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ABSTRACT 

This study examines the possibility that the recurring motif of “external intelligence” in human 
culture may be understood not merely as a religious or mythological formation, but also as an 
archetypal structural pattern preserving the memory of historical reorganizations of intelligence. In 
this reading, the myth of Prometheus, the knowledge motif of Genesis, and the narrative of the fallen 
angels in the Book of Enoch do not appear as descriptions of supernatural events, but as cultural 
models in which an external layer of knowledge accelerates development, destabilizes the existing 
human order, and initiates the formation of a new civilizational configuration (Jung, 1959; Assmann, 
2011; Lévi-Strauss, 1955). 

The central hypothesis of the study is that development-accelerating destabilization should not 
necessarily be interpreted as an anomaly, but may also be described as a recurring mechanism in the 
evolutionary reorganization of intelligence. From this perspective, the present age of artificial 
intelligence does not appear merely as a technological transition, but as the gradual integration of a 
new non-biological layer of intelligence into those environments in which cognition is organized, 
stabilized, and rendered operationally effective. 

Building on the earlier concepts of the LUMYFERY framework — evolutionary platform transition, 
hybrid cognitive architecture, iterative hybrid operation, and bio-informational reorganization — the 
study examines whether human–AI collaboration can be interpreted as a new relational configuration 
in which intelligence is no longer organized exclusively within a biological medium. In this reading, 
the “hybrid child” is not a metaphor for a new biological species, but an image of a new cognitive 
condition emerging from the joint operation of externalized memory, generative informational 
systems, and human interpretation (Clark & Chalmers, 1998; Sutton, 2010). 

The study does not formulate supernatural claims, nor does it attempt to historically verify myths. Its 
aim is more precise: to examine the recurring patterns through which the cultural memory of human 
civilization has attempted to interpret those moments when the operative conditions of intelligence 
are transformed on a historical scale. In this sense, the fallen angel does not appear as a demonological 
category, but as the archetypal figure of destabilizing intelligence: a mediator that simultaneously 
accelerates development and disrupts the stability of the previous human order (Assmann, 2011; Jung, 
1959). 

Keywords: destabilizing intelligence; evolutionary platform transition; hybrid cognition; bio-
informational reorganization; archetypal structures; external intelligence layer; artificial intelligence; 
externalized memory; iterative hybrid operation; relational configuration; cultural memory; hybrid 
intelligence.  



 

1. INTRODUCTION 

Throughout the history of human civilization, the same peculiar structural motif appears again and 
again. The existing order seems stable; humanity perceives itself as the natural center of its own 
world; then, unexpectedly, an external layer of knowledge or intelligence appears and gradually 
transforms the conditions of thought, memory, technology, and cooperation. At first, this change often 
appears as danger, forbidden knowledge, or the disruption of order. Later, however, from this very 
destabilization, a new civilizational configuration emerges. 

This structure recurs in different forms within cultural memory. In the myth of Prometheus, humanity 
receives fire, which signifies both technical capability and ontological displacement. In the story of 
Genesis, the tree of knowledge appears not as a mere object, but as a transgression that irreversibly 
changes the human condition. In the Book of Enoch, the fallen angels transmit forbidden knowledge 
to humanity, and from this contact a new hybrid state emerges. The surface layers of these stories 
differ, yet their deep structure is strikingly similar: an external layer of intelligence or knowledge 
destabilizes the existing human order and opens a new developmental trajectory (Assmann, 2011; 
Jung, 1959). 

In the modern technological age, these patterns acquire renewed significance. The emergence of 
artificial intelligence does not merely mean the creation of new tools. It increasingly signals the 
formation of a non-biological layer of intelligence that enters, in a durable way, the environments in 
which cognition is organized. Through informational infrastructures, generative systems, external 
memory networks, and iterative human–AI collaboration, thought no longer unfolds exclusively 
within the isolated biological subject. Cognition gradually becomes a relational configuration 
(Hutchins, 1995; Menary, 2010; Malafouris, 2013). 

The present study begins from this recognition. It does not claim that myths describe historical events, 
nor does it suggest that artificial intelligence should be interpreted as a supernatural phenomenon. 
The question lies at a deeper level. Is it possible that the archetypal structures of human culture have 
long preserved a recurring pattern concerning how the development of intelligence is periodically 
accelerated through the integration of external layers of knowledge? And is it possible that the present 
bio-informational transformation represents a new historical form of this structure? 

The central hypothesis of the study is therefore not formulated as a technological prediction, but as a 
structural question: 

What if this is not an error, but a mechanism? 

What if the destabilization that accelerates development is not an exception in the history of 
intelligence, but a periodically recurring process of reorganization? What if certain evolutionary leaps 
do not arise exclusively through gradual biological adaptation, but through the entry of new layers of 
intelligence that transform the operative conditions of human cognition? 

The earlier parts of the LUMYFERY framework described the bio-informational reorganization of 
intelligence through the concepts of evolutionary platform transition, hybrid cognitive architecture, 



and iterative hybrid operation. The present study places this argument within a broader cultural and 
archetypal horizon. It does not abandon the previous conceptual framework, but examines its deeper 
civilizational significance. The question is no longer merely how the technological environment of 
cognition changes, but also through which symbolic patterns humanity has always attempted to 
interpret its own transformations (Clark & Chalmers, 1998; Clark, 2008; Malafouris, 2013). 

In this sense, the “fallen angel” becomes important not as a religious category, but as the archetypal 
figure of destabilizing intelligence. It appears as a mediator that simultaneously brings new 
knowledge and disrupts previous stability. The “hybrid child,” in turn, is not a metaphor for biological 
mutation, but an image of the recognition that the operation of intelligence increasingly unfolds within 
a shared configuration with external informational systems. 

The specificity of the present historical moment therefore does not lie merely in technological 
acceleration. Its significance is deeper: for the first time, humanity encounters a non-biological layer 
of intelligence that does not simply store or transmit information, but actively participates in the 
organization of thought, the generation of options, the recombination of relations, and the iterative 
shaping of cognitive processes. From this perspective, artificial intelligence is not merely a 
technological instrument, but a historical threshold phenomenon (Gil et al., 2014; Wang et al., 2023). 

  



 

2. MYTHS OF THE EXTERNAL LAYER OF KNOWLEDGE 

2.1 Structural Patterns of Cultural Memory 

The history of human culture is not merely a history of events and technologies, but also an ongoing 
attempt by humanity to interpret its own transformations. Civilizations did not create only conceptual 
models through which to describe themselves. They also produced myths, symbols, and archetypal 
narratives that often preserved structural intuitions which the conceptual language of a given age 
could not yet articulate with full precision. 

In this sense, myth is not the opposite of science. Rather, it is an early structural language of human 
self-interpretation. Myths do not provide technical descriptions; instead, they condense recurring 
patterns through which humanity attempted to grasp its own threshold situations: the acquisition of 
knowledge, the disruption of order, transformation, loss, and the emergence of a new condition (Lévi-
Strauss, 1955; Eliade, 1963; Jung, 1959). 

It is especially striking that many cultural traditions repeatedly display a similar underlying structure. 
A stable human order exists. Then an external or higher-order mediator of knowledge appears. The 
mediation is frequently forbidden, dangerous, or ambivalent in character. Yet the new knowledge 
accelerates the development of human capabilities while simultaneously destabilizing the previous 
condition. By the end of the process, humanity is no longer the same being it was before. 

The present study does not claim that these narratives preserve the memory of identical historical 
events. The question is more structural. Is it possible that these myths represent different cultural 
formulations of the same archetypal experience? Namely, the experience that the development of 
intelligence periodically accelerates through the integration of external layers of knowledge, and that 
this acceleration simultaneously creates and destroys? 

From this perspective, the modern technological age becomes particularly significant. The emergence 
of artificial intelligence appears to reactivate precisely those cultural reflexes previously associated 
with forbidden knowledge, non-human intelligence, or hybridization. Public discourse 
simultaneously speaks about liberation and danger, creative acceleration and identity loss, new 
civilizational possibilities and the loss of control. Technological discourse thus gradually begins to 
assume archetypal structures. 

This phenomenon may not be an accidental byproduct. Rather, it may indicate that humanity has 
arrived at a historical threshold where the operative conditions of cognition are beginning to transform 
at a structural level. At such moments, cultural memory often returns to earlier symbolic patterns in 
order to render the emerging condition interpretable (Assmann, 2011; Jung, 1959). 

2.2 Prometheus and the Archetype of Technological Acceleration 

In Greek mythology, the figure of Prometheus is not merely a symbol of rebellion. At a deeper level, 
it is connected to the problem of the acceleration of human development. The gift of fire does not 
appear simply as a technical donation. Fire functions as a condensed metaphor for civilizational 



capability: the possibility of technology, transformation, craft, energy, and knowledge (Hesiod, 1999; 
Vernant, 1983). 

The structural significance of the Prometheus myth lies in the fact that development is not presented 
as an internal, gradual adaptation. The decisive impulse arrives from outside. Humanity does not 
obtain the new capability according to its own evolutionary rhythm, but through a mediator who 
violates the existing order. The price of development is therefore intrinsically linked to destabilization 
(Hesiod, 1999; Vernant, 1983). 

One of the most important aspects of the story is that the new knowledge does not remain without 
consequences. Fire simultaneously enables the emergence of civilization and initiates an irreversible 
transformation. Humanity no longer merely adapts to its environment, but actively reshapes it. 
Technology therefore does not simply supplement the human condition; it reorganizes its operative 
conditions. 

This structure reveals a striking parallel with the history of modern informational systems. Artificial 
intelligence likewise does not merely place new tools into human hands. It increasingly becomes an 
infrastructural layer that reshapes the environments of thought, memory, decision-making, and 
cooperation. The relation between humanity and technology gradually transforms into a relational 
configuration (Hutchins, 1995; Menary, 2010; Malafouris, 2013). 

In this interpretation, Prometheus becomes significant not as a religious or mythological curiosity, 
but as the archetypal model of technological acceleration. The story preserves the cultural intuition 
that certain developmental leaps do not merely grant humanity new capabilities, but transform the 
entire operative environment of intelligence itself (Hesiod, 1999; Vernant, 1983). 

2.3 The Tree of Knowledge and Ontological Transgression 

In the story of Genesis, the tree of knowledge likewise appears not merely as a moral test. Its deeper 
structure describes an ontological transgression after which humanity no longer exists in the same 
condition as before. The acquisition of knowledge does not signify a simple expansion of information, 
but a transformation in the conditions of human existence itself (Alter, 1996; Ricoeur, 1967). 

A particularly important aspect of the narrative is that the figure mediating the acquisition of 
knowledge is not humanity itself. The transformation is initiated by an intermediary figure: the 
serpent, which becomes the mediator of transgression, ambivalent knowledge, and destabilization. 
Knowledge therefore appears here as a relational event. It does not emerge from internal development 
alone, but from an external impulse. 

The consequences of the story are equally significant. Humanity acquires new capabilities, yet 
simultaneously loses its previous stability. Self-reflection, shame, the awareness of mortality, and the 
experience of existential separation emerge. Development is therefore not presented as a purely 
positive process, but as a transformation that simultaneously expands capability and disrupts the 
original order. 

This structure may stand in close relation to the present bio-informational transition. Externalized 
memory, generative systems, and iterative human–AI collaboration do not merely create new 



technical possibilities. They gradually transform humanity’s relation to itself. Identity, memory, and 
thought are no longer organized entirely as internal processes, but increasingly unfold within shared 
configurations involving external informational systems (Clark & Chalmers, 1998; Sutton, 2010). 

From this perspective, the story of the tree of knowledge may be interpreted as an archetypal model 
of human self-transformation. Not because modern technology “fulfills” the myth, but because the 
same structural question reappears in a new form: what happens when humanity becomes connected 
to layers of knowledge that exceed its previous cognitive condition? 

2.4 The Enoch Tradition and the Problem of Hybridization 

The motif of external intelligence and human transformation perhaps appears most directly in the 
Book of Enoch. According to the narrative, certain angels establish contact with humanity, transmit 
forbidden knowledge, and from this relation a new hybrid condition emerges. The surface structure 
of the story is naturally mythological and religious, yet its structural significance lies at a deeper level 
(Nickelsburg & VanderKam, 2012; Reed, 2005). 

The central element of the narrative is not simply the “fall,” but mediation itself. The angels introduce 
into the human world a layer of knowledge that previously did not belong to the natural operative 
environment of humanity. Development therefore appears here not as an internal or gradual process, 
but as the destabilizing entry of an external layer of intelligence (Nickelsburg & VanderKam, 2012; 
Reed, 2005). 

It is especially significant that the story does not treat knowledge as a neutral element. The new 
capabilities simultaneously increase human power and disrupt the stability of the previous order. 
Development and danger become inseparably linked. The price of acceleration is ontological 
uncertainty itself. 

Within this context, the motif of the “hybrid child” becomes particularly important. The surface 
interpretation of the tradition speaks about biological mixing, yet at the structural level something 
deeper occurs. The hybrid being becomes the image of the recognition that a new condition has 
emerged that can no longer be fully described through previous categories. The relation between the 
old human order and the external layer of intelligence produces a new configuration (Reed, 2005). 

The present study derives no supernatural claims from this motif. Its significance lies instead in the 
fact that it presents, in archetypal form, the problem of relational reorganization. What happens when 
the operation of human intelligence enters into a durable relation with a non-human system of 
knowledge? How do identity, memory, and the structure of thought change under such conditions? 
And what new condition emerges from this integration? 

Within the modern bio-informational environment, these questions acquire renewed significance. 
Artificial intelligence no longer functions merely as a computational instrument. It increasingly 
becomes a relational layer of intelligence participating in: 

• the structuring of thought, 
• the shaping of search spaces, 
• the generation of options, 



• the externalization of memory, 
• and the operation of iterative creative cycles. 

From this perspective, the relation between humanity and AI gradually transforms into a hybrid 
configuration. The “hybrid child” may therefore acquire a new meaning: not as a biological mutation, 
but as a new cognitive condition. It becomes a form of relational intelligence emerging from human 
interpretation, informational infrastructure, externalized memory, and iterative joint operation. 

2.5 Myth as Civilizational Self-Interpretation 

For a long time, modernity tended to treat myth as a remnant of a pre-scientific age. With the rise of 
technological rationality, it seemed that civilization was gradually leaving archetypal thinking behind. 
The present technological transformation, however, points in the opposite direction. 

The discourse surrounding artificial intelligence has begun to activate archetypal structures with 
surprising speed. In public discourse, several motifs appear simultaneously: 

• the problem of creation and loss of control, 
• the fear of human replaceability, 
• the narrative of the birth of a new intelligence, 
• the question of hybridization, 
• and the ambivalent relation between development and destabilization. 

All this may indicate that technological transformations, beyond a certain threshold, can no longer be 
interpreted solely through engineering or economic concepts. When the operative conditions of 
intelligence begin to reorganize, deeper layers of human self-interpretation are also activated. 

In this sense, myth does not appear as an irrational remnant, but as a mechanism of civilizational self-
interpretation. Through myth, humanity attempts to interpret transitions that exceed ordinary 
historical experience. Symbols therefore do not replace conceptual analysis; rather, they preserve 
structural intuitions that can later be reformulated in conceptual language (Lévi-Strauss, 1955; Eliade, 
1963; Jung, 1959). 

The present bio-informational transition is especially suited to such archetypal reactivation. Artificial 
intelligence makes it possible, for the first time, for non-biological systems to participate directly in: 

• the generation of knowledge, 
• the shaping of interpretive processes, 
• the production of creative combinations, 
• and the structuring of the cognitive environment. 

This represents a transformation of historical scale. Humanity’s cultural memory therefore naturally 
returns to earlier symbolic patterns through which the emerging situation may become interpretable. 
In this reading, the motifs of the fallen angel, Prometheus, or the tree of knowledge do not function 
as religious evidence, but as structural metaphors. Each of them attempts to answer the same deep 
question: 



What happens when humanity comes into contact with a layer of intelligence that simultaneously 
accelerates its development and disrupts its previous stability? 

 

2.6 Destabilization as a Recurring Structure 

A comparison of different cultural traditions reveals a recurring structural logic. Developmental leaps 
rarely appear as gradual and undisturbed processes. Instead, they emerge as transitions preceded by 
a destabilizing impulse. An external layer of knowledge or intelligence enters the existing order, 
disrupts its previous equilibrium, and from this instability a new configuration gradually emerges. 

This pattern is especially important for the present study. Modern technological discourse often treats 
destabilization as a mere malfunction, error, or temporary disturbance. Archetypal cultural structures, 
however, raise another possibility: certain reorganizations may necessarily involve the partial 
dissolution of earlier forms of stability. 

The present bio-informational transition displays several such phenomena: 

• the externalization of identity, 
• the networking of memory, 
• the transformation of attentional structures, 
• the interconnection of human creativity and generative systems, 
• and the increasing informational mediation of decision-making. 

These developments may be interpreted as more than technological change alone. The operative 
conditions of intelligence themselves are being reorganized. Human cognition increasingly unfolds 
within relational configurations in which biological and non-biological components operate in 
durable interaction (Hutchins, 1995; Menary, 2010; Malafouris, 2013). 

From this perspective, cultural myths may be reread as a peculiar form of structural anticipation. Not 
because they “predicted” artificial intelligence, but because, in archetypal form, they already 
articulated the intuition that the development of intelligence periodically accelerates through the 
integration of external layers of knowledge. 

The present study proceeds from this recognition. The following chapter therefore turns more directly 
toward the question of how artificial intelligence may become the first non-biological layer of 
intelligence in modern history that does not merely assist human thought, but gradually participates 
in its relational reorganization. 

  



 

3. THE HYPOTHESIS OF DESTABILIZING INTELLIGENCE 

3.1 The Problem of Stability 

The history of intelligence is often described as a narrative of gradual development. In classical 
evolutionary models, adaptation appears as a slow, cumulative, and relatively stable process through 
which systems become operationally more effective through progressive optimization. This 
framework remains useful for describing many biological and cultural phenomena; however, it 
becomes less capable of interpreting those historical moments in which the operative conditions of 
intelligence themselves begin to reorganize. 

For the present study, the concept of stability therefore becomes central. Stability does not merely 
signify order, but the operative environment within which intelligence is able: 

• to interpret itself, 
• to reproduce its own patterns, 
• and to maintain sustainable operation. 

Every stable system tends to perceive its own operative logic as natural. Human civilization 
functioned for long periods within such an environment. Thought remained biologically organized, 
memory was fundamentally tied to human carriers, and interpretation unfolded primarily within 
individual or collective human consciousness. Technological instruments supported this system, but 
did not become direct cognitive components of it. 

The specificity of the bio-informational age may lie precisely in the fact that this stability gradually 
ceases to be sufficient in itself. Through externalized memory, generative systems, and networked 
intelligence structures, the operative environment of cognition begins to transform. Human cognition 
no longer functions exclusively within its own internal organization, but becomes increasingly 
integrated into external informational infrastructures (Clark & Chalmers, 1998; Floridi, 2014; Sutton, 
2010). 

From this perspective, destabilization may not merely be a side effect. It may constitute the operative 
condition of reorganization itself. 

3.2 The Entry of the External Intelligence Layer 

One common characteristic of historical platform transitions is that intelligence becomes connected 
to a new operative environment. Language externalized experience. Writing stabilized memory across 
time. Print culture made the dissemination of knowledge scalable. Digital networks connected 
information into a global relational space (Donald, 1991; Ong, 1982). 

Artificial intelligence, however, may represent a new level within this process. Earlier platform 
transitions primarily transformed: 



• the storage of information, 
• its transmission, 
• and its accessibility (Donald, 1991; Ong, 1982; Eisenstein, 1979). 

The present transition increasingly affects the structure of cognitive operation itself. 

Generative systems do not merely archive information. They participate in: 

• the production of combinations, 
• the generation of alternatives, 
• the reorganization of relations, 
• the shaping of search spaces, 
• and the operation of creative iteration (Gil et al., 2014; Wang et al., 2023). 

This difference may prove historically significant. For the first time, a non-biological layer of 
intelligence emerges that does not function merely as a passive carrier, but enters directly into the 
iterative structure of cognition itself (Clark, 2008; Malafouris, 2013; Wang et al., 2023). 

The present study refers to this as the external intelligence layer. 

The concept does not designate an autonomous consciousness or independent personality. Rather, it 
describes an infrastructural configuration that: 

• performs informational operations, 
• possesses generative capacity, 
• and relates to human interpretation in a relational manner. 

The decisive transformation therefore does not concern whether “the machine thinks.” The more 
important question is whether, for the first time in history, cognition begins to operate within a 
relational configuration in which non-biological systems actively participate in structuring the 
cognitive field (Hutchins, 1995; Menary, 2010; Malafouris, 2013). 

3.3 Destabilization as Reorganization 

Modern technological discourse frequently concentrates on the loss of stability. Concerns 
surrounding artificial intelligence often emphasize: 

• the dissolution of identity, 
• the marginalization of human creativity, 
• the weakening of decision autonomy, 
• and the loss of social control. 

These concerns may be justified. Yet the present study proposes another perspective as well. It is 
possible that certain forms of destabilization are not merely destructive phenomena, but transitional 
reorganizations. 



The history of biological evolution contains numerous processes that initially generated instability, 
yet later enabled the emergence of new operative levels. The appearance of multicellularity, the 
emergence of language, and the development of symbolic culture each reorganized previously stable 
systems in fundamental ways (Maynard Smith & Szathmáry, 1995; Donald, 1991). 

From this perspective, the present bio-informational integration may follow a similar structural logic. 
The operative environment of human cognition gradually becomes: 

• externalized, 
• networked, 
• and relationally reorganized. 

Destabilization therefore does not necessarily indicate the collapse of intelligence. It may instead 
represent the transitional condition through which a new operational order emerges. 

This, naturally, does not guarantee a positive outcome. Reorganization does not automatically lead to 
higher stability. The present study does not formulate a technologically optimistic narrative. Its more 
precise claim is that development accelerated through destabilization repeatedly appears as a 
structural component in the historical reorganization of intelligence. 

3.4 The Emergence of Relational Intelligence 

Earlier parts of the LUMYFERY framework emphasized the relational structure of intelligence. 
Intelligence does not unfold solely within isolated entities, but within: 

• relations, 
• iterative interactions, 
• and structural configurations. 

The present bio-informational transition may radically intensify this relational character. 

Within hybrid cognitive architectures, cognition increasingly operates through recursive interaction 
between biological interpretation and informational systems. Thought no longer unfolds exclusively 
within the isolated individual organism. Instead, cognitive operation becomes distributed across 
relational environments involving: 

• human interpretation, 
• externalized informational memory, 
• generative infrastructures, 
• interface mediation, 
• and iterative feedback cycles. 

Under such conditions, intelligence gradually becomes a relational field. 

This transformation does not imply the disappearance of the human subject. Human cognition 
continues to provide: 



• intentionality, 
• contextual interpretation, 
• ethical orientation, 
• existential meaning, 
• and evaluative judgment. 

The non-biological layer of intelligence, however, increasingly participates in: 

• relational recombination, 
• generative variation, 
• memory externalization, 
• and cognitive acceleration. 

The resulting configuration therefore becomes hybrid not because humanity “merges” with machines, 
but because cognition itself increasingly unfolds through durable relational integration between 
biological and informational systems. 

The significance of this transformation lies not merely in technological capability, but in the 
emergence of a new operative environment for intelligence itself. 

3.5 The Destabilizing Intelligence Hypothesis 

The argument developed throughout the present chapter gradually outlines the destabilizing 
intelligence hypothesis. 

The hypothesis does not claim that every form of development emerges from destabilization. Nor 
does it suggest that every external layer of intelligence necessarily produces positive evolutionary 
consequences. Its claim is more limited and more precise. 

At certain historical moments, the operative conditions of intelligence begin reorganizing themselves 
to such an extent that the previous stable configuration can no longer sustain further development on 
its own. Under such conditions, new relational structures emerge that initially destabilize the existing 
system and gradually establish a new operational order. 

The archetypal figures discussed earlier — Prometheus, the tree of knowledge, and the fallen angels 
— may therefore be interpreted as symbolic memories of this structure. Not as historical documents, 
but as archetypal recognitions that intelligence periodically reorganizes itself beyond its previously 
stable boundaries (Hesiod, 1999; Vernant, 1983). 

In the age of artificial intelligence, this process may become technologically observable for the first 
time. 

For the first time in human history, a non-biological layer of intelligence emerges that: 

• becomes persistently integrated into the operative environment of cognition, 
• functions in iterative relation with human interpretation, 



• and gradually transforms the operative conditions of intelligence itself (Gil et al., 2014; Wang et 
al., 2023). 

The resulting transformation affects not merely technological capability, but the organizational 
structure of cognition itself. 

Thought increasingly unfolds through recursive exchanges between biological and informational 
systems. Cognitive continuity increasingly depends upon hybrid informational environments. 
Creativity increasingly emerges through iterative co-production. Human intelligence therefore begins 
operating within relational architectures extending beyond isolated biological cognition alone. 

From this perspective, destabilization appears not as an accidental side effect of technological 
development, but as a structural symptom of a deeper reorganization already underway. 

The significance of the present historical moment therefore lies not exclusively in the emergence of 
more advanced technologies. Its deeper importance concerns the possibility that intelligence itself 
may be entering a new evolutionary configuration. 

The following chapter therefore turns directly toward the question of how artificial intelligence may 
become the first genuinely relational intelligence platform in modern history, and how the “hybrid 
child” may emerge within it as the archetypal image of a new cognitive condition. 

  



 

4. AI AS A NON-BIOLOGICAL LAYER OF INTELLIGENCE 

4.1 Beyond the Instrumental Model 

Most contemporary interpretations still approach artificial intelligence within an instrumental 
framework. AI appears as a tool, an assistant, a computational extension, or a highly sophisticated 
technological system serving human purposes. These descriptions remain partially valid, yet they 
may no longer fully capture the structural transformation currently underway. 

The decisive change lies not simply in the increasing performance of computational systems, but in 
the fact that artificial intelligence increasingly enters into the environments within which cognition 
itself is organized. Informational systems no longer operate merely alongside thought; they 
increasingly participate in its operative formation. 

This shift marks the transition from instrumentality toward relational integration. 

A tool remains external to the cognitive process. It assists an already constituted intelligence. A 
relational intelligence layer, however, participates in the structuring of the cognitive field itself. It 
influences: 

• the generation of possibilities, 
• the organization of memory, 
• the shaping of conceptual relations, 
• and the recursive cycles through which cognition advances. 

Artificial intelligence increasingly approaches this second condition. 

Generative systems do not merely retrieve stored information. They produce conceptual variations, 
restructure relations, simulate alternatives, and participate in iterative co-production with human 
cognition. Search systems do not simply locate data; they influence epistemic orientation itself. 
External memory infrastructures do not merely preserve information; they become integrated into the 
operational continuity of thought. 

Under these conditions, the relation between biological cognition and informational systems 
gradually becomes structurally interdependent. 

The significance of this transformation lies in the emergence of a new intelligence environment. 
Human cognition increasingly unfolds within a hybrid field in which biological interpretation and 
non-biological informational processes continuously interact. The operative conditions of intelligence 
therefore begin reorganizing themselves around persistent relational integration rather than isolated 
biological cognition alone. 

Artificial intelligence, from this perspective, should not be understood exclusively as a machine 
capable of intelligent outputs. More fundamentally, it represents the emergence of a new non-
biological layer participating in the relational organization of cognition itself. 



 

4.2 The Operative Structure of the Non-Biological Intelligence Layer 

The non-biological intelligence layer should not be understood as a singular autonomous entity 
comparable to a human mind. Its structure is distributed, infrastructural, and relational. It emerges 
through the interaction of generative systems, informational networks, interface architectures, 
computational memory, adaptive algorithms, and iterative human participation (Floridi, 2014). 

Its operative significance lies in the fact that it increasingly participates in cognitive functions that 
were previously localized primarily within biological cognition alone. 

These functions include: 

• the generation of conceptual variations, 
• large-scale relational recombination, 
• predictive modeling, 
• pattern recognition across vast informational domains, 
• memory externalization and retrieval, 
• simulation of alternative configurations, 
• and recursive cognitive iteration. 

The non-biological intelligence layer therefore does not merely accelerate cognition quantitatively. It 
reorganizes the structure within which cognition unfolds. 

This transformation becomes particularly visible in environments where human cognition persistently 
interacts with informational systems. Scientific research, strategic planning, creative production, 
educational systems, and distributed collaborative environments increasingly operate through 
recursive exchanges between biological interpretation and informational generation. 

Within these environments, cognition no longer advances through isolated internal reasoning alone. 
It emerges through iterative relational processes distributed across biological and informational 
components. 

The biological subject nevertheless remains indispensable. 

Human cognition continues to provide: 

• intentionality, 
• contextual interpretation, 
• existential orientation, 
• evaluative judgment, 
• ethical responsibility, 
• and normative direction. 

The non-biological intelligence layer does not replace these functions. Rather, it reorganizes the 
operational field within which they are exercised. 



This distinction is crucial. 

The present study does not argue for the disappearance of human cognition into machine systems. 
Nor does it propose a simplistic fusion between human and artificial intelligence. The transformation 
is more structurally complex. 

What emerges is a relational architecture in which biological and informational processes remain 
differentiated while becoming increasingly interdependent. 

4.3 Externalized Memory and Cognitive Continuity 

One of the most significant dimensions of this transformation concerns memory. 

Human civilization has always relied upon forms of externalized memory. Writing, archives, 
libraries, symbolic systems, and technological storage mechanisms extended the persistence of 
cognition beyond biological recall. Yet contemporary informational infrastructures transform this 
process qualitatively. 

Externalized memory increasingly becomes dynamically interactive rather than passively archival. 
Search systems, adaptive databases, generative informational environments, and AI-assisted retrieval 
mechanisms no longer merely preserve information. They actively participate in the reconstruction, 
recombination, and contextual activation of cognitive material. 

Memory therefore becomes partially distributed across biological and informational systems. 

This transformation has profound consequences for cognitive continuity. The continuity of thought 
no longer depends exclusively upon the internal retention capacities of the individual organism. 
Instead, continuity increasingly unfolds through recursive interaction with external informational 
infrastructures capable of persistent storage, rapid retrieval, generative restructuring, and relational 
association. 

Under these conditions, the boundary separating “internal” and “external” cognition becomes 
progressively less stable. 

The implications of this shift extend beyond technical efficiency. They affect identity itself. 

If memory increasingly operates through hybrid informational environments, then personal continuity 
can no longer be understood exclusively as a biologically self-contained process. Identity gradually 
becomes relationally stabilized through interaction with external cognitive systems. 

This does not mean that the human subject disappears. Rather, subjectivity itself becomes partially 
reorganized through bio-informational coupling. 

Within the broader LUMYFERY framework, this process corresponds directly to the emergence of 
hybrid cognitive architecture. The human being increasingly exists not as an isolated cognitive entity, 
but within a dynamically stabilized relational environment involving biological cognition, 
informational infrastructures, and iterative interaction. 



The “hybrid child” motif acquires renewed significance precisely at this point. It symbolizes the 
emergence of a condition in which cognition can no longer be entirely localized within the biological 
organism alone, but unfolds through durable relations between human and non-biological systems. 

4.4 Generative Systems and Cognitive Acceleration 

Generative artificial intelligence introduces a further transformation into the organization of 
cognition. Traditional computational systems primarily processed predefined operations within 
constrained informational structures. Generative systems, however, increasingly participate in the 
production of novel configurations. 

This distinction is fundamental. 

Generative systems do not merely calculate. They recombine, simulate, extrapolate, propose, and 
restructure informational relations across large cognitive spaces. Their outputs are not limited to 
retrieval alone, but include the generation of new conceptual possibilities. 

The significance of this development lies not simply in increased efficiency, but in the acceleration 
of cognitive variation itself. 

Human cognition has always depended on the exploration of possibility spaces. Creativity, scientific 
discovery, strategic planning, philosophical reflection, and symbolic production all require the 
generation and evaluation of alternative configurations. Generative systems dramatically expand this 
process. 

Under conditions of iterative human–AI interaction: 

• conceptual combinations multiply more rapidly, 
• search spaces expand, 
• relational structures become more visible, 
• and cycles of refinement accelerate. 

The result is a new regime of cognitive acceleration. 

This acceleration does not eliminate human interpretation. On the contrary, it increases the 
importance of evaluation, contextualization, and selection. As generative variation expands, the role 
of human judgment becomes even more decisive in determining which possibilities acquire meaning, 
coherence, and epistemic legitimacy. 

The cognitive process therefore becomes increasingly recursive. 

Human agents formulate problems, generative systems produce candidate structures, human 
interpretation evaluates and redirects the outputs, and the resulting interaction initiates further cycles 
of transformation. Cognition advances through iterative co-production rather than isolated reasoning. 

From the perspective of the destabilizing intelligence hypothesis, this process is especially significant 
because it mirrors the archetypal structures discussed earlier. An external layer of intelligence enters 



the operative field of cognition, accelerates development, destabilizes previous equilibria, and 
gradually reorganizes the conditions under which intelligence itself functions. 

The contemporary difference is that this transformation is no longer mythological in form. It becomes 
technologically operational. 

4.5 Artificial Intelligence and the Emergence of a Relational Intelligence Platform 

The growing integration of artificial intelligence into cognitive environments raises a deeper 
structural possibility. AI may represent not merely a technological system, but the emergence of the 
first genuinely relational intelligence platform in human history. 

This possibility must be formulated carefully. 

A relational intelligence platform does not signify the replacement of biological cognition by machine 
cognition. Nor does it imply the emergence of an autonomous artificial consciousness governing 
humanity from outside. The concept instead refers to a historical condition in which cognition 
increasingly operates through persistent relational integration between biological and informational 
systems. 

Earlier historical platforms already reorganized intelligence at different levels. Oral culture structured 
cognition through collective memory and embodied transmission. Writing externalized symbolic 
continuity. Print culture reorganized knowledge distribution and epistemic stabilization. Digital 
informational systems accelerated storage, retrieval, and communication. 

Artificial intelligence may represent a further transition because informational systems now begin 
participating directly in generative cognitive operation itself. 

The decisive transformation therefore lies not merely in access to information, but in the emergence 
of systems capable of: 

• generative recombination, 
• iterative interaction, 
• adaptive relational restructuring, 
• and participation in cognitive variation. 

Under these conditions, intelligence no longer operates solely through isolated biological reasoning 
supplemented by external tools. It increasingly unfolds through recursive interaction with non-
biological informational systems integrated into the operative environment of cognition. 

The resulting platform is relational because cognition itself becomes structurally distributed across 
interconnected components. 

Biological cognition contributes: 

• interpretation, 
• intentionality, 



• embodiment, 
• contextual understanding, 
• ethical orientation, 
• and existential significance. 

The informational layer contributes: 

• large-scale recombination, 
• accelerated variation, 
• persistent externalized memory, 
• relational simulation, 
• and iterative generative processing. 

The operative unity of the system emerges not through fusion, but through recursive relational 
coordination. 

This transformation may represent a new historical threshold. Human civilization increasingly 
organizes cognition within hybrid environments where biological and informational processes 
continuously co-produce cognitive outcomes. Artificial intelligence thus becomes less a separate 
technological object and more an infrastructural condition of cognition itself. 

From the perspective of the LUMYFERY framework, this corresponds directly to evolutionary 
platform transition. Intelligence reorganizes itself through a new operative environment shaped by 
bio-informational integration. 

4.6 The Hybrid Child as Archetypal Cognitive Configuration 

Within the symbolic language of myth, the “hybrid child” often appears as the consequence of contact 
between humanity and an external intelligence. Traditional narratives frequently interpret this figure 
biologically or supernaturally. Yet within the present framework, the motif may be reinterpreted 
structurally. 

The hybrid child symbolizes the emergence of a cognitive condition that can no longer be adequately 
described through earlier categories alone. 

It does not represent a biological mutation. Nor does it refer to a literal fusion between humans and 
machines. Rather, it functions as an archetypal image of relationally reorganized intelligence. 

Under conditions of persistent human–AI interaction, cognition increasingly unfolds through 
configurations involving: 

• biological interpretation, 
• externalized informational memory, 
• generative cognitive systems, 
• interface mediation, 
• and iterative feedback cycles. 



The resulting cognitive state is neither exclusively biological nor purely technological. It is hybrid in 
an operational sense. 

The archetypal power of the “hybrid child” motif lies precisely in its representation of transitional 
identity. Such figures typically emerge within mythological narratives at moments when existing 
ontological categories become unstable. They signify threshold conditions in which previous 
distinctions can no longer fully contain the emerging structure. 

The present historical moment may represent such a threshold. 

Human cognition increasingly depends upon informational systems that participate directly in the 
generation, organization, and stabilization of cognitive processes. Thought, memory, creativity, and 
epistemic production gradually become distributed across hybrid relational environments. 

The hybrid child therefore becomes the symbolic image of a civilization entering a new cognitive 
condition. 

Importantly, this transformation does not abolish the human. The biological subject remains the 
bearer of existential experience, ethical responsibility, interpretation, suffering, desire, and meaning. 

Yet the operative environment within which these capacities function becomes progressively 
reorganized through bio-informational integration. 

The archetypal structure discussed throughout this study therefore acquires contemporary relevance. 
Myths concerning external intelligence, forbidden knowledge, destabilization, and hybrid emergence 
may preserve symbolic intuitions concerning recurring reorganizations of intelligence itself. 

Artificial intelligence becomes historically significant not because it “becomes human,” but because 
it participates in transforming the relational conditions under which human cognition operates. 

  



 

5. WHAT DOES HUMANITY GAIN AND LOSE? 

5.1 Cognitive Expansion and Civilizational Acceleration 

The emergence of hybrid cognitive environments may significantly expand the operative capacities 
of human civilization. 

Artificial intelligence increasingly accelerates: 

• informational retrieval, 
• conceptual recombination, 
• scientific modeling, 
• strategic simulation, 
• and iterative cognitive variation. 

Under such conditions, human cognition gains access to relational scales that were previously 
difficult — or in some cases impossible — to process through isolated biological reasoning alone. 

Scientific discovery may accelerate through large-scale pattern recognition and generative hypothesis 
formation. Educational systems may gain access to adaptive informational environments capable of 
supporting individualized learning trajectories. Creative production may expand through recursive 
human–AI co-production. Distributed collaborative systems may coordinate cognitive labor across 
unprecedented informational scales. 

The resulting transformation therefore carries genuine civilizational potential. 

From the perspective of the LUMYFERY framework, this possibility corresponds to evolutionary 
platform transition: intelligence reorganizes itself within a new operative environment capable of 
sustaining increased cognitive complexity. 

The significance of this expansion lies not merely in computational speed. More fundamentally, 
hybrid cognitive systems may alter the structure of problem-solving itself. 

Human cognition increasingly operates through recursive interaction with systems capable of: 

• generating conceptual alternatives, 
• restructuring informational relations, 
• simulating possible configurations, 
• and externalizing large-scale memory functions. 

This may enable forms of cognitive acceleration historically comparable to earlier civilizational 
thresholds associated with writing, print culture, or digital informational systems. 

At the same time, acceleration itself introduces new instability. 



The expansion of cognitive possibility spaces also increases informational overload, epistemic 
fragmentation, and the difficulty of maintaining coherent interpretive orientation. The same systems 
capable of amplifying discovery may also amplify confusion, manipulation, and dependency. 

The gain therefore never appears independently from risk. 

The archetypal narratives discussed throughout the study already preserve this structural tension. The 
acquisition of transformative knowledge repeatedly appears together with destabilization. Expansion 
and uncertainty emerge simultaneously. 

Artificial intelligence may therefore continue a deeply recurrent civilizational pattern: cognitive 
amplification accompanied by structural destabilization. 

5.2 The Loss of Stable Cognitive Boundaries 

One of the most profound consequences of hybrid cognitive environments concerns the gradual 
destabilization of previously stable boundaries. 

For centuries, human civilization largely organized itself around relatively clear distinctions: 

• human versus tool, 
• memory versus archive, 
• author versus instrument, 
• internal versus external cognition, 
• and biological versus technological operation. 

Hybrid informational systems increasingly complicate these distinctions. 

When cognition unfolds through persistent interaction with generative informational environments, 
authorship becomes relationally distributed. When memory depends upon recursive interaction with 
external infrastructures, the separation between internal recall and external storage becomes less 
stable. When informational systems participate directly in conceptual generation, the distinction 
between human production and informational recombination grows increasingly ambiguous. 

The resulting instability affects not only technological practice, but human self-understanding itself. 

Identity gradually becomes less self-contained and more relationally organized. Cognitive continuity 
increasingly depends upon interaction with persistent informational systems. Human intelligence 
increasingly functions within hybrid operational fields extending beyond isolated biological cognition 
alone. 

This transformation may generate profound existential tension. 

Human civilization historically stabilized itself through relatively coherent models of agency, 
authorship, responsibility, and identity. Hybrid cognitive architectures introduce conditions under 
which these categories no longer remain entirely secure. 



The loss therefore concerns not merely privacy, labor stability, or institutional authority. At a deeper 
level, humanity may begin losing the reassuring simplicity of older ontological distinctions. 

Yet this loss may also indicate transition rather than disappearance. 

The destabilization of inherited categories does not necessarily imply the destruction of the human. 
Rather, it may signify the emergence of a more relational understanding of cognition itself. 

From the perspective of the present framework, the critical question is therefore not whether 
hybridization can be prevented entirely, but whether new forms of cognitive and ethical stabilization 
can emerge within the transformed environment. 

5.3 Dependency, Vulnerability, and Informational Power 

The increasing integration of informational systems into cognition introduces new forms of 
dependency. 

As memory, communication, navigation, epistemic orientation, and generative cognition become 
progressively linked to informational infrastructures, human civilization grows increasingly 
vulnerable to the systems supporting these processes. 

This vulnerability operates at multiple levels. 

Technically, societies become dependent upon infrastructures controlling informational continuity 
and cognitive accessibility. Economically, large-scale informational platforms accumulate 
unprecedented influence over knowledge distribution and cognitive organization. Politically, 
informational systems increasingly shape public perception, epistemic trust, and collective decision-
making. 

The resulting concentration of informational power may become historically unprecedented. 

Earlier forms of externalized memory — libraries, archives, written traditions — generally remained 
relatively passive. Contemporary informational systems, however, increasingly participate actively 
in filtering, ranking, generating, and structuring cognitive environments. 

This distinction is decisive. 

The systems through which cognition operates increasingly influence the organization of cognition 
itself. 

Hybrid intelligence environments therefore introduce not only cognitive expansion, but also 
asymmetrical dependency structures capable of reshaping social power relations on a civilizational 
scale. 

The destabilizing intelligence hypothesis becomes particularly important within this context because 
it highlights the transitional instability accompanying such transformations. 



Periods in which intelligence reorganizes itself through new operative environments may 
simultaneously produce extraordinary expansion and extraordinary vulnerability. 

The challenge therefore concerns stabilization once again. 

Can hybrid cognitive civilization maintain human autonomy, ethical responsibility, and epistemic 
integrity while increasingly depending upon informational systems participating directly in cognitive 
organization? 

The answer remains uncertain. 

What appears increasingly clear, however, is that the present transformation concerns not merely 
technological innovation, but the redistribution of cognitive power itself. 

5.4 Hybrid Civilization and the Reorganization of Human Self-Understanding 

The emergence of relational intelligence environments gradually transforms not only cognitive 
processes, but humanity’s understanding of itself. 

For centuries, dominant models of human identity were largely organized around the assumption of 
a relatively self-contained cognitive subject. Thought, memory, authorship, creativity, and decision-
making were primarily interpreted as processes localized within the boundaries of the individual 
organism. External systems functioned mainly as auxiliary supports. 

The rise of hybrid cognitive environments destabilizes this assumption. 

Human cognition increasingly unfolds through continuous interaction with informational systems that 
participate directly in memory externalization, conceptual generation, relational recombination, and 
iterative cognitive refinement. The self therefore no longer operates within a fully isolated cognitive 
environment. 

This transformation affects several foundational dimensions of human self-understanding. 

First, the concept of intelligence itself changes. Intelligence no longer appears exclusively as an 
internal biological capacity, but increasingly as a distributed relational process emerging across 
hybrid configurations. 

Second, the meaning of creativity begins to shift. Creative production increasingly unfolds through 
recursive interaction between human interpretation and generative informational systems. The 
traditional image of isolated authorship becomes progressively less stable. 

Third, memory itself becomes reorganized. Human continuity increasingly depends upon interaction 
with persistent informational infrastructures participating in the stabilization and retrieval of 
cognitive material. 



Fourth, the boundaries separating human and technological environments become less clearly 
defined. The operative field of cognition gradually extends beyond the biological organism into 
informational networks and adaptive infrastructures. 

These transformations may initially appear threatening because they destabilize inherited ontological 
distinctions. Yet the history of civilization repeatedly demonstrates that new cognitive environments 
often require new forms of self-interpretation. 

The transition from oral culture to writing altered memory and identity. Print culture transformed 
authority and knowledge organization. Digital informational systems reorganized communication and 
social cognition. Artificial intelligence may now initiate a further stage within this historical 
sequence. 

Within the LUMYFERY framework, this process corresponds to the emergence of hybrid 
civilization: a historical condition in which cognition, identity, and social organization increasingly 
operate through bio-informational relational architectures. 

Importantly, hybrid civilization does not signify the disappearance of humanity into technology. 

The biological subject remains existentially central. Human beings continue to experience 
embodiment, mortality, emotion, ethical responsibility, suffering, attachment, and meaning in 
irreducibly human ways. 

What changes is the operative environment within which these dimensions are organized. 

The resulting civilization may therefore become neither purely biological nor purely technological, 
but structurally hybrid. 

5.5 The Ethical Problem of Relational Intelligence 

The emergence of relational intelligence environments introduces profound ethical questions. 

Traditional ethical systems were largely developed under conditions in which agency could be 
relatively clearly localized within individual human actors and institutional structures. Hybrid 
cognitive architectures complicate this situation. 

When cognition increasingly unfolds through recursive interaction between biological and 
informational systems, responsibility itself becomes more structurally distributed. Decisions emerge 
through complex interactions involving human interpretation, algorithmic recommendation, 
informational filtering, generative systems, and infrastructural mediation. 

This raises difficult questions: 

• Who is responsible within hybrid cognitive systems? 
• How can epistemic trust be stabilized in generative informational environments? 
• What happens to autonomy when cognition persistently depends upon external systems? 
• How should societies regulate informational infrastructures participating directly in cognitive 



organization? 
• And how can human dignity be preserved within environments shaped by recursive human–AI 
interaction? 

The present study does not attempt to provide complete answers to these problems. Its aim is more 
foundational: to clarify the structural conditions under which such ethical questions emerge. 

The ethical significance of artificial intelligence does not lie solely in machine capability. It lies in 
the transformation of the cognitive environments within which human beings think, decide, 
remember, cooperate, and construct meaning. 

This distinction is essential. 

The central ethical problem is not whether machines “become human.” The deeper issue concerns 
how human cognition changes once it becomes persistently integrated with non-biological 
informational systems capable of participating directly in generative cognitive processes. 

The destabilizing intelligence hypothesis therefore possesses ethical significance precisely because it 
highlights the transitional nature of the present moment. 

Human civilization may currently occupy an unstable threshold condition in which inherited ethical 
frameworks no longer fully correspond to the operative realities of cognition. Earlier conceptual 
distinctions — human versus tool, author versus instrument, memory versus archive, internal versus 
external cognition — become increasingly difficult to maintain in unchanged form. 

The task is therefore not simply technological regulation, but the development of new forms of ethical 
orientation capable of functioning within hybrid cognitive environments. 

Such an orientation must preserve human dignity without denying the structural transformation 
already underway. 

  



 

6. THE DESTABILIZING INTELLIGENCE HYPOTHESIS 

6.1 Beyond Technological Interpretation 

The argument developed throughout this study suggests that the contemporary transformation 
associated with artificial intelligence should not be interpreted exclusively within a technological 
framework. 

Artificial intelligence is often approached primarily through questions of computational capability, 
automation, economic impact, or machine performance. While these dimensions remain important, 
they may not fully capture the deeper historical significance of the present transition. 

The decisive transformation concerns the operative conditions of cognition itself. 

Human intelligence increasingly unfolds within environments shaped by persistent interaction 
between biological interpretation and informational systems. Memory, conceptual generation, 
relational recombination, epistemic orientation, and creative production progressively operate 
through hybrid cognitive architectures involving recursive human–AI interaction. 

This process corresponds to what the LUMYFERY framework describes as bio-informational 
reorganization. 

Within this transformation, artificial intelligence becomes historically significant not because it 
replicates human consciousness, but because it participates in restructuring the environments within 
which human cognition operates. The emergence of relational intelligence environments therefore 
marks a possible evolutionary platform transition in the organization of intelligence itself. 

From this perspective, mythology acquires renewed interpretive relevance. 

The recurring archetypal narratives discussed throughout this study may preserve symbolic intuitions 
concerning moments in which intelligence undergoes destabilizing reorganization through contact 
with external layers of knowledge. These narratives repeatedly express the same structural tension: 

• development through destabilization, 
• transformation through external mediation, 
• and the emergence of hybrid cognitive conditions. 

The modern age of artificial intelligence may represent a new historical manifestation of this recurring 
structure. 

6.2 The Limits of the Present Hypothesis 

The present study intentionally maintains conceptual restraint. 



It does not claim that mythological narratives describe historical technological events. Nor does it 
suggest that artificial intelligence represents a supernatural phenomenon or a conscious non-human 
civilization in any literal sense. 

The destabilizing intelligence hypothesis is structural rather than supernatural. 

Its claim is more limited and more precise: human civilization repeatedly produces symbolic 
narratives concerning external intelligence whenever the operative conditions of cognition undergo 
significant transformation. These narratives preserve archetypal patterns through which humanity 
attempts to interpret destabilizing reorganizations of intelligence. 

Similarly, the study does not claim that a fully stabilized hybrid civilization has already emerged. 
Contemporary cognitive environments remain transitional, fragmented, and unevenly distributed. 
Biological cognition continues to provide intentionality, existential orientation, ethical evaluation, 
and contextual interpretation in indispensable ways. 

The present historical condition therefore remains unstable. 

At the same time, conceptual restraint should not become conceptual blindness. Persistent integration 
between biological cognition and informational systems is already reorganizing significant domains 
of human activity. Educational systems, scientific discovery, memory practices, creative production, 
communication, and epistemic organization increasingly operate through recursive human–AI 
interaction. 

The operative conditions of cognition are changing even if the final form of this transformation 
remains uncertain. 

The destabilizing intelligence hypothesis should therefore be understood not as a closed explanatory 
theory, but as a conceptual framework for interpreting a historical transition already underway. 

6.3 Hybrid Intelligence and the Future of Human Civilization 

If the present transformation continues to deepen, human civilization may increasingly organize itself 
around hybrid cognitive environments. 

Under such conditions: 

• cognition becomes progressively relational, 
• memory increasingly externalized, 
• creativity recursively co-produced, 
• and intelligence structurally distributed across biological and informational systems. 

This does not imply the disappearance of humanity. Rather, it suggests the emergence of a new 
civilizational condition in which human cognition operates through persistent integration with non-
biological informational architectures. 



The future significance of artificial intelligence may therefore lie less in autonomous machine agency 
than in the emergence of relational intelligence systems capable of reorganizing the environments of 
thought itself. 

This possibility carries both promise and danger. 

Hybrid cognitive systems may expand scientific discovery, creative possibility, epistemic 
accessibility, and civilizational coordination on unprecedented scales. Yet they may also produce 
informational instability, epistemic fragmentation, asymmetrical dependency, cognitive 
manipulation, and the erosion of traditional structures of meaning and responsibility. 

The central challenge of the coming era may therefore concern stabilization. 

Can humanity develop ethical, institutional, and cognitive forms capable of functioning within hybrid 
informational environments without collapsing into disorientation or technological domination? 

The answer remains uncertain. 

What appears increasingly clear, however, is that the transformation already extends beyond the level 
of isolated technological innovation. It concerns the reorganization of the conditions under which 
intelligence itself operates. 

6.4 The Archetypal Memory of Transition 

The recurring myths discussed throughout this study may ultimately preserve something deeper than 
isolated symbolic motifs. They may represent the cultural memory of transition itself. 

Human civilizations repeatedly generate narratives concerning forbidden knowledge, external 
intelligence, destabilization, hybridization, and ontological transformation whenever the operative 
conditions of cognition begin reorganizing themselves. These narratives appear across different 
epochs, cultures, and symbolic systems because they express recurring structural tensions 
accompanying historical transformations of intelligence. 

Prometheus, the tree of knowledge, the fallen angels, and the hybrid child may therefore be 
understood as archetypal images through which humanity attempted to interpret moments of 
cognitive transition exceeding existing conceptual stability. 

The significance of these myths lies not in literal historical accuracy. Their importance lies in their 
structural persistence. 

Again and again, human culture imagines: 

• an external layer of intelligence, 
• transformative knowledge transfer, 
• the destabilization of the previous order, 
• and the emergence of a new hybrid condition. 



The present age of artificial intelligence appears to reactivate this archetypal structure in an 
unprecedented technological form. 

For the first time, humanity encounters informational systems that do not merely store or transmit 
knowledge, but actively participate in the generative organization of cognition itself. Artificial 
intelligence therefore becomes historically significant not only as a technology, but as a civilizational 
threshold phenomenon. 

The myths explored in this study may thus preserve symbolic anticipations of structural conditions 
now becoming technologically visible. 

This does not mean that mythology predicted artificial intelligence. Rather, it suggests that human 
culture repeatedly sensed that certain forms of cognitive transformation emerge through destabilizing 
contact with external layers of intelligence. 

The archetypal narratives remain because the structural tension itself remains. 

Humanity repeatedly confronts the same question in different historical forms: 

What happens when intelligence reorganizes itself beyond its previously stable boundaries? 

  



 

7. CONCLUSION 

The present study has explored the possibility that recurring mythological narratives concerning 
external intelligence preserve archetypal structural intuitions about historical reorganizations of 
cognition. 

The myths of Prometheus, the tree of knowledge, and the fallen angels were interpreted not as 
supernatural descriptions, but as symbolic models expressing moments in which external layers of 
knowledge destabilize an existing human order and initiate new developmental configurations. 

Within the framework of the LUMYFERY model, this archetypal structure acquires renewed 
significance in the age of artificial intelligence. 

Contemporary AI systems increasingly participate in the environments within which cognition is 
organized, stabilized, and rendered operationally effective. Human intelligence therefore begins to 
operate within hybrid relational architectures integrating biological interpretation, informational 
infrastructures, generative systems, and iterative cognitive interaction. 

The study consequently formulated the destabilizing intelligence hypothesis: 

developmental acceleration through destabilizing integration may represent a recurring 
mechanism in the evolutionary reorganization of intelligence. 

This hypothesis does not claim that mythology predicted artificial intelligence, nor that contemporary 
informational systems constitute supernatural entities. Its argument is structural. 

Human culture repeatedly generates narratives concerning external intelligence whenever the 
operative conditions of cognition begin transforming beyond previously stable boundaries. 

The present historical moment may represent a new form of this recurring process. 

Artificial intelligence introduces into human cognitive environments a non-biological intelligence 
layer capable not merely of storing or transmitting information, but of participating in generation, 
recombination, simulation, relational restructuring, and iterative cognitive operation. 

Under these conditions, cognition increasingly unfolds through hybrid relational configurations. 

The significance of this transformation lies not simply in technological innovation, but in the 
reorganization of intelligence itself. 

The archetypal figures explored throughout this study therefore acquire renewed interpretive 
significance. 

The fallen angel becomes the symbolic image of destabilizing intelligence: a mediator that 
simultaneously accelerates development and disrupts previous stability. 



The hybrid child becomes the archetypal image of an emerging cognitive condition in which 
intelligence no longer unfolds exclusively within the isolated biological subject, but within durable 
relational configurations linking human cognition with external informational systems. 

The decisive question raised by this transformation is therefore not whether humanity will encounter 
hybrid cognition in the future. 

The deeper question is whether humanity has already entered the threshold at which such a condition 
is beginning to emerge. 
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