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The G10 embarked on an intellectual expedition to map the 
future of human thought. Our compass was a cluster of revo-
lutionary ideas, from the philosophical frameworks of Michel 
Foucault to the disruptive potential of artificial intelligence. Yet, 
one concept, drawn from the seemingly remote world of quan-
tum physics, emerged as the most potent binding force for our 
inquiry: entanglement.

To understand why this idea is so critical, we must first grasp its 
radical meaning. In quantum mechanics, entanglement describes 
a phenomenon so profound it dismantles our classical intuition. 
When two particles become entangled, they are no longer sepa-
rate entities. They form a single, unified quantum system. Their 
properties, such as position or spin, are not independently defined 
but exist in a shared state. The profound implication is that a 
measurement performed on one particle instantly influences the 
state of its partner, regardless of the distance separating them—
be it a millimeter or a galaxy. This “spooky action at a distance,” 
as Einstein called it, suggests that at the most fundamental level 
of reality, the universe is not a collection of isolated objects but 
a dense web of intrinsic, non-local relationships. Things do not 
simply interact; their very identities are co-dependent.
	 This book argues that this quantum principle has escaped the 
laboratory to become the defining paradigm of the 21st century. 
We are living in an Age of Entanglement. The twelve steps taken 
by the different authors in their own special ways   demonstrate 
how this concept permeates every layer of our existence, from 
the fabric of our consciousness to the structures of our global 
society, offering a new key to decipher our present and navigate 
our tomorrow.

	 Michel Foucault 
This perspective is powerfully sharpened by the work of Michel 
Foucault, whose ideas provide a historical and structural frame

work for this entanglement. For Foucault, an episteme is the 
unconscious foundation of knowledge in a given era—the under-
lying “game of truth” that determines what can be thought, 
spoken, and recognized as real. It is a thrilling moment when 
knowledge takes a sharp turn, flipping our understanding 
of reality on its head. The invention of the microscope in the 
17th century, for instance, wasn’t just a technical innovation; 
it was an epistemic rupture. It didn’t just magnify tiny things; 
it shattered ancient myths about spontaneous generation and 
revealed a hidden biological universe, fundamentally reconfig-
uring our perception of life itself.
	 Simultaneously, Foucault’s dispositif—the heterogeneous 
network of institutions, laws, administrative measures, scien-
tific statements, and philosophical propositions that constitutes 
the apparatus of power—shows how knowledge and power are 
inextricably linked. The dispositif is the architecture of entan-
glement at the societal level. It is the mechanism through which 
diffuse forces—economic interests, political strategies, tech-
nological capabilities—crystallize into tangible structures that 
shape, guide, and control human life. The dispositif makes the 
abstract entanglement of power and knowledge concrete and 
operational.
	 We noticed a fascinating pattern that runs through this his-
tory: groundbreaking artists like Rembrandt, Marcel Duchamp, 
and Andy Warhol have consistently been in a creative conversa-
tion with the scientists and philosophers of their time. This elec-
tric dialogue between art and science, where they collide and 
collaborate to push the boundaries of what is possible, became 
the heartbeat of our exhibition. Art often acts as a sensitive 
detector, feeling the tremors of a new episteme long before it is 
fully articulated by science or philosophy.
	 The book structured in 12 steps, is a journey through these 
collisions and convergences. It is a winding path through the his-
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represented chaos and the unknown. In contrast, the center of 
an island offered greater safety and was remarkably considered 
the home of the Logos—the word of truth and reason. This con-
cept of Logos, a singular and centralized truth, safe from external 
contamination, has influenced Western art, science, and politics 
for centuries. The goal was always to reach the center, to find the 
one true answer.
	 We put Plato at the forefront of this book because he pro-
foundly shaped Western culture with this distinction. Unlike 
most other philosophers, we still grapple with his legacy daily. 
His worldview remains active in science’s search for a “theory of 
everything” and in art’s often-lingering reverence for the unique 
masterpiece. It hinders the new, entangled thoughts necessary 
to navigate the digital era, a time when the very idea of a center is 
dissolving into distributed networks.

	 The Entanglement of Inner and Outer
The cave story seems innocent, but it hides deep assumptions 
about human existence that are being radically challenged. AI, 
for instance, is bulldozing Plato’s cave. Algorithms now mine our 
thoughts, predict our desires, and even mimic our creativity. As  
Riccardo Manzotti argues in his text “Can Machines Think?”, 
there may be no “inner truth” left to protect—only data patterns 
and behavioral correlates. Plato’s wall between “inside” and “out-
side” is crumbling.
	 Manzotti is not alone in his skepticism about an isolated inner 
world. Buddhist philosophy has always been skeptical of what it 
calls “an inherent existence of things.” Buddhists claim that phe-
nomena are empty of independent, self-contained reality. Their 
central task is to understand the entanglement between an 
inner and outer world. The famous mantra, “Form is emptiness 
and emptiness is form,” signifies that these are not two separate 
realms but intertwined aspects of a single reality. Things do not 

tory of ideas, where art, science, and power collide in the most 
unexpected ways. From Plato’s Cave to the holographic universe, 
we trace how the quest for truth has been upended by the princi-
ple of connection. The future is not a linear projection; it is a com-
plex, interdependent system. By adopting entanglement as our 
core concept, this book provides a new vocabulary for the breath-
taking complexity of the century ahead. The following pages are 
an invitation to explore this deeply interconnected tapestry.

	 Plato’s Cave: The Architecture of Separation
Picture this: You are chained in a dark cave, forced to stare at 
shadows dancing on a wall, mistaking these flickering illusions 
for reality. This is Plato’s 2,400-year-old metaphor for his foun-
dational idea: that “true reality” is a perfect, unchanging world 
of ideal Forms outside our messy, imperfect human experience. 
Philosophers, he argued, could escape the cave through reason 
and logic to perceive this higher truth.
	 This idea stuck like glue. For centuries, Western science, 
religion, and art were obsessed with finding this “real world” 
out there—whether in God’s heaven, mathematical laws, or the 
immortal soul. This worldview established what we might call 
the Great Separation: a fundamental duality between the inner 
world of the mind (the cave of subjective illusion) and the outer 
world of truth (the bright sunlight of objective reality). This 
Platonic dispositif became the bedrock of Western thought, 
creating a powerful hierarchy that privileged the abstract and 
universal over the concrete and particular.

	 Living On Islands In Greece!
The geopolitical context of Plato’s thought reinforces this. He  
reflected on the perils of living on a border near the seaside, 
where an island was susceptible to dangers from pirates and “bad 
ideas” (incorrect worldviews) from refugees and traders. Water 
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profit. This cultural ferment gave birth to modern materialism: 
the belief that reality consists solely of atoms, equations, and 
things that can be measured and quantified.

The parallel to today is striking. We have swapped atoms for 
data. Just as 17th-century merchants hoarded spices, modern 
corporations hoard our behavioral secrets—what we buy, click, 
and dream about. Data has become the new gold, the fundamen-
tal substance of a new materialist age.

This was the Dutch Golden Age, where the world seemed to 
revolve around Dam Square. The philosophy was one of over-
coming boundaries. The VOC was established to dominate global 
trade, breaking down geographical borders. Descartes began to 
view animals as complex machines, breaking down the boundary 
between the living and the mechanical. Spinoza, grinding lenses 
in Amsterdam, sought to analyze matter and delve deeper into 
its essence, beginning the journey toward ever smaller particles.

The 17th century in Amsterdam symbolically marks the 
beginning of the quest to explore matter from within. The 
microscope, a Dutch invention, allowed humanity to see a hid-
den, entangled world teeming with life. Rembrandt’s fascination 
with Dr. Tulp’s anatomy lesson reveals a desire to pry open the 
skull, to delve into the brain and uncover its material secrets. As 
this exploration deepened, the power of God as an explanation 
began to wane, replaced by a focus on clocks, instruments, and 
maps—the tools for describing a universe governed by mechani-
cal laws. Modern time, precise and universal, really started here.

Quantum Physics—The Discovery of Fundamental 
Entanglement

Imagine flipping a coin, but instead of landing on heads or tails, 
it somehow lands on both at the same time, existing in a blurred 
state of superposition until you look at it. That is the quantum 
world in a nutshell. In the early 20th century, physicists like Niels 

exist independently but are co-dependent and entangled in the 
very process of perception. In this profound sense, Buddhism 
and AI converge in their methodology: both break down the bar-
riers Plato so carefully erected.
	 We see a related concept in the work of Rupert Sheldrake, who 
describes a common memory or “morphic resonance,” suggesting 
that memory is not sealed within our brains but is part of a field—a 
phenomenon of entanglement that transcends the individual.

The Roots of AI and Cloud Capital
This erosion of the inner/outer divide is the engine of the mod-
ern digital economy. At the beginning of the last century, liter-
ature began to explore this terrain. Authors like Virginia Woolf 
and Robert Musil, in his novel The Man Without Qualities, the-
matized an inner life that was completely dominated by a stir-
ring outside world, where individual traits faded away, becoming 
a mere projection surface for external forces.
	 Today, AI operationalizes this. It has little use for the deep-
est, ineffable secrets of the individual soul. The algorithms of 
social media platforms often know more about our objectifiable 
desires than we do ourselves. As Yanis Varoufakis argues in his 
text on Cloud Capital, the core value of companies like Amazon 
and Facebook lies in their access to information that was once 
considered private. The act of penetrating the secret world of 
the individual’s inner self—breaking Plato’s boundary—has cre-
ated the most valuable firms in the world. Data, the new gold, is 
the currency of this new entanglement.

 The 17th Century—Mapping the Material World
Fast-forward to 1600s Amsterdam. Dutch traders ruled the seas, 
scientists invented the microscope, and artists like Rembrandt 
painted dissected corpses to uncover how bodies worked. This 
was a society obsessed with stuff—with matter, mechanics, and 
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cations of quantum weirdness exploded into popular culture. 
Hippies used LSD to explore kaleidoscopic versions of their own 
consciousness. Scientist Hugh Everett III proposed the “many-
worlds” interpretation of quantum mechanics, arguing that 
every decision we make splits the universe into parallel, equally 
real branches.

It was also a period of profound material and perspectival 
change. The vacuum cleaner and the fridge transformed domes-
tic life, while Neil Armstrong walking on the moon in 1969 gave 
us the iconic “Earthrise” photograph, expanding our perspective 
to see our planet as a single, entangled whole.

Michel Foucault, in his book The Order of Things, provided 
the philosophical backbone for this proliferation. He argued that 
every era invents its own version of truth—medieval people saw 
demons, we see data—and none of them are the “final answer.” 
He noted that new discoveries, while revealing one portion of 
reality, often obscure others.

Artists like Andy Warhol anticipated the digital age of rep-
lication by creating endless, identical copies of originals. His 
screen-printed Marilyns asked: What is original? What is real in 
an age of mechanical and, soon, digital reproduction? The Brit-
ish physicist David Deutsch remains a leading defender of the 
many-worlds theory, an idea that has captivated filmmakers and 
artists, as seen in blockbusters like Avengers: Endgame.

While the theory is not widely accepted in scientific circles, it 
represents a growing cultural and intellectual intuition that real-
ity is not singular. It feels as if quantum physics is halfway down 
a track, and some crucial aspects are still missing. The work of 
Rupert Sheldrake on “fields” of memory and influence points 
toward a science that is more comfortable with non-local, entan-
gled connections. Plato’s cave was crumbling, and the 1960s 
left us staring into a multiverse of possibilities, wondering what 
would replace it.

Bohr discovered that tiny particles (photons, electrons) don’t 
follow the rules of classical physics. They exist as waves of pos-
sibility—probability clouds—until a measurement is made. Then, 
they “choose” to act like particles in a specific location.
	 This was the formal discovery of quantum entanglement. 
Einstein famously hated this inherent randomness, declaring, 
“God does not play dice with the universe.” But repeated experi-
ments, from Bell’s test onwards, kept proving him wrong. Quan-
tum physics forced us to admit a staggering truth: Reality at its 
base is not fixed and deterministic. It is probabilistic and, most 
importantly, its state is shaped by the act of observation.
	 This was the ultimate blow to Plato’s idea of a single, perfect, 
objective truth “out there.” Suddenly, science had to make room 
for mystery, subjectivity, and the irreducible role of the observer. 
The “subjective” element had gained an undeniable momentum 
in the hardest of sciences.
	 Artists intuitively understood this shift decades earlier. Mar-
cel Duchamp claimed, “It’s the viewer that makes the work,” 
turning art from a static object into a dynamic collaboration 
between creator and audience. Science and art were now saying 
the same thing in different languages: Reality is a conversation, 
not a monologue.
	 The discovery was not universally welcomed. The definition 
of an “observer” remains deeply unclear. Can a machine observe? 
What constitutes a measurement? These questions are still 
debated. While scientists love the clean certainty of equations 
like E=mc², and these work brilliantly within their domain, they 
fail at the quantum edge and in discussions of the multiverse. 
The road was paved to break out of a single, common reality and 
entertain the existence of multiple, parallel ones.

 The 1960s—Proliferating Realities
The 1960s were a cosmic fever dream, a decade where the impli-
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unchanging ideal. But today, truth is a battlefield. Quantum phys-
ics tells us a particle can be in two places at once. Social media 
tells us that your truth depends on your tribal affiliation. Even 
science struggles with the realization that its most cherished 
equations are models that work only within certain boundaries.
	 As Slavoj Žižek argues, we are often stuck in a world where 
“truth” is merely the story that wins the most clicks, the narrative 
that achieves the most viral entanglement. The very concept of 
an “observer” in quantum physics, necessary to collapse a wave 
function, has made the concept of a purely objective “truth” far 
more complex and fragile. We are in a period of painful but nec-
essary revaluation of what truth means in an entangled world.

 The Holographic Universe—We Are the Projector
The key change in our time is that the distinction between a sub-
jective and an objective world is being redefined as a relationship 
of entanglement.
	 Thomas Hertog notes in his contribution that Hannah Arendt 
was already skeptical of a purely “objective” science. In The 
Human Condition, she argued that the scientist is not a val-
ue-free observer but an active participant who strongly influ-
ences what is observed. This, she believed, was not a flaw but a 
fundamental part of the human condition.
	 Value-free science may be a relic of the Platonic era. As we 
seek to understand the birth of the universe or the holographic 
principle—the mind-bending theory that our three-dimensional 
universe could be a projection from a two-dimensional surface—
we are moving toward a science that has definitively said good-
bye to Plato.
	 Here’s the wildest idea yet: when we look at the stars, we see 
light that left them millions of years ago. Our “now” is a delayed 
livestream of cosmic history. Scientists take this further, sug-
gesting that even black holes might be fuzzy holograms. Plato’s 

 The Digital Age—The Entanglement Economy
Fast-forward to today. We are living inside the paradigm shift 
that earlier eras only anticipated. Companies like Amazon, Face-
book, and X mine our lives for data—the Cloud Capital that Yanis 
Varoufakis describes. This data is worth trillions because it 
allows for the prediction and subtle control of human behavior 
on a mass scale. Our desires, friendships, and fears are entangled 
with the algorithms that curate our reality.

There was a twist, a potential for a different kind of entangle-
ment. Cryptocurrencies like Bitcoin promised to break free from 
centralized banks and governments—the modern “guardians of 
the Logos.” Instead of trusting Plato’s elite, crypto used cryp-
tographic math to create a decentralized, trustless system where 
anyone could participate. It was a democratic, anarchistic dream 
of a new kind of financial entanglement.

But as Finn Brunton warns in his contribution, this anarchist 
root is fading. Today, crypto is less about freedom and more about 
new billionaires minting speculative meme currencies, repre-
senting a complete surge to a new form of oligarchic power. The 
digital age is a double-edged sword. It is profoundly anti-Platonic, 
smashing the barriers between public and private, truth and fic-
tion, inside and outside. But it does not eliminate power; it simply 
hands it to a new priestly class: those who control the code. Pla-
to’s cave has not been destroyed; it has been transformed into a 
glass house, where we are both the watchers and the watched.

 Truth vs. Fake—The Battle for a Shared World
One of the pillars of political life, science, and ethics has always 
been the distinction between truth and lies. Today, this distinc-
tion is under relentless attack, yet few are prepared to abandon 
it entirely.
	 In the Platonic tradition, truth was reserved for those entan-
gled with the Logos—the male Athenian citizens. It was a sacred, 
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and amplified, making it increasingly “real” and separate for its 
members.
	 This presents a profound challenge to the traditional model of 
the nation-state, which was built on the idea of a common public 
square, a shared dispositif of institutions like a free press, uni-
versal education, and representative government that curated 
a generally accepted reality. This central “projector” of reality is 
breaking down. Governments, scientific bodies, and mainstream 
media—the traditional guardians of the Logos—find their author-
ity dissolving, not because they are always wrong, but because 
the very architecture of truth has changed.
	 In this new entangled society, power no longer flows solely 
from the center outward, from the government to the people. It 
now circulates within and between these tribal networks. The 
most powerful actors are those who can create, sustain, and 
manipulate these entangled systems—whether they are politi-
cians marshaling digital tribes, influencers shaping consumer 
reality, or algorithms that govern the flow of information itself.
	 Therefore, the journey from Plato’s Cave to the Holographic 
Universe is not just an intellectual history; it is the story of our 
social evolution. We are moving from a model where truth was a 
mountain to be climbed (with philosophers and scientists at the 
peak) to a model where reality is a web to be navigated. The cave 
is no longer a singular one; we are all inhabiting our own bespoke, 
algorithmically-curated caves, each with its own shadow-play, 
believing our flickering images to be the whole of existence.
	 The great task of tomorrow, then, is not to find a way back 
to a mythical single truth, but to learn to build bridges between 
these entangled realities. It demands a new kind of literacy—an 
entanglement literacy—where we recognize that our truths are 
relational and that coexistence in a polarized world depends on 
understanding the connections, however spooky, that bind us all 
in a single, struggling, planetary system.

cave metaphor haunts us once more, but with a crucial differ-
ence. This time, we are not the prisoners chained to the wall. 
We are inside the projector itself. AI, quantum computers, and 
the James Webb Space Telescope are our flashlights, and we are 
using them to interrogate the source code of reality, to ask: What, 
and who, is outside the cave?

The Entangled Society: From Universal Truth to Tribal Realities
If the 20th century was defined by a search for universal, 
objective truths—be they political ideologies, scientific laws, or 
historical narratives—the 21st century is defined by their frag-
mentation. We are witnessing the rise of what can accurately be 
called social entanglement. This is the macro-level manifesta-
tion of the quantum principle: distinct groups, or “tribes,” form 
internally coherent systems where their beliefs, facts, and reali-
ties are so tightly correlated that they become functionally inde-
pendent of a shared, external world.
	 This phenomenon shatters the Platonic and Enlightenment 
ideal of a single Logos—a central, verifiable truth to which all 
rational citizens assent. Instead, we have a landscape of multiple, 
simultaneous, and often incompatible epistemes coexisting. A 
climate change fact in one epistemic tribe is a conspiracy theory 
in another. A public health measure is seen as an act of care in 
one entangled group and an act of oppression in a different one.
	 This is not merely disagreement; it is a manifestation of 
entanglement. The “state” of one member of a tribe (their out-
rage, their belief in a news story) instantly influences the state of 
the entire group, reinforcing its internal coherence and its sepa-
ration from others. Social media algorithms act as the ultimate 
entanglement engine, functioning like a supercollider for human 
thought, constantly measuring and collapsing fluid waves of 
opinion into hardened, polarized particle-states. They create 
feedback loops where a tribe’s reality is constantly confirmed 
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The Bottom Line
From Plato’s cave to quantum waves to TikTok algorithms, 
humanity’s story is about one thing: chasing the invisible con-
nections that constitute reality. The future won’t give us final 
answers or return us to a simple past. Instead, it will ask us to 
embrace radical uncertainty, to rewrite the rules of knowledge, 
power, and selfhood, and perhaps, to finally laugh at how seri-
ously we once took a singular, solitary “truth.” In the Age of 
Entanglement, to be is to be connected. Our greatest challenge 
and our only way forward is to learn what it means to be respon-
sibly, ethically, and compassionately entangled.




