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Preface 
 

Scientific disciplines are rarely born with a complete understanding of how they 

will evolve. More commonly, they emerge through the gradual accumulation of theories, 

isolated publications and empirical discoveries that only much later become recognised 

as belonging to a coherent intellectual tradition. Their internal organisation is usually 

reconstructed retrospectively, once decades of research have already produced a 

sufficiently large body of knowledge to reveal its underlying structure. 

Institutional Cognition has followed a different path. 

From its earliest stages, the objective of the IDHUS Institute has not simply been 

to introduce a new theoretical framework for understanding institutions, but to design an 

intellectual architecture capable of supporting the continuous and coherent development 

of that framework over time. Rather than allowing the discipline to expand through 

disconnected publications, the Institute has deliberately sought to establish the 

conditions under which future scientific growth could remain conceptually integrated, 

methodologically consistent and recursively self-improving. 

The completion of the IDHUS Canon and Programme I, comprising the ten 

Research Validation Papers, marks the conclusion of the foundational phase of this 

endeavour. Those publications define the constitutional principles of the discipline, 

establish its conceptual language, validate its initial theoretical architecture and provide 

the permanent scientific foundations upon which all subsequent research will be 

constructed. They answer the fundamental question that every emerging discipline must 

eventually resolve: What is Institutional Cognition? 

Once that question has been answered, however, a new challenge inevitably 

appears. A scientific discipline cannot remain intellectually alive if it limits itself to 

preserving its foundational texts. The long-term vitality of any field depends upon its 

ability to generate new questions, explore new conceptual territories, integrate emerging 

technologies, respond to changing social realities and continuously refine its own 

explanatory capacity without abandoning the principles that originally gave it coherence. 

It is precisely this second stage that gives rise to the present work. 

The IDHUS Research Atlas does not introduce a new theory of Institutional 

Cognition, nor does it seek to revise the constitutional principles established by the 

Canon or the foundational architectures developed throughout Programme I. Its purpose 

is fundamentally different. It provides the scientific cartography through which the 

discipline will organise its future exploration. It defines the research territories that remain 

to be investigated, the relationships that connect them, the long-term programmes 

through which they will mature and the architectural logic that will allow Institutional 

Cognition to expand indefinitely while preserving its internal coherence. 

The metaphor of an atlas has been chosen deliberately. Atlases do not create 

territories; they reveal their structure. They identify landscapes, establish relationships, 

define boundaries and enable navigation. In the same way, the Research Atlas does not 

attempt to replace future scientific work. Instead, it offers the intellectual geography 

within which that work will progressively emerge. Each Research Series represents a 

major scientific domain, each Research Line defines a permanent programme of 
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investigation, and each Working Paper constitutes one stage in the gradual maturation 

of knowledge inside that programme. 

This represents an important methodological departure from conventional 

research practice. In many academic environments, publications are produced as 

relatively independent contributions responding to immediate questions, funding 

opportunities or disciplinary debates. Although such an approach has generated 

extraordinary scientific advances, it often produces fragmented literatures whose internal 

relationships become visible only retrospectively. The IDHUS Method proposes an 

alternative organisational model. Research is treated not as a sequence of isolated 

publications but as the progressive evolution of interconnected programmes whose 

conceptual genealogy remains explicit throughout their entire life cycle. 

Within this architecture, the Working Paper is no longer understood as a 

provisional manuscript awaiting completion. Instead, it becomes a deliberate stage in the 

recursive development of scientific knowledge. Each publication contributes to the 

maturation of a Research Line; each Research Line belongs to a broader Research 

Series; each Series extends the conceptual foundations established by Programme I; 

and every element ultimately derives its coherence from the constitutional principles 

defined by the IDHUS Canon. Knowledge therefore grows through architectural 

continuity rather than through conceptual accumulation alone. 

The implications of this approach extend beyond editorial organisation. By 

explicitly distinguishing between constitutional documents, foundational theory, long-

term research programmes, scientific validation, educational integration and institutional 

application, the IDHUS Institute seeks to demonstrate that the production of knowledge 

can itself be designed as an organised cognitive system. Scientific development 

becomes not only an intellectual activity but also an architectural process whose 

structure can be examined, refined and continuously improved. 

This volume therefore serves a dual purpose. On one level, it introduces the 

organisation of Layer 2 within the IDHUS Method and explains the role that the Research 

Atlas will play throughout the future evolution of Institutional Cognition. On another, it 

presents a broader reflection on how scientific disciplines themselves may benefit from 

architectures that preserve coherence while encouraging continual exploration, 

innovation and conceptual growth. 

The pages that follow should consequently be read neither as a procedural 

manual nor as an administrative description of the Institute's publication strategy. They 

constitute the first systematic attempt to describe the scientific ecosystem through which 

Institutional Cognition intends to evolve over the coming decades. The Atlas is not the 

destination of the discipline, but the map that enables its journey. It is within this 

landscape that the future scientific life of Institutional Cognition begins. 

 

David González 

Director 

IDHUS Institute 

 



Research Atlas – Volume 0 

© IDHUS Institute                                                                         6 
 

Introduction  
From Foundational 

Science to Scientific 

Evolution 
 

The history of scientific thought demonstrates that the birth of a discipline and its 

subsequent evolution are fundamentally different intellectual processes. The first 

requires the establishment of concepts, principles and explanatory frameworks capable 

of distinguishing a new field of inquiry from existing bodies of knowledge. The second 

demands something considerably more complex: the creation of an environment in which 

those concepts can continue to develop without losing the coherence that originally 

defined them. While the first stage concerns scientific foundation, the second concerns 

scientific continuity. 

The completion of the IDHUS Canon and Programme I represents the 

conclusion of the first of these two phases. Through the Canon, Institutional Cognition 

acquired its constitutional identity, defining the principles that govern the discipline, the 

methodological assumptions that guide its development and the conceptual boundaries 

that preserve its internal coherence. Through the ten Research Validation Papers, those 

constitutional principles were progressively transformed into a coherent scientific 

architecture capable of explaining institutions as organised cognitive systems rather than 

merely administrative or political structures. 

Together, these two layers establish what may appropriately be described as the 

foundational science of Institutional Cognition. They define the vocabulary through which 

institutions can be understood, introduce the principal explanatory mechanisms of 

institutional cognition, establish the recursive methodology through which scientific 

knowledge is developed within the IDHUS Institute and identify the conceptual 

relationships that connect governance, collective intelligence, institutional memory, 

artificial intelligence, organisational adaptation and long-term institutional evolution. In 

doing so, they answer the essential questions that every emerging scientific discipline 

must resolve before meaningful specialisation becomes possible. 

Yet no scientific discipline remains intellectually productive simply by preserving 

its foundational works. Every mature field eventually reaches a point at which its greatest 

challenge is no longer the construction of theory, but the organisation of future discovery. 

Once the primary architecture has been established, research naturally begins to 

diversify. New questions emerge that were not anticipated during the original formulation 

of the theory. Existing concepts reveal previously unexplored implications. Technological 

innovation introduces new contexts requiring interpretation. Practical applications 

expose limitations that demand refinement. External disciplines offer opportunities for 

integration, comparison and methodological expansion. Without an organising 

framework capable of accommodating this increasing complexity, even the most 

coherent theoretical systems gradually fragment into disconnected areas of 
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investigation. Institutional Cognition enters precisely this moment with the completion of 

Programme I. 

Rather than considering the foundational documents as the conclusion of the 

scientific project, the IDHUS Institute regards them as the beginning of a much longer 

process of recursive development. The purpose of Layer 2 is therefore not to replace or 

revise the foundational theory, but to create the intellectual environment within which that 

theory can continue to evolve in an organised, cumulative and scientifically transparent 

manner. The discipline moves from establishing what Institutional Cognition is towards 

exploring everything that Institutional Cognition is capable of explaining. 

This transition represents a significant methodological distinction. Traditional 

research programmes frequently expand through the publication of independent studies 

addressing immediate scientific questions. Although these contributions may eventually 

form coherent bodies of literature, their relationships often emerge retrospectively 

through citation networks, thematic reviews or historical interpretation. The 

organisational structure of the discipline is therefore reconstructed after the research has 

already been produced. 

The IDHUS Method deliberately reverses this sequence. Rather than allowing the 

architecture of the discipline to emerge from accumulated publications, it establishes the 

architecture first and develops the publications within that predefined intellectual 

landscape. Research is not organised retrospectively but prospectively. Questions are 

positioned inside permanent Research Lines before individual investigations begin. 

Publications derive their identity from those Research Lines rather than existing as 

isolated contributions. Scientific development becomes a structured process of 

exploration guided by an explicit architectural framework instead of an emergent 

collection of unrelated outputs. 

This inversion has profound consequences for the long-term development of 

knowledge. Every new publication possesses a clearly identifiable scientific genealogy, 

tracing its conceptual origins back through successive layers of the research ecosystem. 

Each Working Paper extends a Research Line. Each Research Line belongs to a 

Research Series. Each Research Series develops concepts previously established by 

Programme I. Programme I itself derives its legitimacy from the constitutional principles 

articulated within the IDHUS Canon, while the entire system operates according to the 

recursive methodology defined by the IDHUS Method. At every stage, the continuity of 

scientific development remains visible rather than implicit. 

The Research Atlas has been conceived as the instrument that makes this 

continuity possible. It is neither a bibliography nor an editorial catalogue. It is the 

architectural representation of the discipline's future intellectual landscape. Its purpose 

is to identify the permanent domains of investigation, define the long-term programmes 

through which those domains will mature and provide researchers with a coherent 

framework within which new scientific questions may continuously emerge without 

compromising the conceptual integrity of the discipline as a whole. 

Seen from this perspective, the Atlas performs a function analogous to that of a 

constitutional map within a political system. It does not dictate the specific decisions that 

future researchers will make, nor does it prescribe the conclusions they must reach. 

Instead, it establishes the stable environment within which scientific exploration may 

proceed while preserving coherence across decades of research. It identifies the 

principal territories of inquiry, clarifies the relationships that connect them and ensures 
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that future developments remain recognisable as components of a single evolving 

intellectual tradition. 

Layer 2 therefore marks the beginning of a new phase in the life of Institutional 

Cognition. The discipline ceases to be defined solely by its foundational architecture and 

begins to express itself through a continuously expanding network of specialised 

investigations. Its objective is no longer simply to establish concepts but to cultivate an 

enduring ecosystem capable of generating new knowledge, integrating emerging 

realities and progressively increasing the explanatory power of Institutional Cognition 

across an ever-widening range of organisational, technological and societal contexts. 

The chapters that follow describe the architecture of this ecosystem. They explain 

how Research Series define the major scientific territories of the discipline, how 

Research Lines establish permanent programmes of inquiry, how successive 

generations of Working Papers progressively mature those programmes and how the 

resulting knowledge ultimately evolves into peer-reviewed publications, books, 

educational programmes and institutional applications. Together, these elements 

constitute not merely a publication strategy, but a comprehensive architecture for the 

long-term evolution of scientific knowledge. 
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PART I  
The Purpose of the 

Research Atlas 
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Chapter 1  
From Programme I to 

Layer 2 
 

The completion of Programme I does not represent the conclusion of the scientific 

work undertaken by the IDHUS Institute. On the contrary, it marks the precise moment 

at which the discipline becomes capable of entering its first sustained phase of long-term 

scientific development. Every mature field of knowledge eventually reaches a point 

where its foundational principles have acquired sufficient conceptual stability to support 

a far broader programme of specialised investigation. Institutional Cognition now 

occupies that position. Its constitutional principles have been established, its principal 

theoretical constructs have been validated, its methodological foundations have been 

articulated and its internal conceptual architecture has achieved a level of coherence 

that makes systematic expansion both possible and desirable. 

Programme I was deliberately conceived as a finite scientific programme. Its 

objective was not to investigate every possible implication of Institutional Cognition, but 

to demonstrate that the discipline possesses a coherent explanatory framework capable 

of describing institutions as organised cognitive systems. The ten Research Validation 

Papers therefore perform a function comparable to that of the foundational texts that 

define the identity of an emerging scientific discipline. They establish the essential 

concepts, clarify their relationships and demonstrate the internal consistency of the 

theoretical architecture upon which all future developments will depend. 

The successful completion of this first programme inevitably transforms the 

nature of subsequent scientific activity. Future research no longer needs to establish the 

existence of Institutional Cognition as a coherent discipline. That task has already been 

accomplished. The challenge now becomes considerably more ambitious: to explore the 

immense intellectual territory that those foundations have made accessible. Rather than 

asking what Institutional Cognition is, future investigations will increasingly ask what 

Institutional Cognition can explain, how far its explanatory capacity extends and in what 

ways its conceptual architecture may continue to evolve while remaining faithful to its 

constitutional principles. 

This transition from foundational construction to scientific expansion introduces 

an important methodological distinction. Foundational research seeks conceptual 

stability. It identifies permanent principles capable of supporting an entire discipline. 

Exploratory research, by contrast, deliberately seeks conceptual growth. It investigates 

new problems, proposes extensions, develops specialised models and continuously 

expands the explanatory landscape of the discipline. Both forms of research are 

indispensable, yet they fulfil fundamentally different scientific functions. Confusing one 

with the other risks either destabilising the foundations through unnecessary revision or 

preventing the discipline from evolving beyond its original theoretical formulations. 

For this reason, the IDHUS Method distinguishes clearly between constitutional 

knowledge and developmental knowledge. Constitutional knowledge defines the 

permanent identity of the discipline and therefore changes only under exceptional 
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circumstances. Developmental knowledge, by contrast, is expected to evolve 

continuously as new questions emerge, technologies advance, institutions transform and 

society presents increasingly complex organisational challenges. The existence of a 

stable constitutional layer therefore becomes the very condition that makes continuous 

scientific innovation possible. 

Layer 2 has been created to organise this second form of knowledge. 

Its purpose is not to generate an unlimited collection of independent publications, 

but to establish a coherent scientific environment within which future research can 

develop systematically. The distinction is significant. Scientific productivity measured 

only by the number of publications often leads to fragmentation, conceptual duplication 

and the gradual loss of theoretical coherence. Layer 2 instead treats every publication 

as one visible expression of a larger and continuously evolving programme of inquiry. 

Individual Working Papers acquire meaning because they belong to Research Lines; 

Research Lines derive their identity from Research Series; and the entire architecture 

remains anchored in the constitutional principles established by the Canon and 

Programme I. 

The emergence of Layer 2 therefore represents a transformation in the scientific 

life of Institutional Cognition itself. The discipline ceases to exist primarily as a body of 

established theory and begins to function as a living ecosystem of organised research. 

New concepts will continue to appear, existing concepts will be refined, unexpected 

relationships will emerge and entirely new domains of investigation will gradually become 

visible. Yet this expansion will not occur through spontaneous accumulation alone. It will 

be guided by an explicit architectural framework designed to preserve continuity while 

encouraging intellectual innovation. 

The Research Atlas constitutes the instrument through which this transformation 

becomes possible. It provides the structural map of the discipline's future development, 

identifying the principal territories of investigation before those territories become 

populated by hundreds of individual publications. In doing so, it reverses the conventional 

relationship between scientific production and scientific organisation. Rather than 

allowing structure to emerge retrospectively from accumulated research, Institutional 

Cognition establishes its research architecture prospectively, enabling future discoveries 

to occupy clearly defined positions within an already coherent intellectual landscape. 

Seen from this perspective, Layer 2 should not be understood as a continuation 

of Programme I, but as the beginning of a fundamentally different stage in the evolution 

of the discipline. Programme I established the foundations upon which Institutional 

Cognition could exist as a scientific field. Layer 2 establishes the conditions under which 

that field can continue to grow indefinitely without sacrificing the coherence, continuity 

and architectural integrity that distinguish it from a simple collection of independent 

investigations. It is, in essence, the transition from creating a discipline to cultivating its 

long-term scientific life. 
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Chapter 2  
Why Scientific Disciplines 

Require Research 

Architectures 
 

Scientific disciplines are commonly recognised through their theories, 

methodologies, empirical findings and accumulated literature. Far less attention has 

traditionally been devoted to the question of how those bodies of knowledge are 

themselves organised throughout their long-term development. In many cases, the 

architecture of a discipline emerges gradually through decades of independent research, 

institutional traditions, citation networks and scholarly consensus. The organisational 

logic of the field becomes visible only retrospectively, once a sufficiently large scientific 

corpus has accumulated to reveal recurring conceptual patterns and stable domains of 

inquiry. 

This historical process has characterised the evolution of many of the world's 

most influential scientific disciplines. Physics, biology, economics, sociology and political 

science all developed through successive generations of researchers whose individual 

contributions gradually converged into recognisable intellectual traditions. Their 

contemporary structures are the result of continuous historical evolution rather than 

deliberate architectural design. Although this organic development has produced 

remarkable scientific achievements, it has also generated an inevitable degree of 

conceptual fragmentation, overlapping terminologies and methodological divergence 

that later generations must continually reconcile. 

The emergence of Institutional Cognition provides a rare opportunity to consider 

an alternative path. Because the discipline is being established during its formative 

stage, its scientific organisation need not arise accidentally through the gradual 

accumulation of publications. Instead, the architecture of future research can itself 

become an explicit object of scientific design. Rather than waiting for conceptual 

territories to emerge through historical development, those territories may be identified, 

organised and connected before large-scale scientific production begins. 

This possibility reflects one of the central principles of the IDHUS Method: 

scientific knowledge develops more coherently when the architecture within which it 

evolves is consciously designed rather than retrospectively reconstructed. Such an 

architecture does not determine future discoveries, nor does it constrain intellectual 

creativity. On the contrary, it provides a stable environment within which creativity can 

expand without generating unnecessary conceptual fragmentation. Researchers remain 

entirely free to formulate new hypotheses, develop original theories and explore 

emerging phenomena, yet every contribution possesses a clearly identifiable position 

within the broader landscape of the discipline. 

The purpose of a research architecture is therefore not to regulate scientific 

thought but to preserve scientific continuity. As disciplines mature, their conceptual 
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vocabulary inevitably expands, specialised subfields multiply, interdisciplinary 

interactions increase and new technologies continually reshape existing questions. 

Without an organising framework capable of integrating these developments, scientific 

literature gradually becomes increasingly difficult to navigate. Similar concepts receive 

different names, identical problems are investigated repeatedly from disconnected 

perspectives and theoretical relationships become progressively obscured beneath the 

growing volume of publications. 

Research architectures address this challenge by introducing a stable cognitive 

framework within which scientific development may occur. They distinguish between 

permanent conceptual structures and evolving research programmes. They clarify the 

relationships between foundational theory and specialised investigation. They preserve 

the genealogy of ideas by making visible the intellectual pathways through which 

concepts evolve over time. Most importantly, they allow future researchers to understand 

not only the conclusions that previous studies have reached, but also the larger 

programmes of inquiry within which those conclusions were originally produced. 

Within Institutional Cognition, this organisational function acquires particular 

significance because the discipline itself investigates cognition as an organised systemic 

phenomenon. If institutions require coherent cognitive architectures in order to perceive, 

learn and adapt effectively, it follows that a scientific discipline devoted to studying 

institutional cognition should itself embody those same principles. The organisation of 

research therefore becomes more than an administrative convenience; it becomes an 

application of the discipline's own theoretical foundations. The structure through which 

Institutional Cognition develops reflects the very cognitive principles that Institutional 

Cognition seeks to explain. 

For this reason, the Research Atlas should not be interpreted simply as a 

publication framework. It constitutes the cognitive architecture of the discipline itself. 

Research Series define the major domains through which knowledge is organised. 

Research Lines establish permanent programmes of inquiry capable of evolving across 

decades. Successive generations of Working Papers progressively mature those 

programmes, while scientific articles, books, educational resources and institutional 

applications represent different stages in the dissemination and practical integration of 

the knowledge thereby produced. Every element occupies a clearly identifiable position 

within an explicitly organised scientific ecosystem. 

An important consequence of this approach is that continuity no longer depends 

solely upon individual researchers or institutional memory. Instead, continuity becomes 

embedded within the architecture itself. Future generations of scholars inherit not merely 

a collection of publications, but a structured landscape of ongoing investigations whose 

origins, relationships and developmental trajectories remain permanently visible. 

Scientific progress thus becomes cumulative in a deeper sense than the simple 

accumulation of literature; it becomes the progressive evolution of interconnected 

programmes whose conceptual integrity is preserved across time. 

This perspective also transforms the role of individual publications. A Working 

Paper is no longer viewed as an isolated contribution that begins and ends with its own 

conclusions. It becomes one moment within the continuing development of a Research 

Line. Likewise, a scientific article no longer represents the ultimate destination of an 

investigation, but one possible expression of a much broader programme of scientific 

exploration. Knowledge is therefore understood not as a sequence of independent 
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outputs but as a continuously evolving architecture in which each publication contributes 

to the maturation of larger conceptual structures. 

The Research Atlas embodies this understanding of scientific development. It 

provides the permanent framework through which Institutional Cognition organises its 

future exploration, ensuring that expansion never comes at the expense of coherence 

and that innovation remains permanently connected to the constitutional foundations 

from which the discipline originally emerged. In doing so, it proposes not merely a new 

organisational model for Institutional Cognition, but a broader reflection upon how 

scientific disciplines themselves may consciously design the environments within which 

their own future evolution will take place. 
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Chapter 3  
The Difference Between 

Foundational Theory and 

Scientific Exploration 
 

One of the most persistent sources of conceptual instability within emerging 

scientific disciplines lies in the absence of a clear distinction between the creation of 

foundational theory and the continuous process of scientific exploration that inevitably 

follows it. Throughout the history of scientific thought, these two forms of intellectual 

activity have frequently developed simultaneously, often becoming intertwined to such 

an extent that later generations find it difficult to distinguish which propositions constitute 

the permanent conceptual foundations of the discipline and which represent provisional 

extensions, specialised hypotheses or context-dependent applications. 

The distinction is not merely editorial. It concerns the very architecture through 

which scientific knowledge evolves. 

Foundational theory seeks permanence. Its purpose is to establish the 

conceptual structures without which the discipline itself could not exist. It defines the 

primary vocabulary, identifies the essential explanatory principles, determines the 

methodological assumptions that govern future investigation and establishes the 

intellectual boundaries that distinguish the discipline from neighbouring fields of inquiry. 

Because these elements provide the identity of the scientific field, they are expected to 

remain comparatively stable over long periods of time. Their modification should occur 

only when compelling theoretical reasons demonstrate that the constitutional 

architecture of the discipline requires revision. 

Scientific exploration fulfils a fundamentally different role. Rather than 

establishing the identity of the discipline, it investigates the consequences of that identity. 

It asks how foundational concepts behave under new conditions, how they interact with 

emerging technologies, how they explain previously unexamined phenomena and how 

they may be refined, operationalised or integrated into increasingly specialised domains 

of inquiry. Exploration therefore presupposes the existence of stable foundations while 

deliberately extending the explanatory reach of those foundations into continually 

expanding territories of research. 

The relationship between these two forms of scientific activity is frequently 

misunderstood. Foundational theory is sometimes regarded as inherently conservative, 

while exploratory research is interpreted as the exclusive source of scientific innovation. 

Such a characterisation overlooks the complementary nature of their respective 

functions. Without sufficiently stable foundations, exploratory research gradually loses 

conceptual coherence and becomes increasingly fragmented. Without continuous 

exploration, foundational theory risks intellectual stagnation, remaining disconnected 

from the evolving realities it originally sought to explain. Scientific progress therefore 
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depends not upon choosing one approach over the other, but upon maintaining a 

productive equilibrium between permanence and development. 

The IDHUS Method formalises this equilibrium by organising scientific knowledge 

into distinct but recursively connected layers. Constitutional documents establish the 

permanent identity of the discipline. Foundational research programmes develop the 

primary theoretical architecture. Research Lines then create stable environments within 

which long-term scientific exploration can occur without requiring continual revision of 

the constitutional framework itself. This separation allows the discipline to evolve 

continuously while preserving the conceptual integrity upon which that evolution 

depends. 

Programme I exemplifies the nature of foundational science within Institutional 

Cognition. Its objective was never to investigate every possible application of the 

discipline, nor to resolve every future research question that institutions may present. 

Instead, it sought to demonstrate that institutions may legitimately be understood as 

organised cognitive systems possessing identifiable architectures, adaptive capacities, 

collective learning processes, institutional memory and recursive mechanisms of 

evolution. Once these conceptual foundations had been established, the scientific 

responsibility naturally shifted from validating the existence of the discipline towards 

exploring its explanatory potential. 

Layer 2 emerges directly from this transition. Its purpose is not to expand the 

constitutional architecture indefinitely, nor to transform every new idea into a foundational 

principle. Rather, it creates an organised environment within which exploratory research 

may flourish while remaining permanently anchored to the theoretical structures 

established by Programme I. Every Working Paper therefore begins from concepts that 

have already achieved foundational legitimacy and investigates new questions without 

requiring the continual reconstruction of the discipline's conceptual core. 

This distinction also clarifies the different forms of scientific authority exercised 

by the various components of the IDHUS ecosystem. Constitutional documents define 

the enduring identity of Institutional Cognition. Research Validation Papers establish the 

discipline's foundational explanatory architecture. Research Line Charters define the 

long-term scientific programmes through which specialised investigation will proceed. 

Working Papers contribute successive stages in the maturation of those programmes. 

Peer-reviewed articles communicate mature developments to the wider scientific 

community, while books, educational programmes and institutional applications 

progressively disseminate validated knowledge beyond its original research 

environment. Each publication performs a distinct function within the larger architecture 

of scientific evolution. 

The existence of these differentiated layers also protects the discipline from two 

opposing risks that frequently accompany intellectual growth. The first is conceptual 

inflation, whereby every interesting hypothesis is prematurely incorporated into the 

foundational theory, gradually destabilising the discipline's constitutional structure. The 

second is conceptual fragmentation, whereby exploratory research becomes 

increasingly disconnected from its theoretical origins, eventually producing multiple 

parallel literatures that share terminology without sharing conceptual coherence. By 

distinguishing clearly between foundational theory and scientific exploration, Institutional 

Cognition seeks to avoid both outcomes simultaneously. 
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An equally important consequence concerns the nature of scientific revision. 

Within many disciplines, theoretical development often proceeds through successive 

paradigmatic replacements, in which emerging ideas gradually supersede earlier 

conceptual frameworks. The IDHUS Method adopts a more recursive understanding of 

intellectual evolution. Foundational theory is expected to remain comparatively stable, 

while exploratory knowledge continuously expands around it, occasionally generating 

sufficient evidence to justify carefully considered constitutional refinement. Revision 

therefore becomes an exceptional architectural event rather than the routine 

consequence of every new investigation. The discipline evolves primarily through 

expansion rather than perpetual reconstruction. 

This understanding ultimately transforms the purpose of Layer 2 itself. The 

Research Atlas is not designed to generate alternative foundations for Institutional 

Cognition. It exists to cultivate the immense scientific territory that those foundations 

have already made accessible. Its function is therefore analogous to that of a carefully 

designed ecosystem: it provides the conditions under which research may diversify, 

specialise, interact and mature indefinitely without losing the structural coherence that 

gives the discipline its identity. 

The distinction between foundational theory and scientific exploration should 

consequently be regarded as one of the central organisational principles of the entire 

IDHUS Method. It preserves the stability necessary for cumulative scientific development 

while simultaneously creating the intellectual freedom required for continuous innovation. 

The future growth of Institutional Cognition depends not upon choosing between these 

two objectives, but upon maintaining the dynamic equilibrium that allows both to reinforce 

one another across successive generations of scientific research. 
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Chapter 4  
Research as Recursive 

Knowledge Development 
 

Scientific knowledge has traditionally been described as a cumulative process. 

New discoveries are understood to extend previous findings, theories are progressively 

refined through empirical observation and successive generations of researchers 

contribute additional layers of understanding to an ever-expanding body of literature. 

Although this description accurately captures an important characteristic of scientific 

progress, it often obscures another, equally significant aspect of intellectual evolution: 

scientific development is not merely cumulative; it is recursive. 

Accumulation implies growth through addition. Recursive development implies 

growth through continuous reinterpretation, integration and architectural refinement. 

New knowledge does not simply increase the quantity of what is already known. It 

continuously reorganises the relationships between existing concepts, reveals previously 

invisible structures, modifies explanatory hierarchies and creates entirely new pathways 

through which future investigation may proceed. Scientific evolution therefore involves 

not only the production of additional information but also the progressive reorganisation 

of the intellectual architecture within which that information acquires meaning. 

The IDHUS Method adopts recursion as one of its fundamental organising 

principles. Institutional Cognition has itself emerged through a recursive process. The 

constitutional principles articulated within the Canon provided the conceptual 

environment from which Programme I could be developed. Programme I subsequently 

transformed those constitutional principles into a coherent explanatory framework 

capable of describing institutions as organised cognitive systems. The completion of 

those foundational investigations, rather than concluding the scientific process, 

generated the conditions necessary for the emergence of Layer 2, where increasingly 

specialised programmes of inquiry begin to explore the consequences, implications and 

applications of the concepts already established. Each stage therefore reorganises the 

possibilities available to every subsequent stage while remaining permanently connected 

to the conceptual architecture from which it originated. 

Recursion should not be confused with repetition. A recursive scientific process 

does not simply revisit the same questions under different circumstances. Instead, each 

iteration operates at a higher level of conceptual organisation. Earlier conclusions 

become components within more sophisticated explanatory structures, allowing 

increasingly complex scientific questions to emerge without requiring the continual 

reconstruction of previously validated foundations. The discipline therefore advances by 

expanding its architecture rather than by repeatedly replacing it. This principle profoundly 

influences the organisation of Layer 2. 

Every Research Line represents a long-term programme through which a 

particular scientific question matures over time. Individual Working Papers are not 

conceived as isolated contributions that conclude an investigation, but as successive 

recursive iterations within the continuing evolution of that programme. Each publication 
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refines concepts introduced by previous generations, identifies new relationships, 

proposes more sophisticated explanatory models and reveals further questions requiring 

investigation. Knowledge therefore develops through a sequence of recursive 

transformations rather than through disconnected acts of publication. 

The implications of this approach extend well beyond editorial organisation. By 

treating publications as stages within larger developmental processes, the IDHUS 

Method preserves the continuity of scientific reasoning across extended periods of time. 

Researchers are encouraged to view each Working Paper not as an intellectual 

destination but as one moment within an evolving conceptual trajectory whose future 

development remains both anticipated and explicitly organised. Every conclusion 

simultaneously resolves existing questions and generates the conditions under which 

new investigations may naturally emerge. 

Such an understanding also transforms the relationship between scientific 

uncertainty and scientific progress. Conventional publication models often present 

completed studies as self-contained units whose conclusions appear relatively definitive 

within the boundaries of the document itself. Recursive development adopts a different 

perspective. Every publication explicitly acknowledges its position within an ongoing 

process of conceptual maturation. Rather than claiming finality, it identifies the new 

questions created by its own conclusions and situates those questions within the broader 

Research Line that will continue investigating them. Scientific uncertainty therefore 

becomes a productive force guiding future development rather than an unavoidable 

limitation to be minimised. 

The recursive organisation of knowledge likewise preserves conceptual memory 

across successive generations of research. Because every Working Paper remains 

permanently connected to its Research Line, its intellectual genealogy remains visible 

regardless of how extensively the discipline expands. Future researchers need not 

reconstruct the historical evolution of a concept through dispersed citation networks or 

fragmented bibliographies. The developmental pathway is already embedded within the 

architecture itself. Earlier investigations remain active components of an evolving 

scientific programme rather than becoming isolated historical references whose 

relevance gradually diminishes over time. 

This recursive perspective also reinforces one of the central ambitions of 

Institutional Cognition itself. The discipline seeks to understand how institutions perceive, 

learn, remember and adapt through organised cognitive processes operating across 

multiple temporal scales. It is therefore entirely appropriate that the discipline's own 

scientific development should exhibit comparable characteristics. Institutional Cognition 

becomes, in a certain sense, reflexive. The architecture through which it generates 

knowledge reflects the same principles of adaptive continuity, organised memory and 

recursive learning that it identifies within the institutions it studies. The methodology and 

the object of investigation gradually converge into a coherent intellectual system 

governed by analogous organisational principles. 

Perhaps the most significant consequence of recursive scientific development 

lies in its conception of maturity. Within the IDHUS ecosystem, maturity is not measured 

simply by the number of publications produced or the volume of accumulated literature. 

Instead, it reflects the progressive refinement of conceptual architectures across 

successive generations of investigation. A Research Line matures as its explanatory 

models become increasingly coherent, its theoretical relationships more clearly 

articulated and its practical implications more systematically understood. Publications 
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therefore represent milestones within a developmental process whose ultimate objective 

is not quantity but increasing levels of conceptual integration. 

Layer 2 has been designed precisely to support this form of scientific evolution. 

Its architecture encourages continuity without rigidity, innovation without fragmentation 

and cumulative growth without conceptual inflation. Research progresses recursively 

through interconnected programmes whose identity remains stable even as their 

explanatory capacity expands indefinitely. The Research Atlas serves as the permanent 

framework within which this recursive development can unfold, ensuring that every new 

contribution strengthens rather than disperses the intellectual coherence of Institutional 

Cognition. 

Recursive Scientific Development should therefore be understood not simply as 

a methodological technique but as one of the defining characteristics of the IDHUS 

scientific ecosystem. It explains how knowledge grows, how research programmes 

evolve, how continuity is preserved across generations of investigation and how an 

emerging discipline may continue expanding for decades while remaining recognisably 

faithful to the constitutional principles from which it originally emerged. In this sense, 

recursion is not merely the mechanism through which Institutional Cognition develops; it 

is the organising principle that makes its long-term scientific evolution possible. 
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PART II  
The Architecture of 

Layer 2 
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Chapter 5  
Research Series 

 

Every mature scientific discipline eventually develops large domains of 

investigation that organise the immense diversity of questions emerging from its 

foundational theories. These domains are not created merely for administrative 

convenience, nor do they represent arbitrary classifications imposed upon existing 

knowledge. Rather, they arise because scientific exploration naturally differentiates into 

major intellectual territories, each characterised by its own central problems, conceptual 

traditions, methodological priorities and long-term research objectives. 

Institutional Cognition is expected to follow the same general pattern of 

development. Although Programme I established a unified theoretical architecture 

capable of explaining institutions as organised cognitive systems, the explanatory 

capacity of that architecture extends across an exceptionally broad range of 

organisational, technological and societal phenomena. Governance, artificial 

intelligence, institutional memory, organisational design, adaptive administration, 

systems theory, comparative institutional analysis and future institutional evolution all 

emerge as legitimate domains of inquiry, yet each raises scientific questions sufficiently 

complex to justify decades of specialised investigation. 

Without an explicit organisational framework, these expanding areas of research 

would gradually develop according to their own internal dynamics, eventually producing 

increasingly specialised bodies of literature whose relationships to one another would 

become progressively more difficult to maintain. The discipline would continue to grow, 

but its growth would increasingly resemble the accumulation of neighbouring research 

communities rather than the coordinated evolution of a single scientific architecture. 

The purpose of the Research Series is to prevent precisely this form of 

conceptual fragmentation. 

Within the IDHUS Research Atlas, Research Series constitute the highest level 

of scientific organisation below the constitutional and foundational layers of the discipline. 

Each Series defines a permanent territory of investigation that is expected to remain 

relevant throughout the long-term evolution of Institutional Cognition. Rather than 

describing individual topics, the Series identify broad scientific landscapes capable of 

accommodating continuous conceptual growth across successive generations of 

research. 

This distinction is essential. A Research Series is not a thematic collection of 

publications, nor is it equivalent to a department, laboratory or administrative unit. It 

should instead be understood as a stable intellectual domain whose identity derives from 

the type of scientific questions it seeks to investigate rather than from the specific 

publications produced within it. Individual Working Papers will appear, mature and 

eventually give rise to scientific articles, books and educational programmes, but the 

Research Series itself remains as the enduring framework within which those 

publications acquire their scientific meaning. 

For this reason, Research Series are deliberately designed to possess a high 

degree of conceptual permanence. Their purpose is not to reflect temporary 
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technological trends or short-term academic priorities, but to organise the principal 

domains through which Institutional Cognition is expected to evolve over many decades. 

New technologies may emerge, governance models may transform, organisational 

practices may evolve and entirely new institutional realities may appear; nevertheless, 

the underlying scientific territories defined by the Research Series should remain 

sufficiently robust to integrate these developments without requiring continual structural 

reorganisation. 

The establishment of permanent Research Series also reinforces one of the 

central architectural principles introduced throughout the IDHUS Method: scientific 

evolution should occur primarily through expansion rather than through repeated 

structural redesign. As knowledge grows, the discipline should generate new Research 

Lines, new Working Papers and increasingly sophisticated conceptual models while 

preserving the stability of its highest organisational structures. Architectural continuity 

therefore becomes a precondition for intellectual adaptability. 

Each Research Series serves several complementary functions within the 

broader ecosystem of Institutional Cognition. First, it defines the general scope of a major 

research territory, establishing the conceptual boundaries within which specialised 

investigation will subsequently occur. Second, it provides the intellectual environment 

from which multiple Research Lines may emerge, ensuring that related programmes of 

inquiry develop in mutual dialogue rather than in conceptual isolation. Third, it preserves 

coherence across future generations of publications by maintaining a stable scientific 

identity that extends beyond individual researchers, projects or historical periods. Finally, 

it creates a navigational structure through which future scholars can understand the 

organisation of the discipline before engaging with its increasingly specialised literature. 

Within the Research Atlas, every subsequent level of organisation derives 

naturally from the existence of these Series. Research Lines inherit their scientific identity 

from the Series to which they belong. Working Papers derive their immediate context 

from their corresponding Research Lines. Scientific articles communicate mature 

developments originating within those programmes of inquiry. Books synthesise multiple 

lines of investigation belonging to one or several Series, while educational programmes 

translate validated knowledge into structured learning experiences. Institutional 

applications ultimately integrate insights originating across multiple Series to address the 

complexity of real organisational environments. The entire ecosystem therefore unfolds 

recursively from the stable architecture established at the level of the Research Series. 

The Research Series defined by the IDHUS Institute collectively describe the 

complete scientific territory of Institutional Cognition as it is presently understood. 

Together they encompass the theoretical foundations of the discipline, the architecture 

of institutions, governance intelligence, hybrid human–artificial cognition, institutional 

memory, complexity, measurement, comparative analysis, future institutional evolution 

and applied transformation. They do not seek to predict every future research topic; 

rather, they establish sufficiently comprehensive scientific landscapes within which 

unforeseen developments may naturally find their place. 

This architectural approach reflects a broader understanding of scientific 

organisation. Disciplines do not mature simply because they accumulate publications. 

They mature because they gradually acquire stable structures capable of organising 

increasingly complex bodies of knowledge without sacrificing coherence. The Research 

Series constitute the first and most comprehensive expression of that organisational 

principle within Layer 2. They define not merely the current organisation of Institutional 
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Cognition, but the enduring scientific geography through which the discipline intends to 

evolve across successive generations of research. 

The chapters that follow descend progressively through this architecture. Having 

established the Research Series as the major territories of investigation, the Atlas now 

turns to the Research Lines that inhabit those territories. It is within these permanent 

programmes of inquiry that the future scientific life of Institutional Cognition will unfold, 

giving rise to the recursive evolution of concepts, the generation of Working Papers and 

the continual expansion of the discipline's explanatory capacity. 
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Chapter 6  
Research Lines 

 

The long-term evolution of a scientific discipline cannot be sustained solely 

through broad domains of investigation. While Research Series define the major 

territories within which knowledge develops, they remain intentionally expansive. Their 

function is to organise scientific landscapes rather than individual programmes of inquiry. 

The continuous production of knowledge requires a second level of organisation capable 

of providing both greater conceptual precision and long-term continuity. Within the 

architecture of the IDHUS Research Atlas, this role is performed by the Research Lines. 

The Research Line constitutes the fundamental unit of scientific evolution within 

Institutional Cognition. This distinction is of central importance. Conventional research 

environments frequently organise scientific activity around individual projects, research 

grants, laboratories or publication programmes. Although such structures may prove 

effective for managing particular investigations, they often possess limited continuity 

beyond the completion of specific objectives. Research agendas are reformulated, 

projects conclude, funding priorities shift and scientific attention gradually moves towards 

new questions. Intellectual continuity therefore depends largely upon the persistence of 

individual researchers or institutions rather than upon the existence of enduring 

conceptual programmes. 

The IDHUS Method proposes a different organisational principle: research should 

not be organised around publications, nor around temporary projects, but around 

permanent scientific questions whose exploration extends across successive 

generations of investigation. A Research Line therefore represents neither a document 

nor a project. It is a continuing programme of scientific inquiry dedicated to understanding 

one coherent dimension of Institutional Cognition through an indefinite process of 

recursive development. Its permanence is deliberate. 

Scientific questions of genuine importance rarely admit definitive answers within 

a single publication or even within a single generation of researchers. The nature of 

institutional memory, the architecture of hybrid cognition, the evolution of adaptive 

governance, the dynamics of organisational learning or the future relationship between 

artificial intelligence and institutional decision-making are examples of problems whose 

complexity guarantees that meaningful investigation will continue for decades. Rather 

than treating each publication as a self-contained intellectual endeavour, the Research 

Line acknowledges this continuity from the outset and provides a stable environment 

within which knowledge may progressively mature. 

For this reason, every Research Line possesses its own scientific identity 

independent of the publications that emerge from it. It defines a permanent conceptual 

territory, establishes the principal questions that organise future investigation, identifies 

its relationships with the constitutional principles of the discipline and maintains continuity 

across successive generations of researchers and publications. Individual Working 

Papers contribute to the development of the Research Line, yet none of them exhausts 

its scientific purpose. The programme remains active even as its publications continually 

evolve. 
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This perspective fundamentally alters the role traditionally assigned to scientific 

publications. A Working Paper is no longer conceived as the primary unit of research. 

Instead, it becomes one visible expression of a much larger intellectual process. The true 

continuity resides within the Research Line itself. Every publication inherits its scientific 

identity from the programme to which it belongs, contributes to its conceptual maturation 

and prepares the conditions under which subsequent investigations may continue 

expanding the same field of inquiry. Knowledge therefore develops through the evolution 

of programmes rather than through the accumulation of isolated documents. 

The establishment of permanent Research Lines also introduces a new 

understanding of scientific memory. In many disciplines, the historical evolution of an 

idea must be reconstructed retrospectively by tracing citation networks across dispersed 

publications. Researchers frequently invest considerable effort simply identifying how 

concepts have changed over time, which questions remain unresolved and how 

apparently independent studies relate to one another. The IDHUS architecture seeks to 

preserve this continuity explicitly. Every Research Line records the developmental 

trajectory of its own concepts, making the genealogy of scientific knowledge permanently 

visible as an intrinsic component of the research process itself. 

Each Research Line is therefore documented through a Research Line Charter. 

The Charter serves as the constitutional document of the programme, defining its 

mission, scientific vision, conceptual scope, foundational dependencies, relationships 

with other Research Lines and long-term research roadmap. Unlike individual 

publications, which progressively mature and eventually give rise to articles, books or 

educational resources, the Charter provides the enduring identity through which the 

programme preserves coherence across time. It functions as the intellectual memory of 

the Research Line, ensuring that future developments remain recognisably connected to 

the scientific objectives originally established. 

The existence of these Charters reflects another important principle of the IDHUS 

Method. Scientific continuity should not depend exclusively upon personal memory or 

institutional tradition. It should be embedded within the architecture of the discipline itself. 

Future researchers entering a Research Line inherit not merely its previous publications 

but also its conceptual identity, its unresolved questions, its developmental history and 

its long-term scientific ambitions. The programme therefore survives the inevitable 

changes in researchers, technologies and institutional contexts that accompany scientific 

evolution over extended periods. 

Research Lines also establish the recursive relationships through which the 

broader architecture of Institutional Cognition remains intellectually integrated. No 

programme develops in complete isolation. Every Research Line derives part of its 

conceptual foundation from the Canon and Programme I, interacts continuously with 

neighbouring Research Lines, contributes knowledge to multiple Research Series and 

ultimately participates in the larger cognitive ecosystem represented by the Research 

Atlas. Scientific specialisation is therefore encouraged without allowing conceptual 

fragmentation to emerge. Increasing complexity becomes a source of intellectual 

richness rather than organisational disintegration. 

An equally significant consequence concerns the temporal dimension of 

research. Because Research Lines are conceived as permanent programmes rather 

than finite projects, they naturally accommodate multiple generations of scientific 

development. Early investigations clarify fundamental concepts. Later studies construct 

operational models, propose methodologies, develop empirical indicators, integrate 
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interdisciplinary perspectives and eventually produce mature frameworks suitable for 

institutional implementation. Each generation extends the previous one without requiring 

the continual redefinition of the programme's identity. The Research Line remains stable 

while its explanatory capacity progressively expands. 

This organisational model transforms Layer 2 into something considerably more 

ambitious than a repository of Working Papers. It becomes a living network of scientific 

programmes whose development is explicitly organised, recursively connected and 

architecturally coherent. The discipline no longer advances through isolated acts of 

publication but through the continuous maturation of interconnected Research Lines 

whose collective evolution gradually increases the explanatory power of Institutional 

Cognition itself. 

For this reason, the Research Line should be regarded as the true engine of 

scientific development within the IDHUS ecosystem. Research Series define the 

territories of investigation; Working Papers document successive stages of exploration; 

scientific articles communicate mature discoveries; books integrate broader bodies of 

knowledge; educational programmes disseminate validated understanding; and 

institutional applications translate theory into practice. Yet throughout this entire process, 

the Research Line remains the permanent intellectual programme through which 

knowledge is generated, organised, preserved and continuously renewed. It is within 

these enduring programmes of inquiry that the future scientific life of Institutional 

Cognition will ultimately reside. 
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Chapter 7  
Working Papers as 

Generational Scientific 

Development 
 

Within conventional academic environments, the Working Paper is generally 

understood as a preliminary scientific publication. It often represents an early version of 

a future journal article, a vehicle for the rapid dissemination of emerging ideas or a means 

of inviting scholarly discussion before formal peer review. Although enormously valuable 

within that context, the Working Paper is commonly regarded as a transitional document 

whose principal purpose is to prepare a more definitive publication. 

The IDHUS Method adopts a fundamentally different interpretation: within the 

architecture of Institutional Cognition, a Working Paper is not defined by its provisional 

status but by its position within the recursive evolution of a Research Line. It is conceived 

as a complete scientific contribution in its own right, yet one that simultaneously forms 

part of a larger developmental sequence extending across multiple generations of 

investigation. Its significance therefore derives not only from the knowledge it presents 

but also from the role it performs within the continuing maturation of a permanent 

programme of research. 

This distinction changes the very meaning of scientific publication, rather than 

viewing research as a succession of independent documents, the IDHUS ecosystem 

understands every Working Paper as one evolutionary stage within the life cycle of 

organised scientific knowledge. Each publication develops concepts inherited from 

previous investigations, introduces new explanatory structures, refines existing 

theoretical relationships and identifies further questions whose exploration will continue 

through subsequent generations. The publication is complete as an individual 

contribution while remaining intentionally incomplete as the final expression of the 

Research Line itself. 

Scientific development thus acquires a generational character. Just as biological 

evolution proceeds through successive generations without altering the continuity of the 

species, Research Lines evolve through successive generations of Working Papers 

while preserving their permanent scientific identity. Earlier publications establish 

conceptual foundations. Subsequent investigations elaborate theoretical distinctions, 

construct operational frameworks, develop methodological instruments, propose 

empirical strategies and progressively integrate knowledge originating from neighbouring 

Research Lines. Each generation increases the explanatory sophistication of the 

programme without requiring its conceptual reinvention. 

The notion of generation should therefore be understood as an organisational 

principle rather than a chronological category. A new generation does not emerge simply 

because additional time has passed or because another publication has been completed. 

Instead, it represents a qualitatively distinct stage in the maturation of scientific 
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understanding. Every generation reorganises the conceptual architecture inherited from 

previous investigations, allowing the programme to address increasingly complex 

questions while maintaining continuity with its earlier developmental stages. 

This recursive organisation also transforms the relationship between completion 

and continuity. In many publication models, scientific papers are implicitly expected to 

provide definitive answers within the limits of the questions they investigate. Within the 

IDHUS ecosystem, every Working Paper is considered complete with respect to its 

immediate objectives while simultaneously remaining open with respect to the continuing 

evolution of the Research Line. Completion therefore refers to the integrity of the 

contribution itself rather than to the exhaustion of the scientific problem under 

investigation. 

Such an understanding encourages a more cumulative conception of intellectual 

progress. Researchers are not expected to resolve permanently every dimension of a 

complex scientific question within a single publication. Instead, they contribute carefully 

defined advances that become stable components within a larger developmental 

process. The continuity of the Research Line ensures that unresolved questions remain 

explicitly visible rather than disappearing into the implicit assumptions of future 

investigations. Scientific uncertainty is therefore preserved as an organised resource for 

subsequent generations of research. 

The generational model likewise clarifies the relationship between Working 

Papers and peer-reviewed scientific articles. Within the IDHUS Method, the Working 

Paper is not merely a draft awaiting publication elsewhere. Rather, it constitutes the 

environment within which concepts mature before selected aspects are distilled into 

journal articles, conference papers or other externally validated scientific outputs. Peer-

reviewed publications therefore emerge from Research Lines whose conceptual 

development has already reached sufficient depth and coherence to contribute 

meaningfully to broader academic discourse. External validation becomes one stage in 

the life cycle of knowledge rather than its exclusive objective. 

An equally important consequence concerns the preservation of scientific 

memory. Because every Working Paper occupies a clearly identifiable position within a 

generational sequence, future researchers can reconstruct the complete developmental 

history of any concept without relying solely upon bibliographic interpretation. The 

architecture itself records the succession of conceptual transformations through which 

each idea has evolved. Earlier publications remain active components of the 

programme's intellectual memory rather than becoming isolated historical references 

whose relevance gradually diminishes over time. 

This perspective also encourages a different attitude towards scientific ambition. 

Rather than attempting to produce increasingly comprehensive publications that seek to 

address every aspect of a problem simultaneously, researchers may concentrate upon 

developing one clearly defined stage of a much larger conceptual trajectory. The quality 

of a Working Paper is therefore evaluated not only by the originality or rigour of its 

immediate contribution, but also by the extent to which it strengthens the long-term 

coherence and developmental capacity of the Research Line to which it belongs. 

Within the IDHUS Research Atlas, Working Papers thus function as the primary 

mechanism through which Research Lines progressively increase their explanatory 

power. They transform stable programmes of inquiry into continuously evolving bodies 

of knowledge capable of responding to new technologies, institutional transformations, 
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emerging theoretical challenges and changing societal conditions without sacrificing 

conceptual continuity. The discipline advances through organised generations of 

investigation rather than through disconnected sequences of publications. 

Seen from this perspective, the Working Paper ceases to be understood as an 

intermediate document and becomes one of the principal engines of recursive scientific 

development. Each publication represents both an achievement and an invitation: an 

achievement because it successfully completes a distinct stage of scientific inquiry, and 

an invitation because it creates the conceptual conditions from which future generations 

of research may naturally emerge. The life of a Research Line is therefore expressed not 

through isolated publications but through the continuous succession of Working Papers 

that collectively embody its intellectual evolution across time. 

It is this generational conception of scientific development that distinguishes 

Layer 2 from conventional research programmes. The objective is not simply to produce 

publications, but to cultivate enduring programmes of inquiry whose knowledge evolves 

recursively, accumulates coherently and remains permanently integrated within the 

constitutional architecture of Institutional Cognition. In this sense, every Working Paper 

represents far more than an individual publication; it becomes a living milestone within 

the continuing scientific history of the discipline itself. 
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Chapter 8  
The Layer 2 Research 

Catalogue 
 

Scientific knowledge cannot evolve coherently unless its own development 

remains continuously observable. As disciplines expand, the increasing number of 

research programmes, publications, conceptual relationships and emerging questions 

progressively transforms scientific growth into a phenomenon that must itself be 

organised. The architecture defined by the Research Atlas establishes the permanent 

structure within which Institutional Cognition develops; however, a permanent structure 

alone is insufficient to sustain a living scientific ecosystem. The discipline also requires 

a dynamic instrument capable of recording, monitoring and guiding its continuous 

evolution. 

This function is performed by the Layer 2 Research Catalogue. Whereas the 

Research Atlas defines the stable geography of Institutional Cognition, the Research 

Catalogue records its living activity. The distinction between the two documents is 

fundamental. The Atlas changes only when the architecture of the discipline itself 

requires modification, an event expected to occur only under exceptional scientific 

circumstances. The Catalogue, by contrast, evolves continuously. Every new Research 

Line, every Working Paper, every scientific article derived from those programmes and 

every significant conceptual development becomes part of its permanent historical 

record. 

The Catalogue should therefore not be understood as a bibliography, a 

publication list or an administrative register. It constitutes the operational memory of the 

entire research ecosystem. It documents not only what has already been produced but 

also what is currently under development, what remains unresolved and what future 

investigations have already been identified as necessary for the continued maturation of 

each Research Line. It preserves the present state of the discipline while simultaneously 

revealing the directions towards which future scientific work is expected to evolve. 

Each Research Line possesses its own dedicated section within the Catalogue. 

This section functions as the operational profile of the programme, recording its current 

maturity, its active Working Papers, completed generations of investigation, planned 

future developments, conceptual dependencies, relationships with neighbouring 

Research Lines and the external scientific outputs that have emerged from its evolution. 

In this way, every programme of inquiry maintains an explicit developmental history that 

remains continuously accessible to future researchers. 

One of the principal contributions of the Catalogue lies in its capacity to transform 

scientific continuity from an implicit institutional tradition into an explicit organisational 

process. In many research environments, the continuity of long-term investigations 

depends largely upon the personal memory of senior researchers, dispersed project 

documentation or informal transmission between successive generations of scholars. 

Such continuity is inevitably vulnerable to institutional change, personnel transitions and 

the gradual loss of historical context. Within the IDHUS Method, continuity is instead 
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embedded directly into the architecture of the research ecosystem. The Catalogue 

preserves the developmental memory of every Research Line independently of the 

individuals temporarily responsible for its investigation. 

This architectural memory also strengthens the recursive nature of scientific 

development. Because each Working Paper occupies a clearly identifiable position within 

the history of its Research Line, researchers are able to reconstruct not merely the 

conclusions of previous investigations but the entire sequence of conceptual 

transformations through which those conclusions emerged. Every publication remains 

connected to the broader developmental trajectory of the programme rather than existing 

as an isolated contribution within the scientific literature. The Catalogue therefore records 

the evolution of ideas rather than simply the accumulation of documents. 

An equally significant function concerns the identification of future research 

opportunities. Scientific disciplines often expand reactively, responding to technological 

innovation, social transformation or emerging theoretical debates as they arise. Although 

such responsiveness remains essential, the IDHUS Method introduces an additional 

level of strategic organisation. Because every Research Line maintains an explicit 

roadmap of unresolved questions and anticipated future developments, the discipline 

acquires the capacity to plan long-term scientific evolution without constraining 

intellectual creativity. Researchers remain free to pursue unexpected discoveries, yet 

those discoveries are immediately situated within a coherent developmental context. 

The Catalogue likewise facilitates the transition between the different layers of 

the IDHUS ecosystem. Mature Working Papers may give rise to peer-reviewed scientific 

articles. Groups of related Research Lines may eventually be synthesised into books. 

Established conceptual frameworks may become educational programmes or 

institutional implementation methodologies. By recording these relationships explicitly, 

the Catalogue preserves the complete genealogy of every scientific contribution 

produced within the Institute. Knowledge remains traceable from its earliest conceptual 

formulation through every subsequent stage of validation, integration and practical 

application. 

This genealogical perspective represents one of the defining characteristics of 

the IDHUS scientific architecture. Scientific development is no longer viewed as a 

sequence of disconnected publication events but as the continuous transformation of 

organised knowledge across multiple forms of expression. The same conceptual 

programme may eventually produce Working Papers, journal articles, conference 

presentations, books, educational resources, consulting frameworks and institutional 

innovations, all of which remain visibly connected through the architecture documented 

by the Catalogue. The history of the idea becomes inseparable from the history of its 

publications. 

The existence of a dynamic Research Catalogue also contributes directly to the 

governance of the Institute itself. Strategic decisions concerning future research 

priorities, allocation of scientific resources, identification of emerging domains of inquiry 

and coordination between different Research Series can all be informed by a 

continuously updated representation of the discipline's developmental landscape. The 

Catalogue therefore serves not only researchers but also the long-term institutional 

stewardship of the IDHUS scientific ecosystem. 

For these reasons, the Layer 2 Research Catalogue should be regarded as far 

more than an organisational instrument. It functions as the operational intelligence of 
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Institutional Cognition's research architecture. If the Research Atlas defines the stable 

structure of the discipline, the Catalogue records its continuous cognitive activity. 

Together they establish the complementary relationship upon which Layer 2 depends: 

one document preserves the permanent architecture of scientific exploration, while the 

other documents its living evolution. 

The chapters that follow build upon this distinction by examining how the 

interaction between these architectural components gives rise to the recursive growth of 

knowledge itself. Once the stable structures and dynamic processes of Layer 2 have 

been established, attention naturally turns to the mechanisms through which Research 

Lines mature, concepts evolve and the discipline progressively expands its explanatory 

capacity across successive generations of scientific development. 
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PART III  
The Dynamics of 

Scientific Evolution 
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Chapter 9  
Generations of Knowledge 

 

Scientific disciplines are frequently described as evolving through successive 

generations of researchers. Less frequently recognised is the possibility that knowledge 

itself may also evolve through identifiable generations, each representing a progressively 

more sophisticated stage in the maturation of a particular scientific problem. While 

researchers inevitably change over time, the intellectual programmes they cultivate often 

exhibit developmental trajectories that extend far beyond the careers of any individual 

scholar. The continuity of scientific thought therefore resides not only in the succession 

of those who produce knowledge, but also in the generational evolution of the knowledge 

itself. 

The IDHUS Method adopts this latter perspective as one of the defining 

characteristics of Institutional Cognition. Knowledge is understood not as a collection of 

completed publications but as a continuously developing architecture whose conceptual 

structures progressively increase in explanatory capacity through successive stages of 

refinement, integration and operationalisation. Every significant scientific question 

therefore possesses its own developmental history. Concepts emerge, become clarified, 

acquire theoretical relationships, generate methodological frameworks, receive empirical 

support, produce practical applications and eventually integrate into broader 

architectures of understanding. This process is neither accidental nor purely 

chronological; it follows recognisable patterns of recursive intellectual maturation. 

Within Layer 2, these patterns are organised through the concept of generational 

development. A generation should not be interpreted simply as another publication 

added to an existing bibliography. Nor does it refer to temporal intervals measured by 

years or institutional planning cycles. Instead, each generation represents a distinct 

stage in the cognitive development of a Research Line. It marks a qualitative 

transformation in the programme's explanatory capacity, allowing increasingly complex 

questions to be investigated while preserving continuity with every previous stage of its 

evolution. 

The earliest generations are primarily concerned with conceptual clarification. 

Their objective is to define the principal scientific questions, establish consistent 

terminology, identify foundational assumptions and explore the initial implications of the 

theoretical framework inherited from Programme I. At this stage, the Research Line 

acquires its scientific identity. Rather than attempting comprehensive explanation, the 

emphasis remains upon constructing a sufficiently coherent conceptual environment 

within which future investigations may progressively mature. 

Subsequent generations extend this initial architecture through theoretical 

refinement. Relationships between concepts become more clearly articulated, 

explanatory models acquire greater internal sophistication and interactions with 

neighbouring Research Lines begin to reveal previously unrecognised dimensions of the 

discipline. The Research Line gradually ceases to function as an isolated programme of 

inquiry and instead becomes an increasingly integrated component of the larger 

cognitive architecture defined by the Research Atlas. 
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Further generations introduce operational development. Concepts that were 

initially formulated in abstract theoretical terms begin to acquire methodological 

expression. Analytical frameworks, diagnostic models, assessment instruments, 

computational approaches, organisational methodologies and practical implementation 

strategies progressively emerge. Scientific exploration moves beyond explanation 

towards the construction of tools capable of supporting observation, comparison and 

institutional application. 

As conceptual maturity continues to increase, empirical validation naturally 

becomes more prominent. Research Lines increasingly generate measurable 

hypotheses, comparative studies, observational methodologies and interdisciplinary 

collaborations capable of examining the practical implications of their theoretical 

developments. Importantly, empirical investigation does not replace conceptual 

reasoning; rather, it enriches it by introducing additional layers of evidence through which 

the explanatory architecture may be refined. Theory and observation therefore evolve 

recursively rather than sequentially. 

The most mature generations are characterised by integration. At this stage, 

knowledge originating from multiple Research Lines begins to converge into broader 

explanatory frameworks whose scope extends beyond the original questions that 

initiated each programme of inquiry. Scientific articles synthesise mature developments 

for external academic audiences. Books consolidate extensive conceptual territories into 

coherent narratives. Educational programmes translate validated knowledge into 

structured learning environments. Institutional applications demonstrate the practical 

consequences of decades of cumulative investigation. None of these outputs represents 

the conclusion of scientific development; each becomes instead another stage in the 

continuing recursive evolution of the discipline. 

This generational model also transforms the understanding of scientific success. 

Conventional publication metrics frequently evaluate progress through quantitative 

indicators such as the number of articles produced, citation counts or journal impact. 

Although such measures remain valuable within the wider academic community, they 

capture only one dimension of scientific development. Within the IDHUS ecosystem, 

equal importance is attributed to the qualitative maturation of Research Lines 

themselves. A programme that produces fewer publications but substantially deepens its 

conceptual architecture may represent greater scientific progress than one generating 

numerous isolated contributions lacking long-term integration. 

An important consequence of this perspective concerns scientific patience. 

Because Research Lines are conceived as permanent programmes rather than short-

term projects, they are not expected to achieve conceptual maturity rapidly. Some 

questions may require decades of recursive investigation before their explanatory 

potential becomes fully apparent. Others may generate entirely new Research Lines 

whose emergence could not have been anticipated during earlier stages of development. 

The architecture therefore accommodates different temporal rhythms of scientific 

evolution without requiring artificial uniformity across the discipline. 

Generations of knowledge also preserve the historical continuity of intellectual 

development. Every new stage remains explicitly connected to the conceptual 

achievements of its predecessors while simultaneously creating opportunities for future 

expansion. Scientific memory is no longer reconstructed retrospectively through 

historical interpretation but becomes an active component of the research process itself. 

The developmental trajectory of every major concept remains permanently visible as an 
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organised sequence of recursive transformations extending across the life of the 

Research Line. 

This understanding reflects one of the deepest philosophical commitments of the 

IDHUS Method. Knowledge does not simply accumulate. It matures. Like the institutions 

studied by Institutional Cognition, scientific understanding evolves through organised 

processes of learning, adaptation, integration and recursive self-transformation. The 

discipline therefore applies to its own intellectual development the same cognitive 

principles that it identifies within the organisational systems it seeks to explain. 

The concept of Generations of Knowledge should consequently be regarded as 

one of the principal mechanisms through which the future evolution of Institutional 

Cognition will be organised. It provides the temporal architecture of Layer 2, allowing 

permanent Research Lines to develop continuously while preserving coherence across 

successive stages of scientific growth. Through this generational perspective, the 

Research Atlas becomes not merely a map of existing knowledge but a framework 

capable of accompanying the discipline throughout its continuing intellectual evolution 

for decades to come. 
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Chapter 10  
The Maturation of 

Research Lines 
 

The long-term value of a scientific discipline depends not only upon its capacity 

to generate new knowledge, but also upon its ability to recognise how that knowledge 

evolves over time. Scientific development is frequently measured through external 

indicators such as publication output, citation impact or institutional reputation. While 

these measures provide useful information regarding the visibility of research, they 

reveal comparatively little about the internal maturation of the scientific programmes from 

which that research originates. A discipline may produce an impressive volume of 

publications while simultaneously exhibiting limited conceptual integration, fragmented 

theoretical development or the continual repetition of previously established ideas. 

The IDHUS Method therefore introduces a different perspective: rather than 

evaluating scientific progress primarily through the quantity of publications produced, it 

proposes that the principal object of evaluation should be the Research Line itself. The 

central question is not simply whether additional documents have been published, but 

whether the programme of inquiry has achieved a deeper, more coherent and more 

comprehensive understanding of the scientific problem it was originally created to 

investigate. Maturity becomes a characteristic of organised knowledge rather than of 

individual publications. 

This distinction fundamentally changes the way scientific development is 

interpreted. Publications remain important because they document successive stages of 

investigation, yet they no longer constitute the primary indicator of progress. Instead, 

they serve as evidence through which the gradual maturation of the Research Line 

becomes visible. Scientific evolution is therefore assessed according to the increasing 

explanatory capacity of the programme rather than the numerical accumulation of its 

outputs. 

Conceptual maturity emerges through multiple recursive processes operating 

simultaneously. Initially, a Research Line seeks conceptual clarity. Its principal objective 

is to define the scientific question with sufficient precision to distinguish it from 

neighbouring domains of inquiry. Terminology becomes stabilised, foundational 

assumptions are explicitly articulated and the programme acquires a recognisable 

intellectual identity. At this stage, maturity is measured primarily by coherence rather than 

by explanatory breadth. 

As investigation continues, theoretical maturity gradually develops. Relationships 

between concepts become increasingly systematic, previously isolated observations 

begin to reveal underlying patterns and explanatory models acquire greater internal 

consistency. The Research Line becomes capable of interpreting more complex 

organisational phenomena while maintaining conceptual continuity with its earlier 

developmental stages. Scientific understanding no longer depends upon individual 

propositions but upon increasingly integrated theoretical architectures. 
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Methodological maturity represents a further stage of development. Concepts 

originally formulated in abstract theoretical terms progressively acquire operational 

expression through analytical frameworks, research methodologies, diagnostic 

instruments and comparative models. The programme becomes capable not only of 

explaining institutional phenomena but also of investigating them systematically across 

different organisational contexts. The transition from conceptual reasoning towards 

methodological capability significantly expands the practical utility of the Research Line 

without diminishing its theoretical foundations. 

Empirical maturity follows naturally as increasingly sophisticated methodologies 

generate opportunities for systematic observation, comparative analysis and 

interdisciplinary collaboration. Importantly, empirical development does not replace 

conceptual investigation. Within the IDHUS ecosystem, theory and observation evolve 

recursively, each continuously informing and refining the other. Mature Research Lines 

therefore exhibit a dynamic equilibrium between explanatory depth and observational 

evidence rather than privileging either dimension in isolation. 

Integration constitutes perhaps the most distinctive characteristic of advanced 

scientific maturity. At this stage, the Research Line no longer develops primarily through 

internal refinement alone. Instead, it begins to establish increasingly rich relationships 

with neighbouring programmes of inquiry. Concepts migrate across Research Series, 

methodological innovations become applicable to multiple organisational contexts and 

explanatory frameworks gradually converge into broader architectures capable of 

illuminating increasingly complex institutional realities. Scientific maturity is therefore 

expressed not only through internal sophistication but also through the capacity to 

participate constructively within the wider cognitive ecosystem of the discipline. 

The recursive architecture of the Research Atlas makes these different 

dimensions of maturity explicitly visible. Because every Working Paper occupies a 

defined position within the developmental history of its Research Line, researchers can 

observe not merely isolated scientific achievements but the progressive transformation 

of the programme itself. Conceptual clarification, theoretical refinement, methodological 

development, empirical investigation and interdisciplinary integration all become 

identifiable stages within a continuous process of intellectual evolution. The Research 

Line acquires a developmental biography whose history remains permanently embedded 

within the architecture of the discipline. 

This perspective also encourages a more patient understanding of scientific 

progress. Significant conceptual maturity rarely emerges rapidly. Some Research Lines 

may require many generations of investigation before their full explanatory potential 

becomes apparent. Others may advance more quickly because they inherit mature 

conceptual structures from neighbouring programmes or respond to rapidly evolving 

technological contexts. The IDHUS Method therefore avoids imposing uniform 

developmental expectations upon all Research Lines. Scientific diversity is recognised 

not only in the content of research but also in the temporal rhythms through which 

different programmes achieve maturity. 

An equally important consequence concerns institutional continuity. Because the 

maturity of a Research Line is documented independently of the researchers temporarily 

contributing to it, scientific development remains resilient across changes in personnel, 

institutional priorities or technological environments. Future generations inherit not 

merely completed publications but programmes whose developmental history, current 

maturity and future trajectory remain explicitly documented. The continuity of organised 
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knowledge therefore becomes an architectural characteristic of the discipline rather than 

an accidental consequence of institutional memory. 

Ultimately, the maturation of Research Lines reflects the broader philosophy upon 

which the entire IDHUS Method has been constructed. Institutional Cognition does not 

regard scientific development as the linear accumulation of information but as the 

recursive evolution of increasingly integrated cognitive architectures. Research 

programmes learn, adapt, reorganise their conceptual structures and expand their 

explanatory capacity in much the same way that institutions themselves evolve through 

organised processes of collective learning. The methodology thereby mirrors the object 

of its own investigation, reinforcing the coherence between the scientific architecture of 

the discipline and the theoretical principles that discipline seeks to explain. 

For this reason, the maturity of a Research Line should never be interpreted as 

its completion. Mature programmes do not cease to generate knowledge. On the 

contrary, their increasing conceptual sophistication continually reveals new scientific 

territories that were previously invisible. Every stage of maturity therefore becomes the 

foundation upon which further generations of investigation may emerge. Scientific 

evolution remains permanently open, yet permanently organised. It is this balance 

between continuity and continual renewal that enables Institutional Cognition to develop 

not merely as a collection of publications, but as a living intellectual tradition capable of 

sustaining coherent scientific growth across generations. 
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Chapter 11  
Knowledge Networks and 

Conceptual Genealogies 
 

Scientific knowledge rarely evolves through isolated conceptual trajectories. 

Although individual research programmes may initially appear to investigate distinct 

problems, sustained scientific development gradually reveals an increasingly dense 

network of relationships connecting theories, methodologies, empirical observations and 

explanatory frameworks across the broader intellectual landscape of the discipline. 

Concepts migrate between domains, methodological innovations become applicable to 

previously unrelated questions and discoveries originating within one programme 

frequently transform the development of many others. The evolution of knowledge is 

therefore not only recursive; it is profoundly networked. 

Institutional Cognition recognises this characteristic as one of the defining 

properties of mature scientific development. For this reason, the IDHUS Research Atlas 

does not organise Research Lines as independent programmes existing side by side. 

Instead, every Research Line is understood as a node within a continuously evolving 

network of conceptual relationships whose complexity increases as the discipline 

matures. Individual programmes preserve their own scientific identities while 

simultaneously contributing to a larger cognitive ecosystem whose explanatory capacity 

exceeds the sum of its individual components. 

The concept of a conceptual genealogy emerges directly from this perspective. 

Every significant scientific idea possesses a developmental history. Concepts originate 

within particular theoretical contexts, evolve through successive stages of refinement, 

establish relationships with neighbouring ideas and eventually generate entirely new 

programmes of investigation. Understanding a concept therefore requires more than 

reading the publication in which it first appeared. It requires understanding the intellectual 

lineage through which that concept emerged, the foundational principles upon which it 

depends, the Research Lines that contributed to its development and the subsequent 

investigations that progressively expanded its explanatory significance. 

Within many scientific disciplines, these genealogies must be reconstructed 

retrospectively through historical analysis, citation studies or extensive literature reviews. 

Researchers often devote considerable effort to identifying how apparently independent 

publications are connected across decades of intellectual development. The continuity 

exists, but it remains largely implicit, dispersed throughout an ever-growing body of 

literature whose internal architecture is not always immediately visible. 

The IDHUS Method proposes a different approach: rather than allowing 

conceptual genealogies to emerge accidentally through accumulated publications, the 

Research Atlas incorporates them directly into the architecture of the discipline. Every 

Research Line explicitly identifies its foundational dependencies, its conceptual 

relationships with neighbouring programmes, the constitutional principles from which it 

derives and the future directions towards which it is expected to evolve. The genealogy 
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of knowledge therefore becomes an intrinsic characteristic of scientific organisation 

rather than an historical reconstruction performed after the fact. 

This architectural visibility transforms the way researchers interact with the 

discipline. Entering a Research Line no longer means engaging with an isolated field of 

investigation. Instead, researchers immediately encounter the broader conceptual 

network within which that programme exists. They understand which foundational ideas 

support the programme, which parallel investigations may enrich its development, which 

unresolved questions remain shared across multiple Research Lines and which future 

collaborations may generate entirely new territories of inquiry. Scientific exploration 

therefore becomes increasingly systemic rather than progressively fragmented. 

Conceptual genealogies also preserve intellectual continuity across successive 

generations of research. As Working Papers mature into scientific articles, books, 

educational programmes and institutional applications, their conceptual origins remain 

permanently identifiable. Future developments never become detached from the 

programmes that originally generated them. Instead, every new contribution extends an 

already visible developmental pathway whose history remains embedded within the 

architecture of the discipline itself. Knowledge therefore retains both its historical depth 

and its future orientation simultaneously. 

The networked organisation of Research Lines likewise encourages 

interdisciplinary integration without sacrificing conceptual coherence. Institutional 

Cognition deliberately occupies a position at the intersection of governance studies, 

systems thinking, organisational theory, artificial intelligence, public administration, 

complexity science and cognitive science. Such diversity inevitably generates 

interactions between multiple domains of knowledge. Rather than treating these 

intersections as occasional interdisciplinary collaborations, the Research Atlas 

recognises them as permanent features of the discipline's cognitive architecture. 

Relationships between Research Lines are therefore expected rather than exceptional, 

forming part of the normal dynamics through which Institutional Cognition expands its 

explanatory capacity. 

This understanding also alters the role of scientific innovation. New ideas seldom 

emerge in complete isolation. More frequently, innovation results from the reorganisation 

of previously existing conceptual relationships, revealing patterns that had remained 

invisible while those concepts were examined separately. By preserving explicit 

conceptual genealogies, the IDHUS ecosystem increases the probability that such 

relationships become visible earlier, encouraging researchers to recognise opportunities 

for synthesis before fragmentation obscures their underlying unity. 

As the discipline continues to evolve, these conceptual networks will inevitably 

increase in richness and complexity. New Research Lines will emerge from existing 

programmes, mature concepts will generate specialised branches of investigation and 

previously distant scientific territories may gradually converge through unexpected 

theoretical developments. The architecture of the Research Atlas has been deliberately 

designed to accommodate this continuous expansion without requiring the 

reorganisation of its constitutional structure. The network grows organically while its 

underlying architecture remains stable. 

The preservation of conceptual genealogies ultimately reflects one of the deepest 

ambitions of the IDHUS Method: to ensure that scientific growth never comes at the 

expense of scientific memory. Every new idea should remain recognisably connected to 
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the intellectual pathway from which it emerged, just as every future development should 

contribute to the continuing evolution of the larger architecture to which it belongs. In this 

way, Institutional Cognition aspires not merely to accumulate knowledge, but to cultivate 

an organised cognitive network whose internal relationships become progressively more 

coherent, more visible and more intellectually productive across successive generations 

of scientific development. 

The Research Atlas should therefore be understood not simply as a map of 

scientific territories, but as a map of relationships. Its true purpose is not only to indicate 

where knowledge exists, but also to reveal how knowledge moves, how ideas transform 

one another and how the discipline itself gradually acquires the characteristics of a living 

cognitive system. It is within these conceptual networks that the long-term evolution of 

Institutional Cognition will ultimately find its greatest source of intellectual vitality. 
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Chapter 12  
Recursive Scientific 

Development 
 

Every scientific discipline must eventually confront a question that extends 

beyond the production of knowledge itself. It must ask how knowledge continues to 

evolve once its foundational principles have been established. Scientific history 

demonstrates that the long-term vitality of a discipline depends not only upon the 

originality of its theories but also upon the mechanisms through which those theories 

continue to generate new understanding across successive generations of inquiry. 

Without such mechanisms, even the most coherent conceptual frameworks gradually 

become static intellectual systems whose explanatory capacity expands only through 

occasional revision rather than through continuous development. 

The IDHUS Method approaches this challenge through the principle of Recursive 

Scientific Development. Recursion, within this context, should not be understood merely 

as the repetition of investigative procedures or the cyclical refinement of existing 

theories. It describes a far more comprehensive process through which scientific 

knowledge continuously reorganises itself while preserving its constitutional identity. 

Every new stage of investigation inherits the conceptual architecture established by 

previous generations, reorganises that architecture through increasingly sophisticated 

explanatory relationships and, in doing so, creates the intellectual conditions required for 

subsequent stages of development. Scientific evolution therefore proceeds neither 

through simple accumulation nor through repeated conceptual replacement, but through 

the recursive transformation of organised knowledge. 

This principle distinguishes Institutional Cognition from many conventional 

models of disciplinary growth. Scientific development is frequently represented as a 

sequence of independent discoveries connected retrospectively through historical 

interpretation. The IDHUS Method proposes instead that the relationships between 

successive discoveries should remain architecturally visible throughout the entire 

developmental process. Every investigation emerges from identifiable conceptual 

foundations, contributes to a clearly defined Research Line and simultaneously expands 

the future possibilities available to that programme of inquiry. Knowledge therefore 

evolves through explicitly organised continuity rather than through implicit historical 

reconstruction. 

Recursive development also alters the relationship between scientific stability 

and scientific innovation. Within many intellectual traditions, these two objectives appear 

to exist in tension. Stable theoretical frameworks may seem resistant to conceptual 

innovation, while rapid innovation may appear to threaten theoretical coherence. The 

recursive architecture of the IDHUS ecosystem seeks to reconcile these apparently 

opposing tendencies. Stability is preserved within the constitutional layers of the 

discipline, while innovation occurs continuously within the Research Lines that extend 

those foundations into new domains of inquiry. Rather than competing with one another, 

permanence and transformation become mutually reinforcing characteristics of the same 

scientific architecture. 
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An equally important consequence concerns the cumulative organisation of 

understanding. Conventional publication systems often encourage researchers to treat 

each contribution as a relatively self-contained intellectual achievement. Recursive 

Scientific Development adopts a different perspective. Every publication is conceived as 

one stage within a much longer developmental sequence whose future evolution has 

already been anticipated by the architecture of the Research Line. Scientific contributions 

therefore derive part of their significance from the conceptual possibilities they create for 

future investigations. Knowledge expands not only through the conclusions that 

publications reach, but through the questions they make possible. 

This generative quality represents one of the defining characteristics of recursive 

scientific systems. Mature knowledge does not merely provide answers; it continuously 

produces increasingly sophisticated questions. As Research Lines develop, their 

explanatory success reveals dimensions of institutional reality that were previously 

invisible. New conceptual relationships emerge, methodological possibilities multiply and 

entirely new programmes of inquiry become conceivable. Scientific growth therefore 

accelerates through its own internal organisation. The discipline becomes progressively 

more capable of generating its own future research agenda. 

Such recursive generation also transforms the function of the Research Atlas 

itself. The Atlas is not intended to describe a closed scientific territory whose boundaries 

have been permanently established. Instead, it provides the architectural conditions 

through which new territories may continuously emerge. Future Research Lines will 

inevitably appear as existing programmes mature. Previously independent domains may 

converge into larger conceptual frameworks, while emerging technologies and 

institutional transformations will reveal entirely new dimensions of Institutional Cognition 

requiring systematic investigation. The Atlas remains stable precisely because it has 

been designed to accommodate continual expansion rather than to restrict it. 

The recursive organisation of knowledge likewise strengthens the resilience of 

the discipline. Scientific communities inevitably experience generational change, 

institutional transformation and technological disruption. Individual researchers retire, 

methodologies evolve and previously dominant paradigms encounter new intellectual 

challenges. A discipline organised through recursive architectures is capable of 

integrating these transformations without sacrificing continuity because its identity 

resides not in particular publications or individual scholars but in the enduring 

relationships connecting successive generations of organised inquiry. Continuity 

becomes an architectural property rather than an historical accident. 

This perspective reflects a broader conception of scientific evolution itself. 

Knowledge is not viewed as a static repository of validated propositions but as an 

adaptive cognitive system possessing memory, learning capacity and developmental 

continuity. The discipline gradually acquires characteristics analogous to those exhibited 

by the institutions it investigates. It preserves its foundational identity, continuously 

reorganises its internal structures, integrates new information into existing conceptual 

architectures and progressively increases its capacity to interpret an increasingly 

complex organisational reality. Institutional Cognition therefore applies its own theoretical 

principles reflexively to the organisation of its scientific development. 

The implications of this approach extend beyond the boundaries of the discipline 

itself. Recursive Scientific Development suggests that scientific progress may be 

understood less as the accumulation of isolated discoveries and more as the continuous 

evolution of organised cognitive ecosystems. Research programmes become 
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environments within which knowledge develops through structured interaction rather 

than through independent acts of publication. Scientific communities evolve not simply 

because they produce more information but because they cultivate architectures capable 

of transforming information into increasingly integrated understanding. 

For this reason, recursion should be regarded not merely as a methodological 

characteristic of Layer 2 but as one of the constitutional principles governing the long-

term evolution of Institutional Cognition. Every Research Series, every Research Line, 

every Working Paper and every subsequent scientific output participates in the same 

recursive architecture. Each level inherits the achievements of previous generations, 

reorganises them into more sophisticated explanatory structures and simultaneously 

prepares the conceptual conditions required for future development. Scientific evolution 

becomes a continuous process of organised self-transformation whose coherence is 

preserved through architecture rather than through repetition. 

The future growth of Institutional Cognition will therefore depend not primarily 

upon the quantity of research it produces, but upon the quality of the recursive 

relationships that connect successive generations of scientific development. As long as 

those relationships remain visible, coherent and architecturally organised, the discipline 

will possess the capacity to expand indefinitely without losing the constitutional identity 

established by the Canon or the foundational architecture articulated throughout 

Programme I. In this sense, Recursive Scientific Development is more than a 

methodological principle; it is the cognitive mechanism through which Institutional 

Cognition remains permanently capable of learning, adapting and evolving as a living 

scientific discipline. 
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PART IV  
Connections with the 

IDHUS Research 

Ecosystem 
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Chapter 13  
Relationship with the 

Canon 
 

Every scientific discipline requires a stable point of reference capable of 

preserving its conceptual identity throughout successive generations of intellectual 

development. Without such stability, scientific evolution gradually risks becoming 

indistinguishable from conceptual dispersion, as new ideas accumulate without a clearly 

identifiable framework capable of maintaining their coherence. Innovation alone is 

therefore insufficient to sustain the long-term development of a discipline. Innovation 

must occur within an architecture whose foundational principles remain recognisable 

despite the continual expansion of scientific knowledge. 

Within the IDHUS scientific ecosystem, this role is performed by the Canon. The 

IDHUS Canon constitutes the constitutional layer of Institutional Cognition. It establishes 

the permanent principles that define the identity of the discipline, articulates its 

fundamental methodological assumptions and determines the conceptual architecture 

within which every subsequent stage of scientific development takes place. Unlike the 

layers that follow it, the Canon is not intended to evolve continuously. Its purpose is 

precisely the opposite. It provides the stable constitutional framework that allows all other 

components of the ecosystem to develop recursively without sacrificing intellectual 

continuity. 

The relationship between the Research Atlas and the Canon must therefore be 

understood as constitutional rather than operational. The Atlas does not reinterpret the 

Canon, extend its constitutional principles or introduce alternative foundational concepts. 

Instead, it assumes the validity of the constitutional architecture already established and 

organises the future exploration of the scientific territory made possible by that 

architecture. The distinction is subtle but essential. Constitutional documents define the 

conditions under which the discipline exists. The Research Atlas defines the conditions 

under which that discipline investigates. 

This separation preserves one of the central architectural principles of the IDHUS 

Method: permanence and development must remain conceptually distinct while 

functioning recursively as components of a single scientific system. 

If constitutional principles were modified whenever new research questions 

emerged, the discipline would gradually lose the stability necessary for cumulative 

scientific development. Conversely, if future investigation were artificially restricted in 

order to preserve the apparent completeness of the constitutional framework, scientific 

innovation would inevitably stagnate. The relationship between the Canon and the 

Research Atlas has therefore been designed to reconcile these two requirements 

simultaneously. The Canon provides stability. The Atlas provides expansion. Together 

they establish the equilibrium upon which the long-term evolution of Institutional 

Cognition depends. 
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Every element contained within Layer 2 ultimately derives its legitimacy from this 

constitutional foundation. Research Series define territories that become scientifically 

meaningful because they investigate dimensions of Institutional Cognition already 

recognised by the Canon. Research Lines formulate long-term programmes of inquiry 

whose conceptual identity remains anchored to constitutional principles rather than 

emerging independently of them. Working Papers extend specific dimensions of those 

programmes while preserving explicit connections with the foundational architecture 

from which their scientific authority originates. Even when entirely new concepts emerge, 

their integration into the discipline occurs through dialogue with constitutional principles 

rather than through conceptual isolation. 

The Canon therefore performs a function comparable to that of an organising 

grammar within a language. Individual sentences may express an unlimited diversity of 

meanings, yet their intelligibility depends upon a stable grammatical structure that 

remains comparatively constant across countless acts of communication. In an 

analogous manner, the Research Atlas enables an unlimited diversity of scientific 

exploration while the Canon preserves the underlying conceptual grammar through 

which that exploration remains recognisably part of Institutional Cognition. Diversity of 

knowledge and unity of architecture become mutually reinforcing characteristics rather 

than opposing tendencies. 

An equally important consequence concerns scientific continuity across time. The 

future development of Institutional Cognition will inevitably involve new technologies, 

emerging institutional forms, novel governance challenges and scientific questions that 

cannot presently be anticipated. Many future Research Lines will investigate realities 

entirely absent from contemporary institutional life. Nevertheless, those investigations 

will continue to derive their constitutional coherence from principles established long 

before those new realities emerged. The Canon therefore functions not as a historical 

document tied to a particular period, but as a constitutional architecture sufficiently 

abstract and sufficiently robust to support generations of future scientific development. 

This relationship also clarifies the exceptional nature of constitutional revision. 

Because the Research Atlas has been specifically designed to absorb continual scientific 

expansion, most conceptual innovation should occur entirely within Layer 2 without 

requiring modification of the constitutional framework itself. New Research Lines may 

appear, existing programmes may diversify and previously unforeseen domains of 

inquiry may gradually become central to the discipline, yet none of these developments 

necessarily implies that the constitutional architecture has become inadequate. Revision 

of the Canon should therefore remain an exceptional scientific event reserved for those 

rare circumstances in which the permanent identity of the discipline itself genuinely 

requires reconsideration. The ordinary mechanism of scientific evolution is expansion, 

not constitutional replacement. 

From this perspective, the Research Atlas performs an important protective 

function. By providing a sufficiently rich and flexible environment for continuous scientific 

exploration, it reduces unnecessary pressure upon the constitutional layer. Researchers 

need not transform every emerging concept into a foundational principle because the 

architecture already provides appropriate spaces within which specialised investigation 

may mature. The Atlas therefore safeguards both the stability of the Canon and the 

freedom of scientific exploration simultaneously. 

Ultimately, the relationship between the Canon and the Research Atlas reflects 

the broader philosophy upon which the entire IDHUS ecosystem has been constructed. 
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Permanent principles establish identity. Organised research generates development. 

Recursive interaction preserves continuity. Neither layer can fulfil the function of the 

other, yet both depend upon one another for the long-term vitality of the discipline. 

Without the Canon, the Atlas would lack constitutional coherence. Without the Atlas, the 

Canon would possess stability but no organised mechanism through which its 

explanatory potential could continue expanding. 

The future evolution of Institutional Cognition will therefore depend upon 

maintaining this constitutional dialogue between permanence and exploration. The 

Canon will continue to provide the enduring identity of the discipline, while the Research 

Atlas will continuously reveal new intellectual territories within which that identity may 

express its explanatory power. Together they establish the first and most fundamental 

relationship governing the architecture of scientific evolution within the IDHUS Method. 

 



Research Atlas – Volume 0 

© IDHUS Institute                                                                         51 
 

Chapter 14  
Relationship with 

Programme I 
 

If the IDHUS Canon provides the constitutional identity of Institutional Cognition, 

Programme I provides its foundational scientific architecture. Together, these two layers 

establish the permanent framework within which the discipline exists and through which 

its future evolution becomes possible. Yet while the Canon defines the principles that 

govern the discipline, Programme I performs a different and equally indispensable 

function. It transforms those constitutional principles into an organised body of scientific 

knowledge capable of explaining institutions as cognitive systems. The relationship 

between the Research Atlas and Programme I therefore represents the transition from 

foundational explanation to continuous scientific exploration. 

This relationship should not be understood as a simple chronological succession. 

Programme I is often described as the first completed research programme of the IDHUS 

Institute, an observation that is historically correct but scientifically incomplete. Although 

the ten Research Validation Papers constitute a finite collection of publications, the 

conceptual architectures they establish are not closed intellectual achievements whose 

significance belongs exclusively to the past. On the contrary, they remain permanently 

active components of the discipline. Every subsequent Research Line derives part of its 

conceptual identity from one or more of the explanatory frameworks originally developed 

throughout Programme I. The foundational programme therefore continues to evolve 

indirectly through the specialised investigations that progressively extend its concepts 

into new scientific territories. 

In this sense, Programme I never truly ends.Its publications reach completion, 

but the scientific architectures they introduce continue to generate new questions whose 

investigation becomes the responsibility of Layer 2. The completion of the foundational 

programme therefore represents not the conclusion of a research process but the 

beginning of an indefinitely expanding landscape of scientific exploration. Each 

Research Line may be understood as one possible developmental trajectory emerging 

from conceptual structures first established by the Research Validation Papers. 

Programme I thus functions simultaneously as the culmination of the discipline's 

foundational phase and as the point of departure for its future intellectual evolution. 

The Research Atlas has been specifically designed to preserve this continuity. 

Every Research Series extends conceptual territories introduced by the foundational 

programme. Every Research Line explicitly identifies the Research Validation Papers 

upon which its scientific identity depends. Every Working Paper develops questions that 

remain recognisably connected to those earlier conceptual architectures, even as they 

progressively acquire greater theoretical sophistication, methodological complexity and 

practical relevance. The genealogy of scientific knowledge therefore remains visible 

across the transition from foundational theory to specialised investigation. Layer 2 does 

not replace Programme I; it recursively unfolds its explanatory potential. 
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This architectural continuity produces several important consequences: first, it 

preserves conceptual coherence across the expanding literature of Institutional 

Cognition. Future researchers will not encounter specialised publications detached from 

their theoretical origins. Instead, every Research Line will maintain explicit references to 

the foundational concepts from which it emerged, allowing the intellectual history of each 

programme to remain permanently transparent. 

Second, the relationship prevents unnecessary duplication of foundational work. 

Because Programme I already establishes the principal conceptual architecture of the 

discipline, subsequent investigations are not required to reconstruct its theoretical 

foundations repeatedly. Research Lines begin from an already validated explanatory 

framework and direct their attention towards questions of refinement, extension, 

operationalisation and application. Intellectual energy is therefore invested in expanding 

knowledge rather than continually re-establishing previously validated principles. 

Third, Programme I provides a common conceptual language through which 

different Research Lines remain mutually intelligible. Although specialised programmes 

will gradually develop increasingly sophisticated vocabularies adapted to their own 

domains of inquiry, they continue to share a common theoretical grammar inherited from 

the foundational programme. This shared language enables interdisciplinary dialogue 

across the entire Research Atlas, ensuring that increasing specialisation does not result 

in conceptual fragmentation. 

The recursive relationship between Programme I and Layer 2 also illustrates one 

of the defining characteristics of the IDHUS Method. Foundational research is not 

regarded as a static repository of concepts awaiting occasional citation. Instead, it 

functions as a continuously active cognitive infrastructure supporting every subsequent 

stage of scientific development. Theoretical architectures originally introduced within the 

Research Validation Papers remain permanently available for reinterpretation, extension 

and integration as new Research Lines progressively expand the explanatory landscape 

of Institutional Cognition. Foundations therefore remain intellectually productive long 

after their initial publication. 

An equally important consequence concerns the long-term stability of the 

discipline. Scientific fields frequently experience periods during which specialised 

research gradually diverges from its original theoretical foundations, producing 

increasingly independent subfields whose conceptual relationships become difficult to 

reconstruct. The architecture established by the Research Atlas has been deliberately 

designed to avoid such fragmentation. Because every Research Line explicitly records 

its foundational dependencies, conceptual continuity remains embedded within the 

structure of the discipline itself. Specialisation increases indefinitely while intellectual 

unity is preserved. 

This continuity also transforms the historical significance of the Research 

Validation Papers. They should not be regarded merely as the first publications produced 

by the IDHUS Institute. Rather, they constitute the permanent conceptual roots from 

which the entire future research ecosystem continues to grow. Their scientific value 

therefore increases rather than diminishes as the discipline expands. Every new 

Research Line, every Working Paper and every mature scientific article further 

demonstrates the generative capacity of the foundational architectures established 

throughout Programme I. 
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The relationship between the Research Atlas and Programme I may therefore be 

understood as analogous to that between a mature tree and its root system. The visible 

growth of branches, leaves and new structures does not replace the roots from which 

they originate. On the contrary, each new stage of growth continuously depends upon 

the stability, nourishment and organisational coherence provided by those deeper 

structures. Likewise, the increasingly diverse programmes of inquiry developed within 

Layer 2 derive their intellectual vitality from the conceptual foundations established by 

Programme I, even as they extend far beyond the specific questions originally addressed 

by the Research Validation Papers. 

The future evolution of Institutional Cognition will consequently be characterised 

not by a succession of disconnected research programmes but by the recursive 

expansion of a single, continuously developing scientific architecture. Programme I 

established the foundations. The Research Atlas organises their future exploration. 

Together they ensure that the discipline remains simultaneously stable in its identity and 

unlimited in its capacity for scientific growth. It is precisely this continuity between 

foundation and exploration that allows Institutional Cognition to develop as a coherent 

intellectual tradition rather than as an accumulation of independent research initiatives. 
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Chapter 15  
Relationship with 

Scientific Articles 
 

The architecture of the IDHUS scientific ecosystem deliberately distinguishes 

between the generation of knowledge and its formal communication. Although these two 

activities are frequently treated as synonymous within conventional academic 

environments, they fulfil fundamentally different functions in the long-term evolution of a 

scientific discipline. Knowledge develops through sustained programmes of inquiry 

extending across successive generations of investigation. Scientific articles, by contrast, 

communicate mature stages of that development to the broader scholarly community. 

Confusing these two functions risks transforming publication into the primary objective 

of research rather than recognising publication as one expression of an ongoing process 

of intellectual maturation. 

Within the IDHUS Method, Layer 2 and Layer 3 therefore occupy complementary 

rather than competing positions. 

Layer 2 provides the environment within which scientific ideas emerge, evolve, 

mature and become progressively integrated through the recursive development of 

Research Lines. Layer 3 begins only when a particular dimension of that development 

has acquired sufficient conceptual coherence, methodological refinement and 

explanatory significance to contribute meaningfully to broader academic discourse. The 

transition from Working Paper to scientific article should consequently be understood not 

as the continuation of research but as the external communication of research that has 

already achieved an appropriate level of maturity. 

This distinction transforms the role traditionally assigned to academic publication. 

In many research environments, scientific articles constitute the primary organisational 

unit of scholarly activity. Research projects are frequently designed with publication as 

their immediate objective, while conceptual development often occurs within the limited 

scope required to produce individual manuscripts. Such an approach undoubtedly 

generates valuable scientific contributions, yet it may also encourage fragmentation, 

conceptual duplication and the premature dissemination of ideas whose broader 

theoretical implications have not yet been fully explored. 

The IDHUS ecosystem adopts an alternative sequence. Research Lines provide 

the permanent intellectual environment within which concepts may develop without the 

immediate constraints imposed by publication formats, editorial limitations or disciplinary 

conventions. Working Papers document successive stages of conceptual maturation, 

allowing complex scientific questions to evolve across multiple generations of 

investigation. Only after these recursive processes have produced sufficiently stable 

explanatory architectures are selected dimensions distilled into scientific articles 

intended for external validation, discussion and integration within the wider academic 

community. 
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The scientific article therefore represents a moment of crystallisation rather than 

a point of origin. Its function is to communicate one mature aspect of a Research Line 

without attempting to reproduce the entirety of the conceptual programme from which it 

emerged. The broader developmental history remains documented within the Research 

Line Charter and the successive generations of Working Papers, while the article 

presents those elements most relevant to a particular scholarly audience, disciplinary 

debate or empirical contribution. Layer 3 thus becomes an interface between the internal 

evolution of Institutional Cognition and the wider international research community. 

This architecture also encourages greater conceptual precision because Working 

Papers are not constrained by the expectations associated with conventional journal 

publication, so researchers are able to investigate complex theoretical relationships with 

greater depth, continuity and architectural coherence before selecting the specific 

contributions most appropriate for external dissemination. Scientific articles 

consequently benefit from a substantially richer conceptual environment than would 

ordinarily be available if research were organised directly around publication itself. 

External communication becomes the consequence of mature understanding rather than 

the mechanism through which understanding is expected to emerge. 

An equally important consequence concerns the cumulative quality of scientific 

production. Research Lines may generate numerous Working Papers across several 

generations before producing their first peer-reviewed article. Conversely, a mature 

programme may eventually produce multiple articles, each communicating different 

dimensions of the same evolving conceptual architecture. Scientific publication therefore 

becomes flexible without sacrificing coherence. Articles are no longer isolated 

achievements but complementary expressions of a continuing programme of inquiry 

whose deeper developmental logic remains preserved within Layer 2. 

The relationship between Layers 2 and 3 likewise strengthens scientific 

traceability. Every article can be situated within its complete conceptual genealogy. 

Researchers are able to identify the Research Line from which it originated, the Working 

Papers through which its ideas matured, the foundational Research Validation Papers 

upon which it depends and the constitutional principles ultimately supporting its 

theoretical assumptions. The scientific article therefore occupies a clearly identifiable 

position within the broader architecture of Institutional Cognition rather than existing as 

an independent contribution detached from its developmental history. 

This genealogical transparency offers significant advantages for cumulative 

scientific development. Future investigators wishing to extend, critique or reinterpret a 

published article gain immediate access to the wider conceptual programme from which 

it emerged. Rather than reconstructing theoretical context exclusively through literature 

reviews, they encounter an explicitly organised developmental pathway documenting 

how the underlying concepts evolved over successive generations of research. Scientific 

dialogue therefore occurs within a richer and more coherent intellectual environment. 

The architecture established by the IDHUS Method also encourages a more 

balanced relationship between internal and external scientific validation. 

Working Papers allow ideas to mature through recursive conceptual development 

inside the organised research ecosystem of the Institute. Scientific articles subsequently 

expose selected aspects of those mature developments to peer review, disciplinary 

debate and independent scholarly evaluation. Internal coherence and external validation 

thus become complementary stages of the same developmental process rather than 



Research Atlas – Volume 0 

© IDHUS Institute                                                                         56 
 

alternative approaches to scientific legitimacy. The discipline continuously strengthens 

itself through the interaction between its own recursive architecture and the critical 

perspectives of the wider academic community. 

Ultimately, Layer 3 should not be regarded as a separate programme of 

investigation but as the public scientific expression of knowledge whose primary 

development has already taken place elsewhere. The intellectual life of the discipline 

remains centred upon its Research Lines; scientific articles communicate the most 

mature achievements of those programmes to audiences extending beyond the Institute 

itself. In this way, the architecture preserves both the depth required for sustained 

theoretical development and the openness necessary for meaningful participation within 

international scientific discourse. 

The relationship between the Research Atlas and Layer 3 therefore illustrates 

one of the central ambitions of the IDHUS Method: to separate the generation of 

knowledge from its dissemination while ensuring that both remain permanently 

connected through explicit conceptual genealogies. Research develops recursively 

within organised programmes of inquiry; scientific articles communicate the mature fruits 

of that development to the wider scholarly community. Together they transform 

publication from the objective of research into one of the principal mechanisms through 

which organised scientific knowledge contributes to the continuing evolution of human 

understanding. 

 



Research Atlas – Volume 0 

© IDHUS Institute                                                                         57 
 

Chapter 16  
Relationship with Books 

and Educational 

Programmes 
 

The evolution of scientific knowledge does not conclude when research findings 

have been communicated through peer-reviewed publications. Scientific articles fulfil an 

essential role by validating, disseminating and discussing mature developments within 

the broader academic community, yet their format inevitably reflects the objectives of 

scholarly communication rather than those of conceptual integration or educational 

transmission. As disciplines mature, they require additional forms of publication capable 

of synthesising extensive bodies of research into coherent intellectual frameworks that 

may support long-term learning, interdisciplinary understanding and practical application. 

Within the IDHUS scientific ecosystem, this function is performed through books 

and educational programmes. These forms of knowledge should not be interpreted as 

simplified versions of previous research, nor as secondary products created merely to 

increase the visibility of scientific work. Instead, they represent distinct stages in the 

recursive evolution of organised knowledge. If Working Papers cultivate conceptual 

development and scientific articles communicate mature discoveries, books and 

educational programmes integrate those discoveries into comprehensive structures 

capable of supporting sustained intellectual formation. Their purpose is therefore not 

simply to disseminate information but to reorganise validated knowledge into 

increasingly accessible and systematically connected forms. 

This distinction reflects an important characteristic of recursive scientific 

development. Knowledge changes as it moves through different layers of the ecosystem. 

Within Research Lines, concepts remain closely associated with the questions 

that originally generated them. Scientific articles communicate selected aspects of those 

concepts in response to particular disciplinary debates or empirical contributions. Books 

subsequently transcend these individual investigations by reconstructing broader 

conceptual architectures that reveal relationships extending across multiple Research 

Lines, Research Series and even successive research programmes. Educational 

programmes perform a further transformation, reorganising those integrated conceptual 

structures into progressive learning experiences through which new generations of 

researchers, practitioners and institutional leaders may acquire the discipline in a 

coherent and systematic manner. 

Each stage therefore contributes something qualitatively different. 

Books are not compilations of articles. 

Educational programmes are not summaries of books. 

Every transition involves a genuine process of intellectual reorganisation. 
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Concepts originally developed within specialised Research Lines become 

integrated into increasingly comprehensive explanatory frameworks. Independent 

investigations reveal their deeper conceptual relationships. Methodologies originating in 

different programmes become components of unified analytical systems. The 

architecture of the discipline gradually becomes visible not only to specialised 

researchers but also to those approaching Institutional Cognition for the first time. 

This capacity for conceptual integration distinguishes mature scientific disciplines 

from collections of specialised literature. A field achieves intellectual maturity when its 

knowledge can be reorganised repeatedly without losing coherence. The same 

conceptual architecture that supports advanced theoretical investigation must also be 

capable of informing university education, executive training, institutional capacity 

building and interdisciplinary dialogue. Such adaptability is possible only when the 

underlying research has been organised through coherent Research Lines whose 

genealogies remain explicitly documented throughout their evolution. 

The relationship between Layer 2 and educational development is therefore 

considerably deeper than a conventional transfer of research into teaching materials. 

Educational programmes inherit the architecture of the discipline itself. Courses are 

organised according to validated conceptual structures rather than temporary 

instructional preferences. Learning pathways reflect the developmental logic through 

which the discipline has evolved. Students encounter Institutional Cognition not as an 

accumulation of isolated theories but as an organised cognitive system whose 

architecture mirrors the recursive development of the research ecosystem from which it 

originated. Education thus becomes another expression of scientific coherence rather 

than an independent pedagogical activity detached from ongoing investigation. 

This relationship also transforms the role of books within the IDHUS Institute. 

Rather than serving as isolated scholarly publications, books become integrative 

milestones documenting periods of conceptual maturity achieved across multiple 

Research Lines. A monograph may synthesise several generations of investigation 

within a single Research Series. A broader volume may integrate developments 

originating across numerous Series in order to construct increasingly comprehensive 

interpretations of institutional cognition. Books therefore provide intellectual 

consolidation without interrupting the continuing evolution of the Research Lines from 

which their content originally emerged. Integration complements recursion rather than 

replacing it. 

An equally significant consequence concerns the long-term preservation of 

scientific knowledge. Research ecosystems extending across decades inevitably 

generate increasing conceptual complexity. Without periodic integration, specialised 

investigations risk becoming progressively inaccessible even to researchers working 

within neighbouring domains of the same discipline. Books and educational programmes 

counterbalance this tendency by periodically reorganising mature knowledge into 

coherent architectures that preserve accessibility while maintaining conceptual 

sophistication. They ensure that cumulative growth remains intelligible rather than 

overwhelming. 

This integrative function also supports the international development of 

Institutional Cognition. As the discipline expands geographically and linguistically, books 

provide comprehensive reference works capable of introducing the theoretical 

architecture to new academic communities. Educational programmes translate those 

architectures into structured curricula suitable for universities, public administrations, 
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international organisations and professional training environments. The recursive 

evolution of research therefore becomes progressively accessible to audiences whose 

primary objective is understanding and application rather than participation in specialised 

theoretical investigation. 

Ultimately, the relationship between the Research Atlas and books or educational 

programmes illustrates another defining principle of the IDHUS Method: knowledge is 

not merely communicated as it evolves; it is continually reorganised according to the 

purposes it is intended to fulfil. Research generates conceptual innovation. Scientific 

articles validate and disseminate mature developments. Books integrate expanding 

bodies of knowledge into coherent intellectual frameworks. Educational programmes 

cultivate new generations capable of continuing the recursive development of the 

discipline. Each layer preserves continuity with the previous one while simultaneously 

transforming knowledge into forms appropriate for increasingly broader communities of 

inquiry and practice. 

In this way, Institutional Cognition aspires not only to produce scientific research 

but also to cultivate an enduring intellectual tradition. The ultimate measure of a discipline 

is not simply the originality of its theories but its capacity to educate successive 

generations capable of extending those theories through new cycles of organised 

investigation. Books and educational programmes therefore represent not the conclusion 

of scientific development but the mechanisms through which the discipline continuously 

renews its own future. 
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Chapter 17  
Relationship with 

Institutional Applications 
 

The ultimate significance of a scientific discipline is determined not only by its 

capacity to explain reality but also by its ability to illuminate, transform and improve the 

systems it seeks to understand. Throughout the history of science, theoretical advances 

have repeatedly reshaped engineering, medicine, economics, public administration, 

education and countless other domains of human activity. Such transformation does not 

occur because scientific knowledge abandons its theoretical character. Rather, it occurs 

because mature conceptual architectures eventually become capable of informing 

practical decision-making without sacrificing their intellectual integrity. 

Institutional Cognition has been conceived with this long-term ambition from its 

earliest formulation. Its purpose has never been limited to constructing a new theoretical 

vocabulary for describing institutions. Instead, the discipline seeks to understand how 

organised systems perceive, learn, remember, decide, adapt and evolve so that these 

cognitive capacities may eventually be strengthened through deliberate institutional 

design. Scientific explanation and institutional improvement therefore represent 

complementary dimensions of a single intellectual project rather than separate objectives 

pursued independently of one another. 

The relationship between the Research Atlas and institutional application reflects 

this philosophy. Layer 2 does not investigate practical problems directly in the manner of 

consultancy projects or policy recommendations. Its function is considerably more 

fundamental. By cultivating permanent Research Lines dedicated to the systematic 

exploration of institutional cognition, the Atlas progressively generates the conceptual 

architectures from which future practical frameworks may emerge. Applications are 

therefore not developed independently of research. They evolve as mature expressions 

of research that has already undergone sustained recursive development, theoretical 

refinement and scientific validation. This sequence preserves an essential 

methodological principle. 

Institutional practice should emerge from organised knowledge rather than 

preceding it. Many contemporary innovation initiatives begin by identifying practical 

challenges and subsequently seeking theoretical justification for proposed interventions. 

The IDHUS Method deliberately reverses this order. Long-term conceptual investigation 

precedes institutional implementation. Practical frameworks arise only after Research 

Lines have achieved sufficient maturity to support reliable interpretation, methodological 

consistency and explanatory depth. Institutional innovation therefore becomes 

knowledge-driven rather than opportunity-driven. 

Such an approach strengthens both scientific integrity and practical 

effectiveness. Frameworks developed through mature Research Lines inherit the 

accumulated understanding generated across multiple generations of investigation. 

Their conceptual assumptions remain explicitly connected to constitutional principles, 

foundational theories, Working Papers and peer-reviewed scientific articles. Institutional 
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applications therefore possess transparent intellectual genealogies rather than 

depending solely upon professional experience, organisational intuition or temporary 

policy trends. Every practical methodology remains traceable to the scientific 

architectures from which it originated. 

This genealogical continuity also facilitates continuous improvement. Because 

institutional applications remain connected to their originating Research Lines, practical 

experience can generate new scientific questions whose investigation subsequently 

refines the conceptual frameworks upon which those applications depend. The 

relationship between research and practice therefore becomes genuinely recursive. 

Institutions inform science through the challenges encountered during implementation, 

while science continuously strengthens institutional capacity through progressively more 

sophisticated explanatory models. Knowledge flows in both directions without dissolving 

the distinction between theoretical investigation and practical application. 

The diversity of future institutional applications is expected to increase 

significantly as the discipline matures. Research originating within different Series of the 

Research Atlas may eventually contribute to strategic governance models, adaptive 

public administration, institutional diagnostic systems, cognitive capability assessments, 

organisational learning frameworks, hybrid human–artificial intelligence architectures, 

foresight methodologies, decision-support environments and entirely new forms of 

institutional design that cannot yet be fully anticipated. The architecture deliberately 

avoids limiting future applications to predefined sectors because the explanatory scope 

of Institutional Cognition is itself expected to expand continuously through recursive 

scientific development. 

Importantly, the emergence of practical applications does not represent the final 

stage of the discipline in a linear sense. Institutional implementation generates new 

observations, reveals unforeseen organisational dynamics and exposes theoretical 

assumptions to increasingly complex real-world conditions. These experiences return to 

the Research Lines as new objects of scientific investigation, initiating further cycles of 

conceptual refinement and methodological innovation. The architecture therefore 

remains permanently open. Application concludes one developmental cycle only by 

initiating the next. 

This recursive relationship distinguishes Institutional Cognition from disciplines 

that maintain rigid separation between theoretical research and professional practice. 

Within the IDHUS ecosystem, neither domain possesses epistemological priority over 

the other. Theory provides explanatory depth and conceptual coherence. Practice 

provides experiential richness and continuous opportunities for refinement. Together 

they participate in a shared architecture of organised learning whose objective is the 

progressive improvement of institutional cognition across increasingly diverse 

organisational environments. 

The long-term ambition of the IDHUS Institute therefore extends beyond the 

publication of research or the education of future specialists. It seeks to contribute to the 

evolution of institutions themselves. Governments, public administrations, international 

organisations, universities, regulatory bodies and complex organisational systems may 

all eventually benefit from conceptual frameworks originating within the recursive 

development of the Research Atlas. Scientific knowledge thereby fulfils one of its highest 

purposes: becoming a source of enduring institutional capability rather than remaining 

confined to academic discourse alone. 
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This perspective also reinforces the unity of the entire IDHUS scientific 

ecosystem: the Canon establishes constitutional principles. Programme I constructs 

foundational theory. The Research Atlas organises long-term scientific exploration. 

Working Papers cultivate conceptual maturity. Scientific articles validate mature 

developments. Books integrate expanding knowledge. Educational programmes prepare 

future generations of researchers and practitioners. Institutional applications translate 

this accumulated understanding into organised forms of cognitive capability capable of 

strengthening the adaptive intelligence of real institutions. Every layer performs a distinct 

function, yet each derives its meaning from its relationship with the others. The 

ecosystem operates not as a sequence of disconnected publications but as a 

continuously evolving architecture of scientific and institutional development. 

The relationship between the Research Atlas and institutional applications 

therefore completes the intellectual trajectory initiated by the IDHUS Canon. What began 

as a constitutional vision of Institutional Cognition ultimately becomes a living process 

through which organised knowledge contributes to the continuous improvement of 

organised intelligence itself. In this recursive convergence between scientific 

understanding and institutional evolution lies the broader purpose of the IDHUS Method: 

not simply to study how institutions think, learn and adapt, but to create the scientific 

conditions through which they may progressively do so with greater coherence, 

resilience and collective intelligence across the generations to come. 
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PART V  
The Future Evolution of 

Institutional Cognition 
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Chapter 18  
Institutional Cognition as a 

Living Scientific Discipline 
 

Every scientific discipline begins as an intellectual proposition. A limited number 

of concepts are introduced, a methodological perspective is articulated and an initial 

explanatory framework is established to distinguish the emerging field from existing 

domains of knowledge. During this formative stage, the principal objective is the 

construction of identity. The discipline must demonstrate that it possesses sufficient 

conceptual coherence to justify its existence as an autonomous field of scientific inquiry. 

Yet no discipline fulfils its long-term purpose simply by achieving this initial stability. 

Scientific identity represents the beginning of intellectual life rather than its culmination. 

A discipline becomes truly alive only when it acquires the capacity to continue 

generating knowledge beyond the intentions of its founders. This distinction is 

fundamental: many theoretical systems achieve remarkable internal coherence yet 

remain historically limited because their conceptual architecture offers few opportunities 

for sustained future development. Once their principal explanatory structures have been 

established, subsequent investigation consists largely of interpretation, commentary or 

incremental refinement. Their intellectual trajectory gradually converges towards 

preservation rather than exploration. Such systems may retain considerable historical 

importance, but they no longer function as living scientific environments capable of 

continuously expanding their explanatory horizons. 

Institutional Cognition has been conceived according to a different ambition. From 

its earliest constitutional formulation, the discipline has sought not merely to construct a 

coherent theoretical architecture but to establish the conditions under which that 

architecture could remain permanently capable of scientific growth. The completion of 

the Canon and Programme I therefore does not signify that the principal intellectual work 

has already been accomplished. Rather, it demonstrates that the discipline has reached 

the threshold at which sustained recursive development becomes possible. The 

foundations have been established precisely so that future generations may investigate 

questions that the founding generation itself could neither anticipate nor completely 

formulate. 

Life, within a scientific discipline, should therefore be understood as the 

continuous capacity for organised intellectual self-renewal. A living discipline does not 

simply accumulate publications. It continually reorganises its own understanding in 

response to new evidence, emerging technologies, changing institutional realities and 

increasingly sophisticated conceptual relationships. At the same time, it preserves 

sufficient constitutional stability to ensure that each new generation of knowledge 

remains recognisably connected to the intellectual tradition from which it emerged. 

Scientific vitality is thus expressed through the dynamic equilibrium between 

permanence and transformation rather than through either characteristic considered 

independently. 
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The architecture of the IDHUS Method has been deliberately designed to sustain 

precisely this equilibrium. 

The Canon preserves constitutional identity. 

Programme I establishes foundational explanatory structures. 

The Research Atlas organises the permanent territories of scientific exploration. 

Research Lines cultivate long-term programmes of inquiry. 

Working Papers progressively mature organised knowledge. 

Scientific articles expose mature developments to external scholarly dialogue. 

Books integrate expanding conceptual architectures. 

Educational programmes prepare future generations of researchers. 

Institutional applications translate organised knowledge into adaptive capability. 

Together, these layers create an ecosystem whose principal function is not merely 

to produce publications but to ensure that scientific development itself becomes 

continuous, coherent and recursively organised across time. 

The concept of a living discipline also transforms the meaning of scientific 

continuity. Continuity should not be confused with resistance to change, nor should 

innovation be interpreted as the abandonment of previous knowledge. 

Within Institutional Cognition, continuity exists because every new conceptual 

development preserves explicit relationships with the constitutional and foundational 

architectures from which it originated. Innovation emerges because those same 

architectures have been deliberately designed to generate further exploration rather than 

to restrict it. Stability and creativity therefore cease to appear as competing scientific 

values. Each becomes a necessary condition for the other. 

This recursive understanding also alters the relationship between generations of 

researchers. Scientific disciplines frequently experience intellectual discontinuities as 

successive generations adopt different theoretical priorities, methodological preferences 

or institutional contexts. Such diversity is both inevitable and desirable. The challenge 

lies not in preventing intellectual change but in preserving sufficient architectural 

continuity to ensure that each generation inherits an organised cognitive environment 

rather than an accumulation of disconnected publications. The IDHUS ecosystem 

addresses this challenge by embedding scientific memory directly within its constitutional 

documents, Research Lines and conceptual genealogies. Researchers inherit 

programmes of inquiry rather than isolated texts. They become participants in continuing 

intellectual trajectories whose future remains permanently open. 

The vitality of a discipline is likewise reflected in its ability to create questions that 

did not previously exist. Foundational theories answer the problems that originally 

motivated their development. Living disciplines subsequently reveal entirely new classes 

of questions whose existence becomes visible only because earlier investigations have 

transformed the conceptual landscape. Institutional Cognition aspires to this form of 

generative evolution. Each mature Research Line should not merely solve existing 

scientific problems but create new territories of inquiry requiring further generations of 

recursive investigation. Scientific success is therefore measured not by the closure of 

inquiry but by the disciplined expansion of intellectual possibility. 
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This generative capacity also distinguishes living disciplines from completed 

intellectual systems. 

Completed systems seek conceptual closure. 

Living disciplines cultivate organised openness. 

Their objective is not to eliminate uncertainty but to transform uncertainty into 

structured programmes of future investigation. Every mature concept reveals further 

conceptual horizons. Every explanatory achievement creates new opportunities for 

theoretical integration. Every institutional application generates additional questions 

concerning adaptation, complexity and cognitive evolution. The discipline remains 

permanently unfinished precisely because its architecture has been designed to learn 

continuously from its own development. 

The Research Atlas provides the environment within which this organised 

openness becomes possible. Rather than defining the limits of Institutional Cognition, it 

defines the conditions under which those limits may continually expand. Future Research 

Series may emerge. Existing Research Lines may diversify into increasingly specialised 

programmes. New technologies may reveal cognitive phenomena that remain 

unimaginable today. Entirely new scientific programmes may eventually arise from 

conceptual relationships that have not yet become visible. None of these possibilities 

threatens the identity of the discipline because its constitutional architecture remains 

sufficiently stable to integrate continual transformation without requiring continual 

reconstruction. 

Ultimately, the future of Institutional Cognition should not be measured by the 

number of publications it produces, the institutions that adopt its frameworks or the 

visibility it achieves within academic discourse, important though all these outcomes may 

become. Its deeper measure of success will be whether it remains capable of learning 

from itself. A living scientific discipline is one that continuously increases its own capacity 

to understand, organise and extend the knowledge it generates. It develops not only 

theories about cognition but also progressively more sophisticated forms of scientific 

cognition applied to its own evolution. 

Institutional Cognition therefore aspires to become more than a discipline 

devoted to the study of organised intelligence. Through the recursive architecture 

established by the IDHUS Method, it seeks to become an organised intelligence in its 

own right: a scientific ecosystem capable of preserving its identity, cultivating its memory, 

expanding its understanding and continually generating new horizons of inquiry across 

successive generations of researchers. It is in this capacity for perpetual, organised self-

evolution that the discipline ultimately becomes alive. 
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Chapter 19  
The Long-Term Evolution 

of the Research 

Ecosystem 
 

Scientific disciplines are often described as bodies of accumulated knowledge 

whose development may be measured through the progressive expansion of 

publications, methodologies and conceptual frameworks. While this description captures 

an important dimension of scientific growth, it overlooks a more fundamental 

characteristic shared by every mature intellectual tradition: disciplines evolve not merely 

by expanding, but by continuously reorganising the internal relationships through which 

their knowledge is generated, preserved and transformed. Scientific development is 

therefore ecological as much as it is cumulative. 

The IDHUS Method adopts this ecological perspective as a guiding principle for 

the future evolution of Institutional Cognition. An ecosystem is characterised not simply 

by the existence of multiple components, but by the organised relationships that enable 

those components to adapt, specialise, cooperate and collectively generate forms of 

complexity impossible to achieve in isolation. The value of the ecosystem lies less in the 

individual elements it contains than in the dynamic architecture connecting them. 

Knowledge, when organised recursively through Research Series, Research Lines and 

successive generations of Working Papers, exhibits remarkably similar characteristics. 

The discipline gradually acquires an internal ecology whose development becomes 

increasingly autonomous while remaining permanently anchored to its constitutional 

foundations. 

Within this ecological architecture, Research Lines may be understood as the 

primary living structures of the discipline. Some programmes will remain relatively stable 

for decades, continually refining central concepts whose importance persists across 

changing institutional contexts. Others will diversify into multiple specialised branches as 

their explanatory potential expands beyond their original formulation. Certain Research 

Lines may converge with neighbouring programmes, giving rise to broader conceptual 

architectures capable of integrating previously independent domains of inquiry. Entirely 

new Research Lines may emerge from questions that become visible only after earlier 

investigations have sufficiently transformed the conceptual landscape. The ecosystem 

therefore evolves through differentiation, integration and continual adaptation rather than 

through linear accumulation alone. 

This understanding fundamentally alters the temporal horizon of scientific 

planning. The purpose of the Research Atlas is not simply to organise investigations 

currently considered important. It seeks to establish an architecture capable of 

supporting forms of scientific development that may extend across several generations 

of researchers. Some Research Lines initiated during the earliest phases of Institutional 

Cognition may still be actively evolving half a century from now. Others may gradually 

become sufficiently mature that their principal explanatory structures are absorbed into 



Research Atlas – Volume 0 

© IDHUS Institute                                                                         68 
 

broader conceptual frameworks, allowing new programmes to emerge from the 

questions they have generated. The discipline therefore anticipates transformation as a 

normal characteristic of long-term intellectual life rather than as an exceptional historical 

event. 

An ecological perspective likewise encourages a more nuanced understanding 

of scientific diversity. Not every Research Line is expected to evolve according to 

identical patterns. Certain programmes will remain highly theoretical, continually refining 

the constitutional concepts of the discipline. Others will become increasingly 

methodological, producing analytical instruments, computational models or institutional 

assessment frameworks. Some will generate extensive interdisciplinary collaborations 

spanning multiple Research Series. Others may primarily support educational 

development or institutional implementation. Diversity is therefore regarded not as 

evidence of conceptual fragmentation but as an expression of ecological richness within 

an organised scientific environment. The resilience of the ecosystem depends precisely 

upon this diversity. 

Scientific disciplines exposed to rapid technological change, shifting institutional 

priorities or emerging societal challenges benefit from maintaining multiple pathways of 

intellectual development simultaneously. The existence of independent yet 

interconnected Research Lines allows the discipline to respond adaptively to unforeseen 

developments without requiring continual reconstruction of its constitutional architecture. 

Certain programmes may rapidly expand in response to new circumstances, while others 

preserve long-term conceptual continuity. Adaptation therefore occurs through the 

internal flexibility of the ecosystem rather than through instability at its foundations. 

An equally important ecological process concerns conceptual migration. Ideas 

developed within one Research Line frequently reveal unexpected relevance for 

neighbouring programmes. Methodological innovations may become applicable across 

multiple Research Series. Theoretical distinctions originally introduced to explain one 

institutional phenomenon may later illuminate entirely different dimensions of organised 

cognition. Such migration should not be interpreted as accidental overlap but as one of 

the principal mechanisms through which scientific ecosystems increase their explanatory 

integration. The architecture of the Research Atlas has been deliberately designed to 

encourage these movements while preserving the identity of the programmes from which 

they originate. 

Ecological maturity also transforms the role of institutional memory. As the 

discipline expands across decades, the preservation of developmental history becomes 

increasingly important. Every Research Line contributes not only new conceptual 

knowledge but also accumulated experience regarding successful methodologies, 

unresolved problems, productive collaborations and recurring patterns of scientific 

evolution. The ecosystem therefore develops a collective memory extending beyond 

individual publications or researchers. Future generations inherit not merely theories but 

the organised experience of the discipline itself, enabling increasingly sophisticated 

forms of scientific learning across time. This collective memory strengthens the capacity 

for self-organisation. 

The more mature the ecosystem becomes, the more effectively it generates its 

own future development. Emerging conceptual relationships reveal opportunities for new 

Research Lines. Mature programmes identify unresolved questions requiring specialised 

investigation. Interactions between different Series suggest entirely new Research 

Programmes capable of extending the explanatory architecture of Institutional Cognition 



Research Atlas – Volume 0 

© IDHUS Institute                                                                         69 
 

into previously unexplored territories. Scientific planning therefore becomes 

progressively informed by the internal dynamics of the ecosystem itself rather than 

depending exclusively upon external research agendas or temporary institutional 

priorities. 

Such self-organisation represents one of the defining ambitions of the IDHUS 

Method. The objective is not to create a research institution that merely responds to 

scientific developments occurring elsewhere, but to cultivate an intellectual ecosystem 

capable of generating significant portions of its own future evolution. This does not imply 

intellectual isolation. On the contrary, the ecosystem remains permanently open to 

dialogue with neighbouring disciplines, technological innovation and changing 

institutional realities. Yet these external influences become integrated through an 

organised architecture possessing sufficient coherence to transform new information into 

cumulative scientific development rather than conceptual dispersion. 

From this perspective, the future of Institutional Cognition resembles the 

evolution of a living forest more closely than the construction of a completed building. 

New structures emerge continuously, mature over time, interact with neighbouring 

programmes, occasionally merge into larger conceptual formations and create 

environments within which further growth becomes possible. The ecosystem remains 

recognisably the same while continually transforming its internal organisation through 

recursive adaptation. Stability resides not in the absence of change but in the persistence 

of the architectural relationships that organise change itself. 

The long-term evolution of the Research Ecosystem therefore represents the 

natural continuation of the principles established throughout the IDHUS Method. 

Constitutional stability provides enduring identity. Foundational research establishes 

permanent conceptual structures. Research Lines cultivate recursive development. 

Working Papers document successive generations of scientific maturation. Knowledge 

networks preserve continuity across expanding domains of inquiry. Together these 

elements create a scientific ecosystem capable of learning from its own history, 

reorganising its internal structures and continuously generating new opportunities for 

intellectual exploration. It is within this organised ecology of knowledge that Institutional 

Cognition finds the conditions necessary to evolve, not merely for years, but for 

generations. 
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Chapter 20  
Future Scientific 

Programmes 
 

The completion of Programme I establishes the foundational scientific 

architecture of Institutional Cognition, but it does not establish the limits of the discipline's 

future development. On the contrary, the recursive organisation of the IDHUS scientific 

ecosystem anticipates that successive generations of research will eventually generate 

conceptual territories whose complexity, maturity and explanatory significance exceed 

the scope of the original foundational programme. At such moments, the discipline may 

require not merely additional Research Lines but entirely new Research Programmes 

capable of reorganising broad domains of accumulated knowledge into coherent 

architectural frameworks. 

The emergence of new Programmes should therefore be understood as a 

consequence of scientific maturity rather than institutional planning. Within many 

research organisations, large programmes are frequently established in response to 

strategic priorities, funding opportunities or emerging policy agendas. Although such 

factors may influence the direction of scientific activity, the IDHUS Method proposes a 

different principle. A Research Programme acquires legitimacy only when the recursive 

development of the discipline itself has generated a sufficiently integrated body of 

knowledge requiring constitutional organisation at a higher level than that provided by 

individual Research Lines. Programmes therefore emerge from the internal evolution of 

organised knowledge rather than from external administrative decisions. 

Programme I illustrates this principle retrospectively. Its ten Research Validation 

Papers did not constitute an arbitrary collection of independent investigations. Together 

they established the minimum conceptual architecture necessary for Institutional 

Cognition to exist as a coherent scientific discipline. Once that architecture had been 

successfully articulated and validated, subsequent exploration naturally moved towards 

specialised Research Lines organised through the Research Atlas. The foundational 

programme fulfilled its constitutional purpose by creating the intellectual conditions under 

which the discipline could begin its long-term recursive evolution. 

Future Programmes will fulfil different but structurally analogous functions. Rather 

than establishing the original identity of Institutional Cognition, they may consolidate 

major conceptual transformations achieved through decades of specialised 

investigation. Entire families of mature Research Lines may eventually reveal 

explanatory relationships sufficiently significant to justify new foundational syntheses. 

Technological revolutions may generate entirely new architectures of institutional 

cognition requiring comprehensive theoretical integration. Advances in artificial 

intelligence, computational governance, collective cognition, planetary institutional 

systems or emerging forms of hybrid decision-making may each contribute to the gradual 

formation of scientific territories whose organisation eventually exceeds the capacities of 

existing Research Series alone. 
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The transition from Research Lines to a new Programme is therefore not 

quantitative but qualitative. 

The mere existence of numerous Working Papers or scientific articles does not 

justify the creation of a new foundational programme. What becomes decisive is the 

emergence of a new level of conceptual organisation. When multiple Research Lines 

collectively reveal explanatory structures that redefine broad dimensions of the 

discipline, the architecture itself begins to require a higher-order synthesis capable of 

preserving coherence across the newly expanded landscape of knowledge. A Research 

Programme thus represents an architectural reorganisation of scientific understanding 

rather than simply an accumulation of additional publications. 

This perspective reinforces one of the central principles established throughout 

the IDHUS Method. 

Scientific evolution proceeds through successive layers of organisation. 

Concepts become Research Lines. 

Research Lines generate Working Papers. 

Working Papers mature into scientific articles. 

Articles contribute to books, educational programmes and institutional 

applications. 

Across extended periods of recursive development, entire constellations of 

mature Research Lines may themselves become the conceptual foundations of future 

Research Programmes. The architecture therefore remains fractal in character: each 

level generates the conditions from which a more comprehensive level of organisation 

may eventually emerge.  

Future Programmes also preserve the constitutional continuity of the discipline. 

They do not replace the Canon, nor do they supersede Programme I in the historical 

sense. Instead, they extend the scientific architecture established by those earlier layers 

while remaining permanently anchored to their constitutional principles. Every new 

Programme inherits the identity of Institutional Cognition while simultaneously expanding 

the explanatory horizons through which that identity may continue to develop. Scientific 

evolution therefore becomes cumulative without becoming static, and innovative without 

becoming discontinuous. 

This recursive generation of Programmes likewise contributes to the long-term 

resilience of the discipline. Scientific fields extending across many decades inevitably 

encounter conceptual transformations whose significance cannot be adequately 

addressed through incremental refinement alone. New paradigms of institutional 

organisation, technological intelligence or societal complexity may require 

comprehensive architectural synthesis if conceptual coherence is to be preserved. By 

explicitly recognising the possibility of future Programmes, the IDHUS ecosystem 

provides a structured mechanism through which such transformations may be integrated 

without destabilising the constitutional foundations of the discipline itself. 

An equally significant consequence concerns the temporal horizon of scientific 

ambition. The IDHUS Institute does not conceive its research activity as a finite sequence 

of projects culminating in a completed body of theory. Instead, it regards Institutional 

Cognition as an evolving scientific civilisation whose conceptual architecture will 
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continue developing across successive generations of researchers. Programme I 

represents the first major constitutional milestone within that history. Future Programmes 

will become subsequent milestones, each reflecting new stages in the recursive 

maturation of organised knowledge while preserving continuity with every preceding 

layer of development. This perspective transforms the meaning of scientific legacy. 

The founders of a discipline do not determine its future by attempting to anticipate 

every subsequent discovery. They determine its future by constructing an architecture 

sufficiently coherent and sufficiently open to enable future generations to produce 

discoveries that the founders themselves could never have imagined. The true success 

of Programme I will therefore not be measured solely by the concepts it established, but 

by the number of future Programmes that its architecture ultimately makes possible. 

For this reason, the possibility of future Research Programmes should not be 

interpreted as an optional extension of the IDHUS ecosystem. It constitutes one of its 

defining characteristics. A living scientific discipline must remain capable of periodically 

reorganising its own accumulated knowledge into new constitutional architectures 

without abandoning the principles that originally gave it coherence. Programme I 

inaugurated this process. The Research Atlas organises its recursive continuation. 

Future Programmes will represent the moments at which decades of organised scientific 

evolution crystallise into new foundations from which subsequent generations of 

Institutional Cognition may continue their exploration of organised intelligence across an 

ever-expanding intellectual landscape. 
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Chapter 21  
Towards an Architecture of 

Continuous Scientific 

Evolution 
 

Throughout the history of science, the emergence of new disciplines has 

generally been associated with the formulation of original theories, the discovery of 

previously unknown phenomena or the development of innovative methodologies 

capable of expanding human understanding. Considerably less attention has been 

devoted to a different, though equally fundamental, question: whether the evolution of 

scientific knowledge itself may become the object of deliberate architectural design. 

Scientific disciplines have traditionally organised the production of knowledge. Far more 

rarely have they attempted to organise the long-term evolution of that knowledge as a 

coherent cognitive system. The IDHUS Method has been developed in response to 

precisely this question. 

From its earliest conception, the objective has never been limited to proposing 

Institutional Cognition as another specialised field of inquiry. Rather, the broader ambition 

has been to explore whether a scientific discipline may consciously design the conditions 

through which its own future development remains coherent across successive 

generations of research. The constitutional architecture of the Canon, the foundational 

structures established by Programme I, the recursive organisation of the Research Atlas 

and the generational development of Research Lines all represent complementary 

components of a larger experiment in the organisation of scientific evolution itself. 

This experiment rests upon a simple but far-reaching proposition. Knowledge 

does not evolve randomly nor does it develop solely through the independent 

accumulation of publications. 

Instead, scientific understanding grows through organised relationships linking 

concepts, questions, methodologies, explanatory frameworks and successive 

generations of investigation into progressively more integrated cognitive architectures. 

The principal challenge facing a mature discipline is therefore not merely to produce 

additional knowledge but to preserve the coherence of those relationships as the 

discipline continues expanding. 

The architecture presented throughout this volume has sought to address 

precisely this challenge. Each constitutional layer performs a distinct function while 

remaining recursively connected to every other layer. The Canon establishes enduring 

principles. Programme I constructs foundational explanatory architectures. The 

Research Atlas maps the permanent territories of future investigation. Research Lines 

organise continuous programmes of inquiry. Working Papers document successive 

generations of conceptual maturation. Scientific articles communicate validated 

developments. Books integrate expanding bodies of knowledge. Educational 

programmes cultivate new generations of researchers. Institutional applications 
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transform mature understanding into organised forms of adaptive capability. None of 

these elements exists independently. Together they form an integrated architecture 

whose primary objective is the continuous evolution of organised knowledge. This 

perspective transforms the role of scientific institutions themselves. 

Research institutes have traditionally been understood as organisations that 

produce investigations, publications and expert knowledge. Within the IDHUS 

ecosystem, the institution acquires an additional responsibility. It becomes the steward 

of an evolving cognitive architecture extending across generations of researchers. Its 

principal function is no longer simply to support scientific activity but to preserve the 

conditions under which scientific development remains recursively coherent despite 

continual conceptual expansion. Institutional continuity therefore becomes inseparable 

from epistemological continuity. The implications of such an approach extend beyond 

Institutional Cognition. 

Every mature scientific discipline eventually confronts challenges associated with 

increasing conceptual complexity, expanding literature, interdisciplinary integration and 

the preservation of cumulative understanding. The architectural principles developed 

throughout the IDHUS Method suggest that these challenges need not be addressed 

exclusively through administrative coordination or bibliographic organisation. They may 

instead be approached as problems of cognitive architecture, requiring explicit structures 

capable of organising the long-term evolution of scientific knowledge itself. 

From this perspective, the Research Atlas should not be interpreted merely as an 

internal document of the IDHUS Institute, it represents a demonstration that scientific 

exploration can itself be architecturally organised. The distinction is subtle but profound 

as traditional research management primarily coordinates scientific activity. 

Architectural scientific evolution organises the cognitive relationships through 

which that activity acquires cumulative meaning across time. The object of organisation 

is no longer the researcher, the project or the publication, so much as it is the evolving 

architecture of knowledge itself. This shift also transforms the understanding of scientific 

progress. 

Progress is frequently associated with increasing quantities of information, larger 

research communities or expanding publication outputs. Although each of these 

dimensions remains important, the architecture presented throughout this volume 

suggests an additional criterion. A discipline progresses to the extent that it becomes 

increasingly capable of organising its own future development without sacrificing 

conceptual coherence. Scientific maturity therefore resides not only in what the discipline 

knows but also in how effectively it preserves the recursive relationships that enable 

further knowledge to emerge. 

Such an understanding inevitably introduces a different conception of scientific 

responsibility: researchers do not contribute solely by producing original investigations, 

they also participate in maintaining and extending the cognitive architecture through 

which future generations will continue exploring the discipline. 

Every Research Line strengthens the organised memory of Institutional 

Cognition. Every Working Paper extends a developmental trajectory that others will 

inherit. Every scientific article becomes part of a larger genealogy whose significance 

transcends its immediate conclusions. Scientific authorship therefore acquires an 

explicitly intergenerational character. 
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Knowledge is no longer created only for the present, it is consciously organised 

for those who will continue developing it decades into the future. Ultimately, the 

architecture proposed throughout this volume should be understood as an invitation 

rather than a conclusion. 

Institutional Cognition has now established its constitutional identity, its 

foundational scientific architecture and the organisational principles through which its 

future development may proceed. Yet the true value of this architecture will not be 

determined by its internal elegance alone. It will be measured by its capacity to support 

generations of researchers who gradually transform these initial structures into an 

increasingly rich, diverse and intellectually integrated ecosystem of organised 

knowledge. 

If this objective is achieved, the greatest contribution of the IDHUS Institute may 

not be any individual concept, theory or publication produced during its early history. It 

may instead reside in demonstrating that scientific disciplines themselves can become 

consciously designed cognitive systems capable of preserving continuity while 

continually expanding their understanding of the realities they seek to explain. In that 

possibility lies the broader significance of the Research Atlas because it is not simply a 

map of future investigations: it is the first architectural expression of a discipline that 

seeks to organise the evolution of knowledge with the same intellectual rigour that it 

applies to the study of institutional cognition itself. 

The journey that began with the constitutional principles of the IDHUS Canon 

therefore arrives at a new threshold. The discipline now possesses not only a theoretical 

foundation but also an organised pathway through which that foundation may continue 

evolving across generations yet to come. The future of Institutional Cognition will not 

depend solely upon the discoveries that researchers make, but upon the architecture 

that enables those discoveries to remain connected, cumulative and permanently 

capable of generating new horizons of scientific understanding. It is within this 

architecture of continuous scientific evolution that the enduring life of the discipline 

ultimately resides. 
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Conclusion 
The Research Atlas as 

the Cognitive 

Infrastructure of 

Institutional Cognition 
 

The completion of this volume marks neither the conclusion of a research 

programme nor the completion of a scientific architecture. Instead, it represents the 

moment at which Institutional Cognition acquires the conditions necessary for its own 

continuous evolution. The constitutional identity of the discipline has already been 

established through the IDHUS Canon. Its foundational explanatory structures have 

been articulated throughout Programme I. The purpose of the present work has been 

fundamentally different: to define the cognitive infrastructure through which those 

foundations may continue generating organised scientific development across 

successive generations of inquiry. 

Throughout these chapters, the Research Atlas has progressively revealed itself 

as something considerably more ambitious than a framework for organising publications 

or classifying research topics. Its architecture has been designed to organise the 

evolution of knowledge itself. Research Series define the permanent scientific territories 

of the discipline. Research Lines establish enduring programmes of inquiry capable of 

evolving over decades. Working Papers document successive generations of conceptual 

maturation. Scientific articles communicate mature developments to the wider scholarly 

community. Books integrate expanding bodies of knowledge into comprehensive 

intellectual syntheses. Educational programmes cultivate future generations of 

researchers and practitioners. Institutional applications translate mature understanding 

into organised forms of cognitive capability. Each layer performs a distinct function, yet 

all participate in a single recursive architecture whose principal objective is the 

continuous development of Institutional Cognition as a living scientific discipline. 

This architecture reflects a broader philosophical commitment extending beyond 

the immediate purposes of the IDHUS Institute. Scientific knowledge should not be 

regarded merely as an accumulation of validated propositions distributed across an 

expanding literature. It should be understood as an organised cognitive system 

possessing memory, developmental continuity, adaptive capacity and the ability to 

generate progressively more sophisticated forms of understanding through recursive 

interaction between its own components. The Research Atlas has therefore sought to 

demonstrate that the evolution of scientific knowledge may itself become an object of 

deliberate architectural design. 

The significance of this proposal extends beyond the organisation of future 

publications. 
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Every mature discipline eventually confronts the challenge of preserving 

coherence while accommodating continual conceptual expansion. Increasing 

specialisation, technological transformation, interdisciplinary interaction and the 

accelerating production of scientific literature all place growing pressure upon the 

capacity of researchers to maintain a unified understanding of their own field. The 

architecture presented throughout this volume suggests that such complexity need not 

inevitably produce fragmentation. Through explicitly organised Research Series, 

permanent Research Lines, visible conceptual genealogies and recursive developmental 

structures, scientific growth may remain cumulative without becoming disordered, 

innovative without becoming discontinuous and adaptive without sacrificing 

constitutional identity. 

Institutional Cognition therefore enters its next stage of development with a 

distinctive advantage. Its future scientific evolution has not been left to emerge 

accidentally through the gradual accumulation of publications. Instead, the discipline now 

possesses an explicit architecture capable of organising that evolution before the 

majority of its future investigations have even begun. This architecture does not prescribe 

the discoveries that researchers will make, nor does it attempt to anticipate every future 

question that institutions, technologies or societies may present. Its purpose is 

considerably more enduring. It establishes the conditions under which future discoveries 

may remain permanently connected to one another through coherent programmes of 

organised scientific inquiry. 

In this respect, the Research Atlas performs a role analogous to that of 

institutional memory within the very systems studied by Institutional Cognition. Just as 

intelligent institutions require stable cognitive architectures capable of preserving 

learning across changing circumstances, a scientific discipline requires structures 

capable of preserving intellectual continuity across generations of researchers. The Atlas 

provides precisely this form of organised memory. It records not merely what the 

discipline knows, but how that knowledge has evolved, how its concepts relate to one 

another and how future generations may continue extending those relationships without 

losing sight of their constitutional origins. The discipline thereby applies to itself the same 

principles of organised cognition that it seeks to understand within institutional systems. 

Perhaps the most significant consequence of this architecture is that it transforms 

the meaning of scientific legacy. The enduring contribution of a research community is 

not measured solely by the originality of its publications or the influence of its individual 

theories. It is equally determined by the quality of the intellectual environment it leaves 

to those who continue its work. A discipline truly matures when future generations inherit 

more than documents; they inherit organised pathways of inquiry, coherent conceptual 

landscapes, explicit developmental histories and architectures capable of supporting 

discoveries that remain beyond the imagination of their predecessors. 

The Research Atlas has been conceived precisely as such an inheritance. It is 

intended to accompany Institutional Cognition throughout its future evolution, not by 

limiting its development, but by ensuring that every new Research Line, every Working 

Paper, every scientific article and every future Research Programme becomes part of a 

continuously expanding cognitive ecosystem whose internal coherence strengthens 

rather than weakens as knowledge grows. Scientific progress thereby acquires a 

genuinely intergenerational character. Every contribution preserves the past while 

simultaneously creating the conditions under which future understanding may emerge. 
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The pages of this volume therefore describe far more than the organisation of 

Layer 2. They describe the architecture through which Institutional Cognition intends to 

remain permanently capable of learning from itself. 

From this point forward, the discipline no longer advances simply because 

individual researchers continue publishing new investigations. It advances because 

those investigations now belong to organised programmes whose relationships, 

genealogies and developmental trajectories remain permanently visible within a 

coherent scientific architecture. Knowledge no longer accumulates in isolation; it evolves 

through recursive interaction within an ecosystem deliberately designed to cultivate its 

own long-term continuity. For this reason, the Research Atlas should ultimately be 

understood as the cognitive infrastructure of Institutional Cognition. 

It provides the organised environment within which scientific memory is 

preserved, conceptual innovation is cultivated, intellectual continuity is maintained and 

future generations of inquiry become possible. It is simultaneously a map, a framework, 

a memory system and an evolutionary architecture. More fundamentally, it represents 

the transition from a discipline that possesses knowledge to a discipline capable of 

consciously organising the continuous evolution of that knowledge. 

The constitutional foundations established by the IDHUS Canon made 

Institutional Cognition possible. The foundational architectures articulated throughout 

Programme I made Institutional Cognition scientifically coherent. The Research Atlas 

now makes Institutional Cognition permanently evolvable. 

From this moment onward, the future of the discipline will be determined not 

solely by the questions it answers, but by the questions its organised architecture 

continuously enables future generations to ask. That, ultimately, is the purpose of the 

Research Atlas. And it is within that organised capacity for perpetual scientific evolution 

that the enduring identity of Institutional Cognition will continue to unfold across the 

generations to come. 

 

 

 

 

 


