-
tion.

Take now the ball; )4 = {z = apay...an... : ag = 0,y = 1}. This is
the association of young man.

Take the union of two balls-associationd! = U, UVy,y = {2 =
apag...an... : ap = 1}. This is an idea of young person.

"Young person” W, is an idea with respect to the hierarchy based on sex.
If we consider another hierarchy (based on another neutigglfor that the
root-neuron represents not sex, but age, then it produeastyperson” as
the associationUfoe ={y=BoB1...Bn...: Bo=1}.

But Uf/gQe is not completely the same mental objeci/ia'.sTheUf/gQe is the
"unisex young person” anéd’ "young person with sex.”

We see that our considerations of changing of neuronal trd$ence
mental representations is similar to the choice of cootdiagstems in physics.

As was remarked at the beginning of this section, dynamicssebci-
ations and ideas need not be based on external stimuli (sensoental).
Thus a neuronal tree can be self-activated even withouakidrom outside,
cf. with experimental results Luczak et al., 2007.

7 Dynamics of Associations and Ideas

Dynamics of associationg](7) automatically induces dycarof ideas

Geometrically associations are represented as bundleaitives of then-
adic tree. Ideas are represented as sets of bundles. Thamibg{®), [(V),
(@) are, respectively, dynamics of branches, bundles atsdo§éundles on
them-adic tree. To give examples gfmapping balls onto balls, we use the
standard algebraic structure @n,. For example, it is known, Khrennikov
1997, 20044, that all monomial dynamical systems belonlgisoctass.

We are interested in attractors of dynamical sysfem (9pé&laee ideas-
solutions). To define attractors in the space of id€as, we have to define a
convergence in this space. We must introduce a distancee@ptte of ideas
(sets of associations). Unfortunately there is a small eratitical complica-
tion. A metric on the space of points does not induce a metrithe space
of sets that provides an adequate description of the coemesgof ideas. It
is more useful to introduce a generalization of metric, ngree calledpseu-
dometricA Hence dynamics of ideas is a dynamics not in a metric spate, bu
in more general space, so called pseudometric space.

“In fact, it is possible to introduce even a metric (Hausderfietric) as people in general topol-
ogy do. However, it seems that this metric does not give anuate description of dynamics of
associations and ideas.
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Let (X, p) be a metric space. The distance between a poiatX and a
subsetB of X is defined as

pla, B) = inf p(a,b)

(if B is afinite set, thep(a, B) = minyep p(a, b)).
Denote bySub(X) the system of all subsets &f. Hausdorff'sdistance
between two setd and B belonging toSub(X) is defined as

p(A, B) = sup p(a, B) = sup inf p(a,b). (10)
acA acAbEB

If A andB are finite sets, then

p(A,B) = I;leach(a, B) = max min pla,b).

Hausdorff’s distance is not a metric on the sé&f = Sub(X). In particular,
p(A, B) = 0 does not imply thatl = B. Nevertheless, the triangle inequal-
ity p(4, B) < p(A4,C) +p(C, B), A,B,C €Y, holds true for Hausdorff’s
distance.

Let T be a set. A functiom : T x T — R, = [0, 400) for which the
triangle inequality holds true is calledoaeudometrionT; (T, p) is called
a pseudometric space. Hausdorff's distance is a pseudoroatthe space
Y of all subsets of the metric spacg, (Y, p) is a pseudometric space. The
strong triangle inequality(A, B) < max[p(A,C),p(C,B)] A,B,C €Y,
holds true for Hausdorff’s distance corresponding to araaietricp on X.
In this case Hausdorff’s distangeis anultra-pseudometrion the sety” =
Sub(X).

8 Advantages of dynamical processing of associ-
ations and ideas

As was already mentioned, the main distinguishing featfitheodynamics
of associations and ideas are their regularity comparirly thie dynamics
of mental states. Typically the dynamics of mental statéségular. Nu-
merous cycles and ergodic components appear and disapgyganding on
m. Moreover, dynamics on more complex mental spaces (langamd more
floors for mental trees) is more irregular than dynamics omp&r mental
spaces. Thus cognitive systems having more complex braingdvwhave
real problems with successive processing of informatien, with obtaining
attractors-solutions (of course, under the assumptionainamodel for the
hierarchical dynamical processing of mental informat®madequate to the
functioning of the real brain).

Surprisingly such an irregularity for mental states induite regular dy-
namics of associations and ideas, Khrennikov 1997, 200yele€ of states
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disappear. They are hidden in balls-associations. Ergmmitponents are
also unified into balls-associations.

Thus by using the associative representation of mentafrimdion the
brain working as a collection of dynamical systems on hriaal trees es-
sentially increases the regularity of information proasgs By our model
primitive brains (having a few levels of mental hierarchydamather weak
networks of connections between hierarchical levels) are iy working
only with mental states. However, a more complex bralmsuld form asso-
ciationsto stabilize dynamical processing of information.

9 Transformation of unconscious mental flows into
conscious flows

We represent a few mathematical models of the informatiohitacture of
conscious systems, cf., e.g., Fodor and Pylyshyn, 1988, Edelman, 1989,
Voronkov, 2002a. We start with a quite simple model (ModelTlis model
will be developed to more complex models which describe sessential
features of human cognitive behavior. The following seaeenf cognitive
models is related to the process of evolution of the mentiitacture of
cognitive systems.

9.1 Model1

A). The brain ofr is split into two domainsconsciousndunconscious.

B). There are two control centers, namelyamscious control centerC'
and anunconscious control centérC.

C). The main part of the unconscious domain r@cessing domaiii.
Dynamical thinking processorsare located irl.

In the simplest case the outputs of some group of thinkinggssors
7l ..., 7", are always sent to C and the outputs of another gromp, . . . , 7™

un’

are always sent t6’C'l4 The brain ofr works in the following way.

External information is transformed WyC' into some problem-ided,.
TheCC sends/ to a thinking processor located in the domaifl. Starting
with Jy, = produces via iteratiody, . . ., Jy, . . . an idea-attractaoy.

If 7 ==, (one of the unconscious-output processors), thertransmit-
ted to the control centd/C'. This center sendg as an initial ideaJj; = J
to IT or to a physical (unconscious) performance. In the first caseen’
(it can be conscious - output as well as unconscious - outjpgEgsor) per-
forms iterationsJ}, Ji, ..., Jy, ... and produces a new idea-attracior In
the second casé is used as a signal to some physiological system.

SInformation produced byt., cannot be directly used in the conscious domain. This inéerm
tion circulates in the unconscious domain. Informationdpiced byr. can be directly used in the
conscious domain.
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If 7=’ (one of conscious-output processors), theis transmitted to
the control cente€'C. This center send$ as an initial ideaJ; = J to II
(to somen’) or to a physical or mental performance (speech, writing), o
to memory. There is no additional analysis of an idea-attra¢ which is
produced in the unconscious domain. Each attractor is rezed by the
control centerC'C as a solution of the initial problendy, compared with
models 2-4.

Moreover, it is natural to assume that some group of thingiregessors
w4, ..., ™ have their output only inside the processing donf&inAn at-
tractor.J produced byry is transmitted neither t6'C nor toUC. The J is
directly used as the initial condition by some processdfinally, we obtain
the mental architecture of a brain given by Figure 2.

In this modelC'C' sends all ideas obtained from the unconscious domain
to realization: mental or physical performance, memorgréing, transmis-
sion toll for a new cycle of the process of thinking. If the intensitytloé
flow of information from the unconscious domain is ratherthidnen such a
7 can have problems with realizations of some ideas.

Example 9.1.(Primitive love). Letr be a ‘man’ described by this model
and letr = 75« be his sexual thinking system. The imaggof a womany
is sent byC'C to mgex. This thinking block performs iterationg, J1, ..., Jy
and produces an idea - attractbrin the simplest case we have the pathway:
CC — mgex — CC (in principle, there could be extremely complex and long
pathways, for exampl€)C — 7rgex — @ = 7" = UC — 7" — CC).
Suppose that the ided,,. = (love v) is the attractor for iterations starting
with the imageJ, of a woman. Then/y. is sent directly to realization.
Thus T has no doubts and even no craving. He performs all orderseof th
unconscious domain. In fac;C can be considered as a simple control
device performing the connection with the external worlthe ¥ could not
have mental problems. The only problem fas an intensive flow of images
of women. This problem can be solved-itollects images and then chooses
randomly an image for realization.

The reader may ask: Why does such a cognitive systeraed to split
mental processing into conscious and unconscious domaims?nain con-
sequence of this splitting is that thedoes not observe iterations of dynam-
ical systems performing intensive computations. The donsoess, CC,
pays attention only to results (attractors) of function@fdhinking proces-
sors. As a consequence, thes not permanently disturbed by these itera-
tions. It can be concentrated on processing of externatrmdtion and final
results of the process of thinking.

Besides the unconscious control cerifér and the processing domdih
the unconscious domain contains some other structuresydioges of this
picture). These additional structures (in the consciowsadlsas unconscious
domains) will be introduced in more complex models. We shhlb de-
scribe the character of connections betwé€€nandU C'. In general we need
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Figure 2: Model 1 of conscious/unconscious functioning
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not assume the specialization of processoms I1 : (r},..., ") — CC,
1 1 l 1 l
(Toms -« > o) = UC, (7, -+ -y myp) = (T, - - -5 )

un’

9.2 Model 2

One of the possibilities to improve functioning ofis to create a queue
of ideasJ waiting for a realization. Thus it is natural to assume thnat t
conscious domain contains soro@lector Q in that all ‘waiting ideas’ are
gathered.

Ideas inQQ must be ordered for successive realizations. The same order
structure can be used to delete some ided&$ i§ complete. Thus all con-
scious ideas must be classified.

They obtain some characteristits/) that gives aneasure of interegb
an ideaJ. We may assume thdttakes values in some segméitl] (in
the m-adic models = 1/2, see Remark 9.1). If(J) = 1, then an idea
J is extremely interesting for. If 1(J) = 4, thenr is not at all interested
in J. There exists a thresholfl, of the minimal interest for realization. If
I1(J) < I,, then the control cent&rC directly deletes/, despite the fact that
J was produced in the unconscious domain as the solution oé gwoblem
Jo. If I(J) > I,,, thenCC sends the ided to Q.

Ther lives in the continuously changed environment. Treould not be
concentrated on realization of only old ideAgven if they are interesting.
Realizations of new ideas which are related to the presetdrih of timet
can be more important. The time-factor must be taken intowatic

Letl(t), 1(0) = 1, be some function (depending e which decreases
with the increasing of time. Suppose that the intere5ft, J) of an ideaJ
in the queue) evolves as

I(t, J) = U(t — to) I(J) ,

wherel(J) is the value of interest of at the instant, of the arrival to the
collector@. Thus the interest td is continuously decreasing. Finally, if
1(t, J) becomes less than the realization threstg]dhe J is deleted from
Q.

Quick reactions to new circumstances can be based on an exjalty
decreasing coefficiert{t) : I(t) = e~ “*, where a constar® > 0 depends
on7[1f anideas has an extremely high value of interdét/) > I, (where
I, is a preserving threshold), then it must be realized in asg.cdn our
model we postulate that #(J) > I, the interest toJ is not changed with
time: I(¢t, J) = I(J).[l We note that, of coursé,. > I,.

8It may be that the level of interest dfevolves in a more complex way. For examplét, J) =
exp{—C(J)t}1(J). Here different ideag have different coefficient€’(J) of decreasing interest.

"For examplel (t,J) = exp{—C(J))t}I(J), whereC(J) = 0 for I(J) > I+. SoC(J) =
a 0(I+ — I(J)), wherea > 0 is a constant (parameter of the brain) #id a Heavyside function:
6(t) =1,t > 0,andd(t) = 0,t < 0.
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We now describe one of the possible models for finding theeva(u)
of interest for an ided.

The conscious domain containdatabaseD; of ideas which are interest-
ing for 7. A part of this databas®; was created in the process of evolution.
It is transmitted from generation to generation (perhapn@NA?). A part
of the D; is continuously created on the basisrsf experience.

The conscious domain contains a special blecknparator,COM, that
measures the distance between two idedd;, J-), and the distance be-
tween an ided and the seD; of interesting ideasp(J, D;).

At the present level of development of neurophysiology wencéd spec-
ify a mental distance. Moreover, such a distance may depend on a cognitive
system or class of cognitive systems. The hierarchic stracif the process
of thinking gives some reasons to suppose @@dl. might use then-adic
pseudometri@,,, on the space of idea’;p. Thus the reader may assume
that everywhere below is generated by the:-adic metric. However, all
general considerations are presented for an arbitraryignetr

We recall that the distance between a péiand a finite setd is defined
asp(b, A) = mingeca p(b, a). If J is close to some interesting idég € D,
thenp(J, D;) is small. In fact, we have(J, D;) < p(J, Lgy), Lo € D;. If J
is far from all interesting ideas € D;, thenp(J, D;) is large. We define a
measure of interedi(.J) as

1

)= 1+ p(J,D;)

Thus,I(J) is large ifp(J, D;) is small;I(J) is small if p(J, D;) is large.

Remark 9.1. (The range of interest in th@-adic model). Suppose that
the distancey is bounded from above:

sup p(Jl,JQ) < C, Jl,JQ c Xip.
,]1,(]2

ThenI(J) >4 = H% In such a casel{(J) is very small' if I(J) = §. The
function(J) takes values in the segméiit1] (we remark thatip(J, D;) =
0,thenI(J) = 1). Let p be Hausdorff’s pseudometric induced on the space
of ideasX;p by them-adic metricp,,. We havep(J1, J2) < 1 for every
pair of ideas/,, J2. Hered = 1/2 andI(J) always belongs tf1/2,1]. The
sentencef(J) is very small’ means thalt(.J) ~ 1/2 and, as always,I{J)

is very large’ means thdt(.J) ~ 1.

There should be a connection between the Iéy€) of interest and the
strength of realization of. Signals for mental or physical performances of
J increase with increasing df(.J). If, for example, the ided = {to beat
this person then the strength of the beat increases with increasirig.by.

In the process of memory recording the value/ 6f) also plays an im-
portant role. It is natural to suppose that in working mentheyevolution of
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the quantityl (¢, J) is similar to the evolution which was consideredin:
I(t,J) = lmem(t —to)I(J), wherelpem (0) = 1 andiyem(t) decreases with
increasing of. If I(¢, J) becomes less than theemory preserving threshold
™™ thenJ is deleted from working memory.

Example 9.2.(Love with interest). Let be a ‘man’ described by Model
2. In the same way as in Example 9.1 the imdg®f a womarny may pro-
duce the idea|,v. = (love v). However,Ji. is not sent to realization
automatically. Th&COM, measure®(Jiove, D;). Suppose that the database
D; of interesting ideas contains the idea (imafig),n.q =(blond woman). If
v is blond, thenp(Jiove, D;) is small. Sol(Jiove) IS large andCC sends
Jiove tO realization. However, ify is not blond, then/,,. is deleted (de-
spite the unconscious demaurg,.). Of course, the real situation is more
complicated. Each has his canonical imagBuiona. AS Jiove = Jiovesy
depends on, distancep(Jiove, D;) can be essentially different for different
women-+y. Thus, for one blond woman, I(Jiove) > I, but for another
blond womary, I(Jiove) < Ir,. If there are few blond womefy, ...,
With I(Jiove;y;) > Iz, then all ideas/oy.;,; are collected irQ). The queue
of blond women is ordered iy due to valued (Jiove;v;). If, for some~,
I(Jiove;y) > Iy, then the level of interest towartd,..;, Will not decrease
with time. The level ofl (Jiove;) determines the intensity of realization of
love with~.

The mental architecture of ‘brain’ in Model 2 is given by Figu3: A
new blockCOM. in the conscious domain measures the distance between
an idea-attractay which has been produced in the unconscious domain and
the databasé®, of interesting ideas. This distance determines the level of
interest forJ : I(J) = 1/(1 + p(J, D;)). ldeas waiting for realization,
J,...,J°, are collected in the special collectq. They are ordered by
values ofI(J) : I(JY) > I(J?) > ... > I(J®) > I,. If I(J) > I,
(wherel, is the preserving threshold), then the value of interest dbes
not decrease with time.

9.3 Model 3

The life of r described by Model 2 is free of contradictions. This always
oriented to realizations of the most interesting ideashesgs desires. How-
ever, environment (and, in particular, social environmhembduces some
constraints to realizations of some interesting ideas.

In a mathematical model we introduce a new quankity/) which de-
scribes a measure ofterdictionfor an ideaJ.

It can be again assumed ttfag.J) takes values in the segméiitl]. Ideas
J with small F'(J) have low levels of interdiction. IF'(J) = ¢, thenJ is
a ‘free idea’. Ideas/ with large F'(J) have high levels of interdiction. If
F(J) =~ 1, thenJ is totally forbidden.
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The interdiction function is computed in the same way as therést
function. The conscious domain containdaiabaseD ; of forbidden ideas.
The comparato€ OM,. measures not only the distangg/, D;) between an
idea-attractot/ (which has been transmitted to the conscious domain from
the unconscious domain) and the set of interesting fdgdut also the dis-
tancep(J, D;) between an idea-attractdr and the set of forbidden ideas
Dy

p(J, Dy) = ereanp(J, L).
If J is close to some forbidden idda, thenp(J, Dy) is small. If J is far
from all forbidden idead, € Dy, thenp(J, Dy) is large.

We define aneasure of interdictiod’(.J) as

1

M=o

F(J)islargeifp(J, D) is small andF'(J) is small if p(J, Dy) is large.

For them-adic metric,p(J1,J2) < 1. ThusF(J) > 1/2. So F takes
values in the segmefit/2, 1]. Here the sentencé’(.J) is very small’ means
thatF'(J) ~ 1/2 and ‘F'(J) is very large’ means that'(J) ~ 1.

The control cente€ C' must take into account not only the level of inter-
estl(J) of anideas but also the level of interdictiof'(.J) of anideaJ. The
struggle between intere${.J) and interdictionF'(.J) induces all essential
features of human psychology. We consider a simple modeldf a strug-
gle. For an idea/, we defineconsistencybetween interest and interdiction)
asT(J) = al(J) — bF(J), wherea,b > 0 are some weights depending
on a cognitive system. Somer could use more complex functionals for
consistency. For example,

T(J) =al*(J) = bIP(J), (11)

whereq, 5 > 0, are some powers. There exists a threshold of realizatipn
such that ifT'(J) > Ti,, then the idea/ is sent to the collecta®) for ideas
waiting for realization. IfT’(J) < T,, then the ided is deleted.

It is convenient to consider a special block in the conscamreain,an-
alyzer, AN..

This block contains the comparat@lOM,. which measures distances
p(J, D;) andp(J, Ds); a computation device which calculates measures of
interest/(J), interdiction F'(J) and consistency’(J) and checks the con-
dition T'(J) > T.; a transmission device which senddo @ or trash. The
order in the queué) is based on the quanti(.J). It is also convenient to
introduce a blocSER., server,in the conscious domain which orders ideas
in @ with respect to values of consistenty./).

We can again assume that there exists a threshplduch that idead
with 7'(J) > T4 must be realized in any case. This threshold plays the
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important role in the process of the time evolution of cotesisyT (¢, J) of
anidealin Q: T'(t,J) = l(t—to) T(J), where the coefficieri(t) decreases
with increasing ot. Moreover,T'(t, J) = T'(J) if T'(J) > T'y. We note that
T, > T.,. It can be that interest and interdiction evolve in differastys:
I(t,J) = li(t — to)I(J) and F(t,J) = l;(t — to)F(J). HereT(t,J) =
al(t,J)—bF(t,J). Such a model is more realistic. A pessimist has quickly
decreasing functiofy(¢) and slowly decreasing functidn(¢). An optimist
has slowly decreasing functidj(t) and quickly decreasing functidn(t).

Example 9.3. (Harmonic love). Letr be a ‘man’ described by Model
3. The image/, of a womany is transformed byrg., into the ideasiove, -
Suppose that as in Example 112, containsly,,,q andvy is blond. However,
Jiove,~ IS NOt sent automatically to the queue of ideas waiting fafization.
The ideaJiove,, Must be compared with the databd3e of forbidden ideas.
Suppose that the idea-imagg.u = (tall woman) belongs td;. If v is tall,
then F'(Jiove) is quite large. The future of,.,. depends on the value of the
consistency functiondl’(J) (the relation between coefficientsd in (1)
and valued (J), F'(J)). However, this process still does not induce doubts
or mental problems.

It seems that the consisten@y.J) does not determine the intensity of
realization ofJ. An extremely interesting idea is not realized with stréngt
that is proportional to the consistency magnitdde). In fact, it is realized
with strength that is proportional to the magnitude of iagtd (.J). More-
over, larger interdiction also implies larger strength edlization. It seems
natural to connect strength of realization with the qugntit

S(J)=cI(J)+dF(J),

wherec, d > 0 are some parameters of the brain.

We call S(J) strengthof an ideaJ. In particular,S(J) may play an im-
portantrole in memory processes. We introduce a presettviagholds™e™
(compare with the preserving threshadl@t*™ in model 2). The strength
S(t, J) of an ideaJ in the working memory evolves as

S(t, J) = lmem(t — t0)S(J),

wherel,,em is a decreasing function. B(¢, J) < S™°™, then at the instance
of timet the ideaJ is deleted from working memory.

The structure of analyzer is given by Figure 4.

A cognitive systemr described by Model 3 has complex cognitive be-
havior. However, this complexity does not imply ‘mental lplems’. The
use of consistency function@l(./) solves the contradiction between interest
and interdiction.

The main disadvantage of the cognitive systerdescribed by Model
3 is that the analyzeAN, permits the realization of idea$ which have
at the same time very high levels of interest and interdictib (.J) and
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Figure 4: The structure of analyzer
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F(J) compensate each other in the consistency function). Fanpbea let
T(J)=I(J)— F(J). If the realization threshold@;, = 0 the analyzeAN,
sends to the collectap totally forbidden ideas/ (with F'(J) = 1) having
extremely high interest/ (J) ~ 1).

Such a behavior (‘a storm of cravings’) can be dangerous(éalty in a
group of cognitive systems with a social structure). Thamefunctioning of
the analyzeAN. must be based on more complex analysid @fhich is not
reduced to the calculation @f(.J) and testing’(J) > Ty,.

9.4 Model 4

Suppose that a cognitive system described by Model 3 imgritsérain by
introducing two new thresholds,.x and Fiyax. If I(J) > Inax, then the
idea.J is extremely interestings can not simply deletd. If F'(J) > Fiax,
then an ided is strongly forbiddens can not simply send to Q.

If J belongs to théedomain of doubts’

Og = {J : I(J) > Lnay} ﬂ{J : F(J) > Faax)

ther cannot take automatically (on the basis of the value of tmsistency
T(J)) the decision on realization of.

Example 9.4.(Forbidden love). Let be a ‘man’ described by Model 4.
Here the imageJ, of a womany contains not only the spatial image of
but also her social image. Suppose that the integral infage transformed
by the thinking blockr,., in the idea-attractos),,.. Suppose that, as in all
previous examples, the imadg.,q belongs taD;. Suppose that ide@;,.
=(low social level) belongs t@;. Suppose that botp(Jiove, Lbiona) and
(Jiove, Gsoc) @re very small. She is blond and poor! $@/iove) > Imax
(high attraction of the womam for the 7) and at the same timE(Jiove) >
FLax (social restrictions are important for th¢. In such a situation the
cannot take any decision on the idég.

10 Hidden Forbidden Wishes, Psychoanalysis
10.1 Hidden forbidden wishes, i@e fixe

On one hand, the creation of an additional block in analy@€r to perform
(Imax, Finax) @analysis plays the positive role. Such does not realize auto-
matically (via conditiorl’(J) > T,..) dangerous idea$, despite their high
attraction. On the other hand, this step in the cognitivdutian induces
hard mental problems fat. In fact, the appearance of the domain of doubts
O, in the mental space is the origin of many psychical problendsraental
diseases.

Let AN, find that ideaJ belongs toO,4. Ther is afraid to realize/ as
well as to delete/. The control cente€' C tries to perform further analysis of
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such aJ. CC sendsJ to the processing domair as the initial problem for
some processot'. If it produces an idea-attractdr which does not belong
to Oy, then ther can continue normal cognitive functioning. Howeverrif
produces again an ide& which belongsO,, thenCC must continue the
struggle against this doubtful idea. In the process of susthugigleC'C and
some processors, 7!, 72, . .. are (at least partially) busy. An essential part
of mental resources af is used not for reactions to external signals, but for
the struggle with ideag belonging toO,.

Typically this is a struggle with just oridee fixeJ, see Freud, 1933.

We can explain the origin of such an idee fixe by our cognitiarlel. If
an ideaJ belonging toO, has been produced by the processpthen it is
natural thatC'C will try again to use the same processoior analyzing the
ideaJ. As f.(J) = J (the J is a fixed point of the may,, ), thenr starting
with J will always produce the same idek (with the trivial sequence of
iterationsJ, J, ..., J). In general the doubtful ideacan be modified b¢’'C
(for example, on the basis of new informatiod),— Jy0q4. An ideaJyoq
can be considered as a perturbatioofp(J, Jmed) < s, Wheres is some
constant. Ifs > 0 is relatively small (so thaf},.q still belongs to the basis
of attraction of.J), then iterations/ioa, JL gy = fr(Jmod)s; - - '7Jrjr\1[od =
IN(Jmoa), - - - again converge to the.

How canCC stop this process of the permanent work with idée fige

The answer to this question was given in Freud, 1933: inyattins of
roots of hysterias and some other mental problems. By FeelfixeJ is
shackled byC'C into the unconscious domain.

In our model, the unconscious domain contains (besidesrtieepsing
domainII and the unconscious control centéf’) a special collectoD,; for
doubtful ideasforbidden wishesAfter a few attempts to transform an idéa
belonging to the domain of doubtful ideék; into some non-doubtful idea,
CC sendsJ to D,. We remark that the domain, is a mental domain (a set
of ideas) and)y; is a ‘hardware domain’ (a set of chains of neurons used for
saving of doubtful ideas).

What can we say about the further evolution of a doubtful idea the
collector D;? It depends on a cognitive system(in particular, a human
individual). In the ‘purely normal case’ the collectdy; plays just the role
of achurchyard for doubtful ideasSuch aD, has no output connections and
ideaJ will disappear after some period of time.

10.2 Symptoms

However, Freud demonstrated (on the basis of hundreds efxésat ad-
vanced cognitive systems (such as human individuals) emtldave ‘purely
normal behavior’. They could not perform the complete iment of doubt-
ful ideas inDy.
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In our model, the collectob, has an output connection with the uncon-
scious control centd/ C. At this moment the existence of such a connection
seems to be just a disadvantage in the mental architectureiotdeems that
such a cognitive systemwas simply not able to develop a physical system
for 100%-isolation of the collectab,;. However, later we shall demonstrate
that the pathway

CC—-Dy—UC—CC (12)

has important cognitive functions. In fact, such a conmectvas specially
created in the process of evolution. But we start with thewudision on neg-
ative consequences ¢f {12). Here we follow Freud, 1933.

In our mathematical model of Freud'’s theory of unconscioursdman
ideaJ € Dy is senttoUC. The unconscious control centéiC' sendsJ to
one of the thinking processogsin I1. ¢ performs iterations starting with
as an initial idea.{ produces an idea-attractdr= limy_ o JIn,Jo = J.

In the simplest casé sends the idea-attractorto the conscious domain.
The AN, analyzes ided. If J ¢ Og4, thenAN, sends/ to the collectorQ

(of ideas waiting for realizationﬂ After some period of waiting/ is sent

to realization.[§ By such a realizatiol'C' deletesJ from the collectorQ.
However,CC does not delete the root of namely.J, because is located

in the unconscious domain addC' is not able to control anything in this
domain. The idea/ is nothing other than a performance of the forbidden
wish J. Such unconscious transformations of forbidden wisheg wierdied

by Freud (see Freud, 1933, for examples).

We note that iU C sends a hidden forbidden wishto the same thinking
processofr which has already generatédor C'C, then (by the same reasons
as in our previous considerationSC' will again obtain the same doubtful
ideaJ. Such a continuous reproduction of idee fixe can take plades
is the root of obstinate doubtful wishes. This can imply raédieceases,
because’'C' could not stop the struggle with ideée fixe even by sending it t
D,. However,UC may send/ to another thinking processgr# w. Here
the idea-attractod (which has been produced starting withes the initial
condition) differs fromJ. This is the real transformation of the forbidden
wish. In general a new wisli has no direct relation to the original wish
This is nothing but @ymptom of cognitive systenr, Freud, 1933.

Starting with an initial ideaJ, a processorr produces an attractof;
analyzerAN, computes quantitie&(.J), F'(J) (measures of interest and in-
terdiction for the idea’); AN, considers/ as a doubtful idea: both measures
of interest and interdiction are too high(.J) > Iax, F'(J) > Fax; ANc
sends/ to the collector of doubtful ideaB;; J moves fromD, toUC; UC

80f course, there may exist more complex pathway€! — Dy — UC — £ — £'... =
£m S UC - A= A = ... =5 X 5 AN, = Q — CC, where¢, ..., €™, \, ..., \* are some
thinking processors.

°0f course, ideal may be simply deleted ify if there are too many ideas in the queue and the
strengthS(.J) of .J is not so large.
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sends it to some processgré produces an attractof. AnalyzerAN, can
recognize/ as an idea which could be realized (depending on the distance
p(J, D;) andp(J, D;)) and send/ via the collector to realization. This/

is asymptoninduced byJ (in fact, by the initial idealy).

10.3 Hysteric reactions

In general a doubtful ided € D, is not only transferred into some symp-
tom.J, but it may essentially disturb functioning of the brain n8othinking
blocksmy are directly connected to other thinking blocks. Suppoag for
example, the following pathway is realized:c Dy — UC — 7 — w1 —
CC. Suppose also that ideasproduced byrr; play the role of parameters
for the blockn, : zp4+1 = fr.(zn,A). Let CC obtain an image/, and
send it tor.. However, instead of the normal value of the paramsatahe
i sends tor. some abnormal valug,,, induced by the hidden forbidden
wish J. Ther. produces an attractdr,;, which may strongly differ from
the attractorl o, corresponding to\,.,1,, the value of the parameter pro-
duced by the processat; for the processor. in the absence of the hidden
forbidden wishJ.

In such a way we explain, for exampleysteric reactions. A rather
innocent initial stimulus/, can induce via interference with a doubtful idea
J € D, inadequate performande,,. We can also explain why hidden
forbidden wishes may indugghysical diseases.Attempting to transform
J € Dy into an idea which does not induce doubts and reflectiérs,
can sendJ to some thinking processar,ys that is responsible for some
physical activity ofr. We note that/C considers/ as just a collection of
mental states. This collection of mental states has diftérgerpretations in
different thinking systems. In particulaf,can correspond ifr,pys t0 some
‘bad initial condition’. The corresponding attractbp,,s can paralyze the
physical function ruled byrppys.

10.4 Feedback control based on doubtful ideas

A cognitive systemr wants to prevent a new appearance of forbidden wishes
J (collected inD,) in the conscious domain. The brain othas an addi-
tional analyzerAN, (located in the unconscious domain) that must analyze
nearness of an idea attractbmproduced by some processarand ideas/
belonging to the collector of doubtful ided;.

In our model, it is supposed that each hidden forbidden wighin
the collectorD, still remembers a thinking block which has produced
Jra- This simply means that each iddg in the D, has the labef. Thus
Jia = Jea(mw) € Dy is not just a collection of mental states. There is in-
formation that these states are related to the dynamictrays The set of
doubtful ideag) which are collected in the collect@,; can be split into sub-
setsO(w) of forbidden wishes corresponding to different thinkingtgyns
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m. ANq contains a comparat@?OM, that measures the distance between
an idea-attractog which has been produced by a thinking blocland the
setO(n) : p(J,0(7)) = miny, eco(m) p(J;, Jra) - ThenANy calculates the
measure of interdiction

1

) oy

If F4(J) is large(= 1), then an ided is too close to one of former hidden
forbiddenz-wishes. This idea should not be transmitted to the consciou
domain.

Each individuak has its owrblocking thresholdr,;: if Fy(J) < Fy,
thenJ is transmitted; ifFy(J) > Fy,, thenJ is deleted. In the latter case
J will never come to the conscious dom&hThis thresholdry,; determines
the degree of blocking of the thinking processdny forbidden wishes. For
some individuals (having rather small valuesff), a forbidden wishJgg
belonging to the seD(7) may stop the flow of information from to the
conscious domain. The same; may play a negligible role for individuals
having rather large magnitude &f,. Therefore the blocking threshold,
is one of the important characteristics to distinguish redremd abnormal
behaviors. We note thdf, depends on a thinking block Fi,) = Fy,i(7).
Thus the same individual can have the normal threshold for one thinking
block, relatively largeFy, (7), and abnormal degree of blocking for another
thinking blockr’, relatively smallF, (7).

Analyzer ANy computes the distance between the idea-attrat{gro-
duced by a thinking block) and the domairD(x) of hidden forbiddenr-
wishes. If this distance is relatively small, i.e., the maasof interdiction
F4(J) is relatively large, ther’ does not go to the conscious domain.

11 Consequences for neurophysiology, neuroin-
formatics and cognitive sciences

11.1 Hierarchical models of cognition

Such models (especially for the visual system) were digzlissa number of
works: Hubel and Wiesel, 1962, Bechtel and Abrahamsen, ,1198itsky,
1999, Watt and Phillips, 2000, Stringer and Rolls, 2002,dtmikov, 1997,
1998a,b, 1999a,b, 2000a, b; Albeverio et al., 1999; Dubiseh al, 1999,
Voronkov, 2002a, b, Sergin, 2007.

However, the hierarchical approach has not yet become caiynac-
cepted in neurophysiology, neuroinformatics and cogaitieiences. Our
mathematical model is fundamentally hierarchical. We vadyie to encode

PAnalysis in the conscious domain could demonstrate thaf) > Ti, and I(J) <
Imax, F'(J) < Fmax. Inthe absence of hidden forbidden wishewsould be realized.

27



Conscious domain

Image ofJy cC

. 1 Q
Performance of complex j

Jo AN,

R R

Sy

U 7 L

Unconscious domain

Figure 5: Symptom induced by a forbidden wish

Conscious domain

J ? F(J) > Fy
Jo

ANy F(J)) = tm0m

| Dy p(J.0(x))

O(x) ANy

Unconscious domain

Figure 6: Interference of an idea-attractor with the don@imidden forbidden
wishes. Internal structure of the analyZeN,.

28



hierarchy (both neuronal and mental) into the ultrameteicrgetry. Creation
of a simple model of hierarchical mental space (which hagrahtoupling

with the neuronal structure of the brain) provides a matheaidasis of the
hierarchical approach to brain’s functioning.

On the one hand, our model needs further justification fropedarmen-
tal neurophysiology. Unfortunately, at the moment themeaggeneral con-
sensus on the presence of hierarchical neuronal trees iorétie The ex-
perimental research is characterised by diversity of opisi Mathematical
self-consistency of our hierarchical model might becomea@dgstimulus for
further research in neurophysiology, neuroinformatiack@gnitive sciences
to study the hierarchy of the brain, its functioning, cogmit

On the other hand, there was created a number of theoreigcatthical
models for processing of information in the brain, . Howeteese models
were presented not on the level of mathematical modelingight be possi-
ble to use our mathematical formalism to present the meadi@pproaches
on the mathematical level.

11.2 The problem of localization of mental functions

This problem has been the source of permanent discussiareuiophysi-
ology, neuroinformatics and cognitive sciences for mosntbne hundred
years, see, e.g., Damasio, 2005, for discussions and netseOur mathe-
matical model combines peacefully the views of both parties adherents
of the localization hypothesis as well as the adherentsaoftm-localization
hypothesis.

On the one hand, in our model each mental functfors distributed
over a neuronal tree. Branches of this tree go through diffedomains
of the brain. Moreover, branches can contain even neurdosigiag the
spinal cord. Thus a branch can go from the cerebellum to the pod then
to the medulla oblongata and finally through the spinal corthe conus
medullaris. It is natural to include not only neurons, bigoasensory re-
ceptors into neuronal trees (as belonging to the lowest Eveierarchical
neuronal trees). In such a model delocalization of a meutaitfon increases
essentially.

Thus in our model not only the brain, but even the body padis in
the thinking process.

On the other hand, the hierarchical structure of our modeviges a
rather sharp localization of a mental functififas a consequence of associa-
tive processing). The state, of the root-neuron plays the crucial role. The
states of neurons of the fist level are less important and so on

We proposedhe distributed model of processing of information in the
brain with hierarchical localization.
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11.3 Binding problem

This problem is also well known in neurophysiology, neuformatics and
cognitive sciences, see, e.g., Revonsuo and Newman, 18@% &nd Stoner,
2003, Zimmer et al, 2006, for discussions and possible isoisit In our ap-
proach the binding problem was solved on the morphologésal! The fun-
damental units of information processing in the brain aresigle neurons
(or even localized neuronal populations), but hierardmearronal trajecto-
ries. The presence of the hierarchical structure on thes®nal trajectories
solves some problems of binding, e.g., the problem of ctersiy of time
scales. By operating with associations determined by shibidl segments
of hierarchical neuronal trajectories (and not with dethinental images de-
termined by the whole hierarchical neuronal trajectorileg)brain uses only
the top part of a neuronal tree. Such a computational aathite minimizes
essentially the time of processing, cf. applications togemeecognition and
compression, Benois-Pineau et. al, 2001, Khrennikov arnd\Kch, 2002,
Khrennikov, Kotovich, and Borzistaya, 2004.

11.4 The problem of invariance of mental images

How can my brain recognize the image of my lovely woman? Siebea
dressed in different ways, she can express totally diftezerotions (from
great pleasure to terrible scandals ), and so on. In our ntbdeéhvariance
is achieved through using the association-representafioity the states of
neurons belonging to the top levels of a neuronal tree (whialesponsi-
ble for for the image of my lovely woman) are important in rgoiion.
Temporary differences are represented by lower levelsyith m-adic im-
age recognition algorithms Benois-Pineau et. al, 2001eKhikov and Ko-
tovich, 2002, Khrennikov, Kotovich, and Borzistaya, 2004.

12 Consequences for psychology and neuropsy-
chology

Our model gives the possibility to perform mathematicalidation of psy-
chological behaviour. We performed geometrization of psyagy,geometro-
psychologyBy introducing a mathematical model of mental space we incor
porated psychology into the same rigorous mathematicaldveork as it was
done in physics by Newton and Hamilton. The crucial poinhest tgeome-
tries of physical and mental spaces differ very much. Theemee of the
rigid hierarchical structure plays the fundamental rol¢hi@m-adic mathe-
matical model of mental space.

Hierarchical representations are well accepted in psydyolOur model
provides the corresponding mathematical basis.
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By coupling them-adic mental space with neuronal trees we constructed
a bridge between neurophysiology and psychology. Thus aaehcan be
considered as a contribution to neuropsychology.

We applied then-adic mental model to mathematical modeling of Freud’s
psychoanalysis. We aware about diversity of views on Frepdychoanal-
ysis in modern psychology, see, e.g., Macmillan, 1997, G888, Young-
Bruehl, 1998 as well as Stein et al., 2006, Solms, M., 2006868, for
debates. Our model supports the view which was presentdeeijournal
“Neuro-psychoanalysis:”

It would be possible to create an ongoing dialogue with theairecon-
ciling psychoanalytic and neuroscientific perspectivethermind. This goall
is based on the assumption that these two historically e@itisciplines are
ultimately pursuing the same task, namégttempt[ing] to make the com-
plications of mental functioning intelligible by dissexjithe function and as-
signing its different constituents to different comporpganrts of the [mental]
apparatus,’Freud, 1900, p. 536. Notwithstanding the fact that psychban
ysis and neuroscience have approached this importanttificigask from
radically different perspectives, the underlying unitypofpose has become
increasingly evident in recent years as neuroscientists begun to investi-
gate those “complications of mental functioning” that weealitionally the
preserve of psychoanalysts. This has produced an exploSimew insights
into problems of vital interest to psychoanalysis, but ¢hiesights have not
been reconciled with existing psychoanalytic theoriesrandels.

We can complete this manifest by the remark that neuroplogidhas
an essentially higher level of the mathematical represientthan traditional
psychoanalysis. Therefore coupling of psychoanalysik wé&urophysiol-
ogy provides new perspectives in mathematization of psyehlysis. Our
m-adic model serves precisely to such a purpose. Startifgawhodel of
the neuronal structure of the brain, hierarchical neurdmess, we created
the m-adic model of mental space. This model was then applied thena
matical modeling of psychoanalysis. Theadic distance on mental space
is the basis of forming of measures of interest and intemticand conse-
qguently hidden forbidden wishes and, finally, symptoms aystdries. And
this m-adic distance on mental space is induced by the neuronatgtes —
hierarchical neuronal trees. There would be no psychialpms without
mental hierarchy in the brain. Psychical problems is thegdior advantages
of hierarchical processing of information in the brain.

13 Possible consequences for medicine/psychiatry

Our model provides an interesting explanation of diffeenimn psychical
consequences of the same events and mental experienceadylFreud
pointed our to the role of such differences in forming of syoms. The
same mental experience could play a minor role and it woulchbgediately
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forgotten by one person and it could be the starting pointrd paychical
illness for another person, Freud, 1933.

In our model this differences in psychical reactions to iras mental ex-
perience are explained by the scheme of mental architeatich is based
on blocking threshold¢such a threshold model is of course based on the
presence of the ultrametric structure on the mental spHdh)s hypothesis
were confirmed by clinical investigations, there will be npd new ways for
mental treatment. There can be developed both chemicalgmthpanalytic
methods for changing the magnitudes of blocking thresholids develop
chemical methods of treatment, we should find the neuroplogical basis
of blocking thresholds. There can be also developed psyaigiic meth-
ods for changing the magnitudes of blocking thresholds. f@ckl training
patients can learn to operate with blocking thresholdswélor higher mag-
nitudes. If a patient were able to make his blocking thredhiemaller, some
hidden forbidden wishes would come to the consciousnesth@®one hand,
his conscious mental life would become essentially morepdmated. On
the other hand, some symptoms would disappear. If a patierd able to
make his blocking thresholds larger, his mental (and inigaetr, emotional)
behavior would become more plane. It could be importantreatment of
patients with aggressive and destructive behavior. Swarimileg procedures
could be based on the brain-computer interface approach.

14 Possible consequences for artificial life

Investigations on artificial intelligence are oriented niaito creation of ar-
tificial systems for motion in physical space and performiagous tasks in
this space, e.g., creation of rob urme-adic hierarchical model provides
possibility for simulation of human psychology. In prinlgpon the basis of
our model artificial intellectual systems can be createdyMould live rich
emotional life;: numerous interesting ideas, constrafothidden ideas, hid-
den forbidden wishes, feedback control based on them, ymgind finally
psychical problems, including hysteries. Such artifiaéllectual systems
would be able to love (of course, only at the mental leveBytbould have
various psychical illnesses. How can we use sugycthological robots?

We can test on such psychological robots different modefaaital ar-
chitecture, for example, our hypothesis on blocking thoédhas well as our
general hierarchical model. Creation of populations ofchsjogical robots
gives the possibility for simulation of complex socio-phgtogical life.

Conclusion. A mathematical model for hierarchical encoding of mental
information was created. Mental space (a mental analog gbpal space)
is realized as amn-adic tree. Processing of mental information is realized by

10f course, artificial intelligence activity is not restectto robots. We can mention creation of
chess playing machines.
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dynamical systems on such a tree. Interplay between unioarssand con-
scious information flows generates interesting psychokddiehavior. Con-
sequences for neurophysiology, neuroinformatics, andhitivg sciences as
well as for psychology and neuropsychology, and even nmesljEsychiatry
and artificial (“psychological robots”) were discussed. @m-adic hierar-
chical model of processing of mental information plays thie of the uni-
fying mathematical basis for a number of various neuropbiggical, neu-
roinformatical and cognitive models of brain’s functiogin
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