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Abstract

A prevailing assumption in machine learning is that model correctness must be
enforced after the fact. We observe that the properties determining whether an AI model
is numerically stable, computationally correct, or consistent with a physical domain do
not necessarily demand post hoc enforcement. They can be verified at design time, before
the first step in training begins, at marginal computational cost. The design of this
approach suggests advantaged training and runtime properties over current practices,
with particular relevance to models deployed in high-leverage decision support and
scientifically constrained settings. This paper shows that these desirable properties share
a specific algebraic structure: they are expressible as constraints over finitely generated
abelian groups Zn, where inference is decidable in polynomial time and the principal type
is unique. A framework built on this observation composes three prior results [Haynes,
2026b,c,a]: a dimensional type system that can carry arbitrary annotations, including but
not limited to physical units, as persistent codata through model elaboration; a program
hypergraph that infers Clifford algebra grade and derives geometric product sparsity from
type signatures alone; and an adaptive domain model architecture that preserves both
dimensional and grade invariants through training via forward-mode coeffect analysis
and exact posit accumulation. We believe this composition yields a novel information-
theoretic result: Hindley–Milner unification over abelian groups computes the maximum
a posteriori hypothesis under a computable restriction of Solomonoff’s universal prior,
placing the framework’s type inference on the same formal ground as universal induction.
We compare four contemporary approaches to AI reliability and show that each imposes
overhead that can compound across deployments, layers, and inference requests. This
framework eliminates that overhead by construction. Correctness follows from principled
design, as opposed to brute force calculation and post-hoc interventions.

1. Current State of the Art

Contemporary AI reliability infrastructure shares a structural assumption: the model exists
first, and corrective mechanisms are applied after the fact. Each of the following approaches
addresses a genuine failure mode. Four deployed examples illustrate the pattern.

Moreau projection [Boyd and Vandenberghe, 2004] projects model outputs onto convex
feasible sets via GPU-accelerated interior point methods. Physics-informed neural net-
works [PINNs; Raissi et al., 2019] add physics residual terms to the training loss. DeepSeek’s
Engram [Cheng et al., 2026] inserts O(1) lookup modules at empirically selected Transformer
layers. The transversal ARC solver [DH, 2026] uses Plücker coordinates to solve pattern
recognition tasks with zero learning.

Each deployed approach can pay a recurring cost proportional to the number of deployments,
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layers, or inference requests served. The common structural reason: the conventional
pipeline erases the semantic information that would have made the corrective intervention
unnecessary.

Our current research track for the Fidelity framework establishes a novel position. The
properties governing AI model correctness, dimensional consistency, grade preservation,
escape classification, and numeric representation adequacy, are properties of the type system.
They are decidable, polynomial, and principal. The framework verifies them at design
time during elaboration of the emergent hypergraph. The marginal cost of this verification
is negligible, and our estimates of the downstream benefits are substantial. The result
for training is advantaged cost and energy efficiency, particularly when measured against
the interpretive overhead and substantial resource management burden that characterize
standard training pipelines. Standard pipelines pay for dynamic dispatch and runtime shape
checking on every operation. A natively verified training loop with design-time checked types
pays once, during model specification, when verification is fast, precise, and inexpensive.
The alternative is brute force calculation and post-hoc interventions that may repeat on
every deployment, every layer, or every inference pass.

2. Decidability Thesis

Theorem 2.1 (Decidability of correctness properties). Let P be the set of structural proper-
ties governing AI model correctness: dimensional consistency, Clifford grade preservation,
escape classification, and numeric representation adequacy. When expressed as constraints
over finitely generated abelian groups Zn, every property in P is:

1. Decidable. The framework produces a definite yes/no answer for every well-formed
model specification in finite time.

2. Polynomial. Resolution cost is O(n3) via Gaussian elimination over Z.

3. Principal. The most general solution (fewest free variables, most constraints satisfied)
exists and is unique.

In practical terms, this means the framework can determine, before any computation executes,
whether a model’s dimensional units are consistent, whether its geometric algebra operations
preserve the correct grades, whether its memory allocation is deterministic, and whether its
numeric representations are adequate for the target hardware. There is no ambiguity in the
answer, no heuristic involved, and the computation completes in time proportional to the
cube of the number of constraint variables. Standard type systems check syntax; this one
checks physics.

The qualifier “by construction” is precise. The framework’s specification language admits
only constraints expressible within the Zn fragment. A model specification that type-checks
is, by that fact, within the decidable fragment. Properties requiring stronger reasoning
(quantifier alternation, fixpoint computation) cannot be expressed in the Tier 1 type system
and are deferred to the graduated verification tiers described in Section 5.3. Decidability is
not a property the framework discovers; it is a property the framework enforces through the
structure of its type language.
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The algebraic foundation is the closure of Zn under the operations that model construction
requires. Physical dimensions form an abelian group under multiplication (addition of
exponent vectors in Zn). Clifford grades compose under the geometric product with output
grades determined by input grades and the algebra’s signature. Escape classifications form
a finite lattice with a decidable ordering. Each structure admits polynomial-time inference
via extensions of Hindley–Milner unification [Hindley, 1969, Milner, 1978, Kennedy, 2009].

2.1 Closure Under Differentiation

The abelian group fragment is closed under the chain rule. If f : R⟨d1⟩ → R⟨d2⟩, then:

∂f

∂x
: R⟨d2·d−1

1 ⟩ (1)

This is subtraction in the exponent algebra (d2 − d1 in Zn). Each gradient node inherits a
dimension verified by the same Gaussian elimination that verifies the forward pass. The
closure extends to Clifford grade: the gradient of a grade-k computation carries a grade
determined by the dimensional arithmetic of the chain rule.
Corollary 2.1 (Training decidability). Forward-mode automatic differentiation [Baydin
et al., 2022] computes directional derivatives with O(1) auxiliary memory per layer. All
intermediates are stack scoped; no values escape their creating scope. The derivative of a
computation in the abelian group fragment remains in the fragment. Training is as decidable
as inference.

This means that the guarantees verified at design time do not evaporate when the model
enters training. The gradient computation inherits the same dimensional and grade con-
straints as the forward pass, uses constant auxiliary memory per layer with no activation
tape, and remains within the decidable fragment throughout. Where standard training
pipelines discover constraint violations only after training has diverged or produced physically
meaningless outputs, this framework would prevent those violations from ever arising.

2.2 The Combined Constraint Space

DTS with grade inference operates over a product of abelian groups:

Z7︸︷︷︸
SI base dimensions

× Z︸︷︷︸
Clifford grade

= Z8 (2)

The unification algorithm solves systems of linear equations over Z8. The procedure is
Gaussian elimination, extended by one axis; it is decidable, polynomial, and principal. The
prior over the combined space favors assignments with fewest free dimension variables,
maximum grade sparsity, and most constraints satisfied. In concrete terms, the framework
reasons about physical units and geometric algebra grades simultaneously, in a single pass,
using the same well-understood linear algebra that underpins every modern numerical library.
Adding grade inference to dimensional inference costs one additional integer per constraint
variable.

3



3. Composition

The framework presented here composes three prior papers, each of which establishes its
results independently. The first [Haynes, 2026b] introduces dimensional type systems and
deterministic memory management. The second [Haynes, 2026c] introduces the program
hypergraph with grade inference over Clifford algebras. The third [Haynes, 2026a] introduces
an adaptive domain model architecture for verified training and deployment. The interested
reader will find the full formal development in those papers; what follows is the composition
argument that none of them can make alone.

The composition is not a concatenation. Each paper’s results become preconditions for
results that no individual paper can state. DTS provides dimensional constraints; PHG
provides grade constraints; ADM provides the training substrate that preserves both through
weight updates. The dependency is cyclic: grade inference strengthens dimensional inference
(by constraining the Cayley table), and dimensional inference strengthens grade inference
(by determining which algebra signature applies to a given computation). The Program
Semantic Graph (PSG) is the structure in which this mutual reinforcement is resolved to a
fixed point during elaboration.

The formal structure presented in the following sections is established with sufficient precision
to guide and constrain implementation. The implementation itself, across the full range of
hardware targets and deployment topologies described, is in active development. Where the
text uses present-tense language to describe system behavior, it should be read as describing
design intent whose formal properties are verified by the arguments given here.

3.1 DTS/DMM: Dimensional Persistence and Memory Determinism

The Dimensional Type System [Haynes, 2026b] extends Hindley–Milner with constraints
drawn from Zn, yielding inference that is decidable, complete, and principal. Dimensional
annotations persist through multi-stage refinement [Lattner et al., 2021] as PSG codata,
available at every stage. The coupling to Deterministic Memory Management is a formal
dependency chain:

Dimension
range−−−→ Representation

width−−−→ Footprint
escape−−−−→ Allocation (3)

Each step consumes the output of the preceding inference. Dimensional range determines
representation selection (posit, IEEE 754, fixed-point per target). Representation width
determines memory footprint. Footprint, combined with escape classification into the
four-way lattice (stack scoped, closure captured, return escaping, by-reference escaping),
determines allocation strategy. The chain is verified during elaboration and surfaced as
design-time feedback.

Kennedy’s Units of Measure [Kennedy, 2009] verifies dimensions during type checking and
then discards them before code generation. Downstream stages never see them. DTS
takes a different approach: dimensional annotations persist as PSG codata through every
refinement stage, available at the point where representation selection occurs (posit vs.
IEEE 754 vs. fixed-point, determined by value range), at the point where memory placement
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occurs (determined by footprint and escape classification), and at the point where cross-
target transfer fidelity is verified (dimensional metadata accompanies serialized data through
BAREWire). The annotations guide these decisions and are then consumed. The consequence
is that representation, memory, and fidelity decisions are informed by the same dimensional
structure that the type checker verified.

3.2 PHG: Grade Inference and Geometric Sparsity

The Program Hypergraph [Haynes, 2026c] generalizes binary PSG edges to k-ary hyperedges.
Grade in Clifford algebra Cl(p, q) is a DTS dimension axis. The inference machinery derives
the non-zero entries of the geometric product Cayley table from type signatures:

grade-k ∧ grade-j → grade-(k + j) (4)

grade-k · grade-j →
min(k,j)⊕

i=0

grade-(|k − j|+ 2i) (5)

For Cl(3, 0, 1) (projective geometric algebra), bivector × bivector products are constrained
to grades 0, 2, and 4. Grades 1 and 3 are structurally zero by the axioms of the algebra.
These components are absent from the computation entirely.

The sparsity compounds across layers. In an L-layer network over Cl(p, q), each layer’s
output grade constrains the next layer’s input grade. A computation that appears to involve
22(p+q) Cayley table entries reduces to the non-zero subset, which for practical algebras is
5–50% of the full table. For Cl(3, 0, 1), the full Cayley table has 256 entries; grade inference
reduces a bivector-bivector product to 48 non-zero entries, a factor of 5.3×. Across an
L-layer network, the reduction compounds: each layer’s output grade constrains the next
layer’s input, and the framework propagates these constraints forward to determine the
appropriate computations for each layer. The reduction is verified during elaboration. No
runtime check is required; the structurally zero components were never instantiated.

3.3 ADM: Verified Training Architecture

The Adaptive Domain Model [Haynes, 2026a] composes the preceding results into a training
substrate. To appreciate why this matters, consider the standard separation in contemporary
AI systems: training happens in one environment, with one set of tools and assumptions,
and the resulting model is then exported and deployed in a completely different environment.
The two phases share almost nothing. The training pipeline does not know what hardware
the model will run on. The deployment pipeline does not know what constraints the training
process was supposed to satisfy. The gap between them is where most reliability failures
occur.

The ADM architecture closes this gap. Training and inference operate over the same typed
infrastructure, governed by the same dimensional and grade constraints, verified by the same
elaboration process. The framework does not treat training as a black box that produces a
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model; it treats training as a typed computation whose properties are verifiable before and
during execution. This is a fundamentally different operational model from current practice.

Three properties make this possible:

Depth-independent training memory. Standard reverse-mode automatic differenti-
ation stores intermediate activations for every layer, requiring memory that grows with
network depth. Forward-mode coeffect analysis [Baydin et al., 2022] eliminates this: O(1)
auxiliary memory per layer, all intermediates stack scoped, no activation tape. The practi-
cal consequence is that training memory is bounded to approximately twice the inference
footprint, independent of depth.

Grade-preserving weight updates. The b-posit quire [Gustafson and Yonemoto, 2017,
Jonnalagadda et al., 2025] provides exact accumulation for gradient inner products. Rounding
occurs once, at final conversion. This matters because IEEE 754 rounding can corrupt struc-
tural zeros across training steps, producing numerically non-zero components in algebraically
zero grades. Once corrupted, subsequent operations treat these phantom components as
real, and the corruption propagates. The quire prevents this drift entirely.

Verified deployment via warm rotation. Standard deployment is a cold swap: the
active model is unloaded, the replacement is loaded, and inference is unavailable during
the transition. Warm rotation [Haynes, 2026a] is an operational pattern in which updated
weight configurations are exchanged while inference continues, with no request observing a
partial state. The incoming configuration must pass PHG elaboration, discharging all proof
obligations for dimensional consistency, grade correctness, and representation adequacy,
before it is eligible for rotation. The transition is atomic with respect to inference requests:
in-flight requests complete against the current model, and new requests are served by the
verified replacement. A configuration that fails elaboration is rejected before it can enter the
active pathway. Because forward-mode training memory is bounded to approximately twice
the inference footprint, the training computation for the replacement can run concurrently
on available compute capacity, whether co-located or on a separate node, without requiring
a dedicated training window.

Bayesian distillation. Standard fine-tuning adjusts a pre-trained model’s parameters
within a fixed architecture under a fixed loss. It explores only the local neighborhood of the
pre-trained point estimate. Bayesian distillation takes a different approach: it extracts a
domain posterior from a general model’s latent prior via variational inference, constrained to
the dimensionally consistent, grade-preserving subspace. The result is not a locally adjusted
copy of the original; it is a geometrically structured extraction that recovers the posterior
distribution over the subspace satisfying the domain’s physical constraints. The resulting
domain model is smaller, more precise, and provably consistent with the physical structure
of its domain.

This also resolves the bootstrapping problem that plagues domain-specific AI. Domain
models typically require large quantities of domain-specific training data, which is expensive
or impossible to collect for specialized fields. Bayesian distillation sidesteps this: the general
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model’s latent structure provides the prior, the domain constraints provide the likelihood,
and the distillation procedure computes the posterior. The domain data requirement drops
dramatically because the prior is already informed.

4. Consequences of the Composition

The three papers stand alone. The consequences below are formal results of the composition;
they do not hold for any single paper in isolation.

4.1 Verified Training

A physics-informed loss term computing F −ma is verified during elaboration:

⟨N⟩ − ⟨kg⟩ · ⟨m · s−2⟩ = ⟨N⟩ − ⟨N⟩ ✓ (6)

The substitution F −mv is rejected:

⟨N⟩ − ⟨kg⟩ · ⟨m · s−1⟩ = ⟨N⟩ − ⟨kg ·m · s−1⟩ type error (7)

Gradient accumulation across parameters with different dimensions is similarly constrained.
A gradient with dimension ⟨N/m⟩ cannot be accumulated with ⟨J/s⟩. This is a design-time
error, caught during model specification. No existing ML framework detects this because
dimensional information is discarded before training begins.

The same principle applies outside physics. Consider a financial model that computes risk-
adjusted return as return× volatility when the correct formulation requires return/volatility
(a Sharpe-like ratio). The two expressions have different dimensional signatures: the first
carries dimensions [currency · currency · time−1], the second [dimensionless]. DTS rejects the
first during elaboration. No standard ML framework detects this error at any stage; the model
trains, converges, and produces outputs that are numerically plausible but dimensionally
incoherent.

In current practice, the standard remedy for this class of latent error is overparameterization:
adding model capacity until the loss surface is smooth enough that the optimizer converges
despite the underlying inconsistency. This works, in the sense that training loss decreases, but
it does so by burying the error under sufficient parameter volume that its effect on the training
distribution becomes statistically negligible. The inconsistency remains, unexposed until
the model encounters out-of-distribution inputs where the dimensional mismatch produces
outputs that no amount of parameter capacity can correct. The deeper consequence is
computational. Overparameterized models require proportionally more training time, more
memory, and more energy to reach convergence, precisely because they are compensating
for structural errors that a type system would have eliminated before training began. A
dimensionally verified model trains over a constrained, consistent subspace. The search
volume is smaller. The grade inference and Cayley table elimination described in Section 4.2
compounds this advantage: structurally zero components are removed from every operation,
so the model is not only searching a smaller space but performing fewer operations per step
within that space. The reduction in both search volume and per-step cost suggests that
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targeted, verified domain training can achieve equivalent or superior results in substantially
less wall-clock time and compute.

4.2 Grade-Preserving Geometric Networks

The Cayley table sparsity compounds across layers. For Cl(3, 0, 1), the full table has 256
entries (16 × 16 basis elements). Bivector × bivector products use grades 0, 2, and 4
only; vector × vector products use grades 0 and 2 only. These constraints resolve during
elaboration; only non-zero components participate in the computation.

IEEE 754 rounding can corrupt structural zeros across training steps. A component that is
algebraically zero in grade 1 acquires a numerically non-zero value through accumulated
rounding error, and subsequent operations treat it as a non-zero grade-1 component. The
b-posit quire provides exact accumulation for the inner products that dominate gradient
computation. Structural zeros remain structurally zero through training.

4.3 Typed Inference Control

The state of the art in domain-aware inference is advancing quickly, with techniques from
retrieval-augmented generation to structured tool use to learned routing each narrowing
the gap between parametric knowledge and deployment requirements. The most common
starting point remains context window augmentation, where retrieved text is appended
to the prompt and conditioned on as additional input. This has proven effective, but the
retrieval itself is untyped: the retrieved content carries no dimensional annotation, no grade
structure, and no formal relationship to the consuming computation.

The framework addresses this through a progression in recurrent architecture. The Hier-
archical Reasoning Model (HRM) [Nguyen et al., 2025] demonstrates that interdependent
recurrent modules operating at multiple timescales can achieve significant computational
depth with training stability, reaching near-perfect performance on complex reasoning tasks
with minimal data. A Resonant Recurrent Model (RRM) extends this principle with dynamic
coupling across temporal levels, but remains closed to external state. The porous RRM
opens the recurrent loop at designated consultation steps, allowing the model to emit typed
queries and integrate structured responses from domain-specific Adaptive Domain Models.

The term “porous” is deliberate: the module boundary is selectively permeable, admitting
only consultations that satisfy typed constraints. At each consultation point, a query
projection produces a dimensionally typed request. The responding domain model returns
a structured fact through the BARE protocol (implemented by BAREWire), where every
field carries verifiable type information: value (b-posit, exact accumulation), dimension (Zn

exponent vector, verified by Gaussian elimination), confidence (posterior interval, verified
by range analysis), and certificate (PHG hyperedge hash, verified by Z3 satisfiability). The
response enters the recurrence through typed injection that preserves dimensional and
grade structure without re-encoding through the standard tokenization-embedding-attention
pipeline. A response that fails any typed check is rejected before it can influence the model’s
state.

This is the critical distinction from conventional retrieval. The consultation boundary is
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Embedding

Transformer Block

RRM

⊕

Attention

⊕

FFN

⊕
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Query Projection

BARE typed boundary

Domain Model (ADM)

Typed Response

value: 3.26 dim: ⟨pc⟩

conf: [3.24, 3.28] cert: ✓

DKL Coherence

Typed Injection

reject

Figure 1: RRM conceptual design. Left: Transformer inference stack. Right: typed
consultation workflow.

not a text interface; it is a typed protocol. The model does not ask “what do you know
about X?” and receive a paragraph. It asks a dimensionally typed query and receives a
dimensionally typed response whose consistency with the ongoing computation is verified
before integration.

The consultation also satisfies a coherence criterion: the state change caused by integrating a
domain response must be smaller than the divergence between the model’s current expectation
and the domain posterior. Formally:

DKL(pRRM(htc+1) ∥ pRRM(htc)) < DKL(pRRM(htc) ∥ pD(rtc)) (8)

This prevents over-consultation: the module will not accept a response whose integration
would perturb the model’s state more than the disagreement that motivated the consultation
in the first place. The criterion is measurable, enforced at every consultation event, and
provides a formal bound on the cumulative effect of external knowledge integration.

Independent validation supports this approach. Roy et al.’s λ-RLM framework [Roy et al.,
2026] demonstrates that typed structural control of inference converts exponential accuracy
decay to polynomial decay, with gains up to +21.9 accuracy points and 4.1× latency
reduction. Their results confirm the core insight: when inference-time reasoning is governed
by typed structure, the reliability characteristics change qualitatively.
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4.4 Continuous Learning

The coeffect signatures of inference and continuous learning differ in two annotations:

Table 1: Coeffect comparison: inference vs. continuous learning.

Property Inference Continuous Learning

Auxiliary memory O(1) per layer O(1) per layer
Escape classification All stack scoped All stack scoped
Accumulation Not required Quire (exact)
Weight update None Local, scoped

Both are stack-eligible. The inference/training phase boundary is a coeffect configuration.
On spatial hardware (AMD XDNA 2), the distinction maps to a tile assignment ratio; the
coeffect system verifies that both configurations are resource-valid.

5. Tractable Prior: The Solomonoff Connection

The decidability thesis connects to algorithmic information theory through a result that, to
our knowledge, has not been stated explicitly in the literature.

5.1 From Universal Prior to Computable Fragment

Solomonoff [Solomonoff, 1964] defined the universal prior over binary strings:

P (x) =
∑

{p :U(p)=x∗}

2−|p| (9)

where U is a universal Turing machine, x∗ denotes programs whose output begins with x,
and |p| is the program length in bits. This prior is semi-computable: computably enumerable
from above, but not finitely computable [Kolmogorov, 1965, Hutter, 2000].

The hypothesis space is all programs. The sum is taken over an infinite, uncomputable
set; P (x) is computably enumerable from above but not finitely computable. The question
that governs practical applicability is: which restrictions of the hypothesis space make the
corresponding prior computable, and which of those restrictions are expressive enough to
capture properties that matter?

5.2 Abelian Groups as Tractability Mechanism

Restricting the hypothesis space to finitely generated abelian groups over Z converts the semi-
computable prior to a computable one. The restriction preserves two properties: sufficient
expressiveness (the restricted class includes the hypotheses governing model correctness)
and tractable inference (the decision procedure is polynomial).

HM unification over Zn computes the principal type: the assignment with fewest free
variables and most constraints satisfied. This principal type is the maximum a posteriori
hypothesis under a prior that favors shorter descriptions.
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Proposition 5.1 (Principal type as MAP hypothesis). Let H be the hypothesis space of all
dimensional assignments consistent with a program’s type constraints, expressed as systems
of linear equations over Zn. Under a prior π(h) ∝ 2−|h| where |h| counts the number of free
dimension variables, the principal unifier computed by HM is the MAP estimate:

h∗ = argmax
h∈H

π(h) = argmin
h∈H

|h| (10)

This MAP estimate is computable in O(n3) via Gaussian elimination over Z.

The connection to Solomonoff is formal, not merely analogical. Li and Vitanyi [Li and
Vitanyi, 1997] establish the equivalence between Minimum Description Length [Rissanen,
1978] and Kolmogorov complexity for computable hypothesis classes. For any computable
class H, the MDL hypothesis coincides with the MAP hypothesis under a universal prior
restricted to H. The Zn fragment is a computable class; DTS inference is the MDL procedure
over it:

• |M | = number of free dimension variables (model complexity)

• |D | M | = number of constraints violated (data fit)

• The principal unifier minimizes |M | subject to |D | M | = 0

Grade inference extends this by a second axis. The “model complexity” becomes the number
of non-zero Cayley table entries. Grade inference minimizes this quantity subject to all
grade constraints being satisfied.

5.3 The Graduated Verification Model

The tractability result admits a natural extension to stronger verification tiers:

Table 2: Verification tiers as graduated restrictions of the hypothesis space.

Fragment Expressiveness Inference Prior Cost

Zn (Tier 1) Dimensions, grades, escape Polynomial Computable, exact Negligible
(elaboration
byprod-
uct; graph
integrity dis-
charged via
Z3)

QF LIA (Tier 2) Bounds, invariants NP-complete Computable Moderate
(additional
Z3 queries be-
yond Tier 1)

FOL (Tier 3) Arbitrary first-order properties Semi-decidable Semi-computable High (proof
obligations in
PSG)

The tiers form an inclusion chain:

Zn ⊂ QF LIA ⊂ FOL ⊂ TM (11)
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Each inclusion expands the hypothesis space, increases expressiveness, and decreases tractabil-
ity. An important clarification: Z3 is not confined to Tier 2. At Tier 1, Gaussian elimination
resolves the Zn arithmetic, but the proof that the PSG itself maintains its structural invari-
ants through elaboration, that dimensional and grade constraints propagate correctly across
hyperedge transformations, is discharged via Z3 at compile time. This is not a code proof; it
is a graph integrity proof, confirming that the hypergraph preserves its verified properties
through every stage of model specification. Tier 2 invokes Z3 for additional properties
(bounds, invariants) beyond what the Zn fragment covers. The practical observation: most
useful properties governing AI model correctness live in the Zn fragment (Tier 1). The
framework derives them automatically, for every model, in polynomial time.

5.4 The Quire as Fragment Preservation

The quire provides exact accumulation for the inner products that dominate forward-mode
gradient computation. In terms of the tractable prior: exact accumulation means the
gradient computation does not leave the abelian group fragment through numerical error.
IEEE 754 rounding can make structurally zero components numerically non-zero, drifting the
computation into a region where the structural properties are no longer verifiable. The quire
maintains the invariant that the computation remains in the decidable fragment throughout
training.

The combined picture is a verification framework that implements a tractable restriction of
universal induction. The restriction buys three properties simultaneously: computability
(the prior is finitely computable), tractability (the inference is polynomial), and sufficiency
(the restricted class captures the properties governing AI model correctness). The framework
is, in a precise sense, a Solomonoff inducer over the fragment that matters.

6. Comparative Analysis

Each approach below addresses a real failure mode. The analysis identifies the structural
limitation each carries and the cost structure it imposes.

6.1 Convex Projection (Moreau)

Moreau projection [Boyd and Vandenberghe, 2004] projects model outputs onto a convex
feasible set via differentiable interior point methods. CVXPY, the team’s prior work, has
over 3 million downloads per month and established the differentiable optimization paradigm.

The projection operator introduces a geometric pathology in training dynamics. For an
unconstrained output y and feasible set C, the projection ΠC(y) = argminc∈C ∥y− c∥ always
points toward the nearest boundary. The Jacobian ∇yΠC(y) reinforces this direction across
training steps, creating attractor basins along the constraint boundary. Inside C, gradients
pass through unchanged; outside, they bend toward the nearest boundary. The composition
of a non-convex network with a convex projection produces a loss landscape with systematic
bias toward constraint boundaries, independent of the objective function. This is not a
convergence issue; it is a structural distortion of the optimization geometry.
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The constraint set’s dimensional well-formedness is unverified. The solver enforces y ∈ C
without checking whether C encodes the intended physics.

Cost. Interior point solve per inference step, linear in request volume, non-amortizing.

DTS alternative. Dimensional verification of the constraint specification at design time;
zero per-inference cost.

6.2 Loss Shaping (PINNs)

Physics-informed neural networks [PINNs; Raissi et al., 2019] add physics residual terms
to the training loss. The loss function’s dimensional well-formedness is unverified. A term
computing F −mv (force minus momentum) passes validation, trains, and may perform
well on the training distribution. The inconsistency surfaces on out-of-distribution inputs
where the model produces physically impossible predictions. No existing ML framework
detects this because dimensional information is discarded before training begins.

Cost. Custom loss term per domain, requiring domain expert derivation; linear in domain
count.

DTS alternative. Dimensional consistency of every arithmetic operation verified during
type inference, at negligible incremental cost.

6.3 Conditional Memory (Engram)

DeepSeek’s Engram [Cheng et al., 2026] adds O(1) lookup for static patterns at specific
Transformer layers, relieving the backbone of simulating retrieval through computation. At
iso-parameter and iso-FLOP budgets, Engram-27B outperforms MoE-27B with gains in
reasoning (BBH +5.0) and code (HumanEval +3.0).

The module placement (layers 2 and 15 in a 30-block Transformer) is empirical. The retrieved
embeddings carry no dimensional annotation, grade structure, or formal relationship to the
consuming computation. Over-consultation degrades performance; the architecture lacks a
formal criterion for consultation frequency.

Cost. Re-discover optimal placement per architecture; linear in deployment configurations.

Fidelity alternative. Typed consultation via the BARE protocol (BAREWire) with co-
herence criterion (Equation 8) governing frequency; response carries dimensional annotations
and PHG certificates.

6.4 Geometric Solver (Plücker / ARC)

The transversal ARC solver [DH, 2026] uses Plücker coordinates (grade-2 bivectors in
Cl(3, 0, 1)) to solve 316 ARC-AGI tasks with zero learning. The solver validates two
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PHG claims: Clifford algebra provides sufficient geometric structure for abstract pattern
recognition, and grade-unawareness incurs measurable computational cost.

The grade structure is present in every operation but invisible to the implementation. Plücker
lines are double[6] arrays. The solver times out on 34% of tasks computing structurally
zero Cayley table entries. It fails on 3% because its fixed embeddings cannot capture
transformation types outside their design.

Both failure modes are addressable by grade inference (eliminating computation on struc-
turally zero components) and typed embedding derivation (extending the embedding set
through PHG-guided type analysis).

6.5 Cost Structure Summary

Table 3: Cost structure of AI reliability approaches.

Approach Phase Marginal Cost Scales With

Moreau Runtime Constant per request Request volume
PINNs Training Linear per domain Domain count
Engram Design Linear per configuration Architecture variants
Fidelity Elaboration Negligible Amortized

The post-hoc approaches have linear or constant marginal cost. Each new deployment, layer,
or inference request pays the same price as the first. The design-time approach has negligible
marginal cost after the framework exists. The cost structure is not an implementation detail;
it is a consequence of the decidability thesis. Properties that are decidable at elaboration
time require no runtime enforcement. Properties that are enforced at runtime require
enforcement proportional to the number of enforcement sites. As deployments proliferate,
architectures deepen, and inference volume grows, the aggregate cost differential compounds:
each new deployment interacts with each additional layer and each additional request. The
post-hoc cost scales as O(d · l · r), where d is the number of deployments, l the number
of layers, and r the number of inference requests; the design-time cost remains O(1) per
deployment.

7. Related Work

Kennedy’s Units of Measure [Kennedy, 2009] demonstrated that dimensional constraints
integrate with HM inference. DTS extends this by preserving dimensions through every
refinement stage (Kennedy’s system discards them before code generation) and by coupling
dimensional inference to representation selection and memory management.

Petriček, Orchard, and Mycroft [Petricek et al., 2014] formalized coeffects as a calculus of
context-dependent computation. DMM applies this formalization to memory placement,
where the “context” a computation requires is its allocation strategy and lifetime bound.

The CDL paper [Gavranovic et al., 2024] provides the categorical semantics for neural
architecture composition. The Fidelity framework instantiates a specific fragment of this
semantics (the adjoint correspondence governing forward/backward mode) as a design-time
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verification, trading the generality of 2-categorical reasoning for the tractability of abelian
group inference.

Baydin, Pearlmutter, and Syme [Baydin et al., 2022] demonstrated forward-mode gradient
computation. The ADM paper [Haynes, 2026a] extends this with the coeffect analysis that
makes forward-mode training memory-determined and stack-eligible.

Gustafson [Gustafson and Yonemoto, 2017] introduced posit arithmetic; Jonnalagadda et
al. [Jonnalagadda et al., 2025] made it hardware-competitive via the b-posit bounded regime.
DTS provides the formal mechanism that posit arithmetic presupposes: knowledge of which
value ranges matter for a given computation.

8. Scope and Limitations

The decidability thesis applies to the Zn fragment. Z3 plays a role at every tier: at Tier 1,
it discharges graph-level integrity proofs confirming that the PSG preserves its structural
invariants through elaboration; at Tier 2, it handles additional properties (bounds, invariants)
via QF LIA queries; at Tier 3, proof obligations may be semi-decidable or require external
theorem proving. Properties outside all three tiers, including termination, liveness, and
arbitrary program invariants, are undecidable.

The Solomonoff connection is a restricted one. The universal prior is over all programs; the
Zn prior is over dimensional and grade assignments. The restriction buys computability
at the cost of universality. For the specific application, dimensional consistency, grade
preservation, representation selection, and structural sparsity, the restriction captures the
properties that matter. For properties outside the fragment, the graduated verification
model provides fallback.

The framework does not claim to make all model properties decidable. It identifies the
specific class of properties governing AI model correctness, shows that this class falls within a
polynomial fragment, and provides graduated mechanisms (Tier 2 and Tier 3) for properties
outside it. The boundary is the abelian group structure: properties expressible as linear
constraints over Zn are in the fragment; properties requiring quantifier alternation or fixpoint
reasoning are not. The claim is that the former class covers the properties that determine
whether an AI model is physically, numerically, and structurally correct.

9. Conclusion

The approaches surveyed in this paper address genuine failure modes in AI reliability, and
each has advanced the state of the art. They share a structural limitation: the corrective
mechanism is applied after the model exists, and the cost of that correction recurs with
every deployment, every layer, and every inference request. As AI systems proliferate across
scientific disciplines, medical devices, autonomous platforms, and financial instruments,
the aggregate cost of post-hoc enforcement scales as the product of models, domains, and
targets.

This paper has shown that the properties governing AI model correctness, dimensional con-
sistency, Clifford grade preservation, numeric representation adequacy, escape classification,
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and memory determinism, are not emergent properties that must be discovered empirically.
They are algebraic properties expressible as constraints over Zn, where inference is decidable
in polynomial time and the principal type is unique. The composition of DTS, PHG, and
ADM closes the loop: dimensional annotations persist through every refinement stage,
grade inference eliminates structurally zero computation before it is ever instantiated, and
the training substrate preserves both invariants through weight updates via forward-mode
coeffect analysis and exact posit accumulation.

The Solomonoff connection places this observation on information-theoretic ground. Hindley–
Milner unification over abelian groups computes the MAP hypothesis under a computable
restriction of the universal prior. The framework is, in a precise sense, a tractable fragment
of universal induction applied to the structural properties of AI models. This is not a claim
about general intelligence; it is a claim about the specific class of properties that determine
whether a model’s outputs are physically meaningful, numerically stable, and memory-safe.

The practical consequence is a different cost structure. Where post-hoc approaches pay
per deployment, per layer, per inference request, design-time verification pays once, during
elaboration, when the cost is negligible. The gap compounds with scale. For an organization
managing hundreds of deployments across deep architectures serving millions of requests,
the difference between O(d · l · r) recurring cost and O(1) amortized cost is not incremental;
it is qualitative.

Significant work remains. The framework’s reference implementations currently target specific
hardware substrates (FPGA and NPU) and specific numeric representations (IEEE 754
and b-posit with quire accumulation). Extending coverage to broader hardware targets,
validating the coherence criterion (Equation 8) at production scale, and maturing the
graduated verification tiers from Tier 1 through Tier 3 are active areas of development.
Proof obligations are carried natively in the PSG and discharged by the Composer verification
engine, part of the Clef language and Fidelity framework. This deep tech infrastructure
is the active remit of SpeakEZ Technologies. The Bayesian distillation procedure, while
formally grounded, requires empirical validation across diverse domains to establish practical
bounds on domain data reduction.

Our thesis, as detailed in this paper, is that AI reliability need not be purchased after the
fact. The properties are decidable. The verification is polynomial. The guarantees are
structural. The information-theoretic grounding, that HM unification over abelian groups
computes the MAP hypothesis under a computable restriction of Solomonoff’s universal
prior, establishes that these guarantees rest on the same formal foundation as universal
induction itself. What remains is the engineering effort to bring these formal results to
production maturity, and the empirical work to validate their impact in numerically precise,
safety-critical, and scientifically constrained domains.

Prior Work

The three companion papers providing the formal foundations for this work are available on
arXiv:
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• Dimensional Type Systems and Deterministic Memory Management [Haynes, 2026b]:
https://arxiv.org/abs/2603.16437

• The Program Hypergraph [Haynes, 2026c]: https://arxiv.org/abs/2603.17627

• Adaptive Domain Models [Haynes, 2026a]: https://arxiv.org/abs/2603.18104
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