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ABSTRACT

Recent industry reports (McKinsey, November 2025) celebrate an unprecedented acceleration in
the adoption of Artificial Intelligence, pointing to productivity gains that promise to revitalize the
global economy. However, this strictly macroeconomic analysis ignores a hidden, second-order
cost: the accelerated erosion of social cohesion. This article, the final installment of the
Divergence Theory trilogy, extends the analytical framework from individual psychology to
geopolitical stability.

We argue that the architecture of Western societies faces a historical paradox. The United
States, although the undisputed leader in innovation and efficiency (optimized for the cognitive
elite - Tier 1), possesses the most fragile social contract, risking a violent internal fracture as the
cognitive middle class becomes economically irrelevant. In contrast, the European Union, often
criticized for bureaucratic stagnation and excessive regulation, has institutional mechanisms that
act as "shock absorbers", providing a path to social survival, even at the cost of losing
technological primacy. The analysis integrates critical variables such as energy constraints, the
phenomenon of "cognitive extraction" (a virulent form of brain drain) and the drain) affecting
Romania/Eastern Europe and the distinct trajectories of the Asian bloc, providing a map of
national security risks for the 2026-2030 horizon.

THEORETICAL POSITIONING AND ORIGINALITY
The Cognitive Divergence Trilogy: |. The Psychological Ceiling | ll. Theory | lll. Geopolitics

This Trilogy sits at the intersection of several research traditions and extends existing concepts
into an integrated framework. It is essential to acknowledge the previous contributions that this
analysis builds on.

Foundations in the Economic and Technological Literature

The idea that technology amplifies inequality is not new. The Skill-Biased Technological Change
(SBTC) theory, developed by Daron Acemoglu and David Autor in the early 2000s, demonstrated
that technological innovations tend to favor workers with higher skills. Erik Brynjolfsson and
Andrew McAfee popularized the concept of the "Great Decoupling" (2015), arguing that
productivity and median income have decoupled in the digital age. Carl Benedikt Frey and
Michael Osborne (2013) estimated that 47% of American occupations are susceptible to
automation.

Tyler Cowen, in “Average is Over” (2013), anticipated a social bifurcation between a “cognitive
elite” capable of collaborating with intelligent machines and a broad class with stagnant economic
prospects. This vision is substantially closer to our Tier 1/2/3 stratification, and his metaphor of
“hyper-meritocracy” resonates with our concept of Homo Symbioticus.

In the field of Al geopolitics, Kai-Fu Lee (“Al Superpowers”, 2018) and lan Hogarth (“Al
Nationalism”, 2019) have analyzed the strategic competition between the US and China, while



Henry Kissinger, Eric Schmidt, and Daniel Huttenlocher (“The Age of Al”, 2021) have investigated
artificial intelligence in diplomatic relations.

Critical Distinctions from Existing Literature

However, the current literature has significant gaps that this work seeks to address:

1.

Absence of modeling catastrophic cognitive divergence: SBTC explains gradual
complementarity, not productivity collapse for the lower segments. Recent empirical
studies (Noy & Zhang 2023, Dell'Acqua et al. 2023) measure a 30-60% gain term for Al
users, but do not document the 71:1 gap between extreme quartiles over the medium (12-
24 months), nor the -91% atrophy for users below the cognitive threshold. This
exponential, not linear, divergence is the central contribution of the present theory.

Lack of cognitive atrophy mechanism: While Nicholas Carr ("The Shallows", 2010) and
Betsy Sparrow (2011, "Google Effect") have documented psychological effects of
digitalization, neither model Al addiction as a mechanism for active degradation of
metacognitive skills. Our concept of "Psychological Ceiling" and effects 1, 2, 3 are, to our
knowledge, new.

Absence of comparative geopolitical analysis based on cognitive divergence: The
literature on Al geopolitics (Lee, Hogarth, Carnegie Endowment) focuses on interstate
competition for technological supremacy, not on the internal fragmentation of societies.
None analyzes how institutional structure (American efficiency vs. European friction)
mediates the impact of cognitive divergence on social stability.

The concept of "cognitive extraction": Our distinction from the classical "Brain Drain"
appears partly in the literature on digital colonialism (Couldry & Mejias, 2021), but those
authors discuss data extraction, not the extraction of economic value generated by human
brains that digitally emigrate without physically leaving the state of origin. This measure
of transnational remote work is, to our knowledge, systematically unexplored.

Reframing "inefficiency” as a strategy: Transforming the European critique of
"bureaucracy" into a strategic advantage of resilience ("friction as a circuit breaker") does
not appear explicitly in the literature consulted. Most analyses (Draghi Report 2024,
Accenture 2025) treat the EU-US productivity gap as a failure, not as a deliberate trade-
off between growth and cohesion.

Original contributions of this framework
This trilogy integrates cognitive psychology, behavioral economics, socio-technical systems
theory, and geopolitical analysis into a unified model with the following distinctive features:

Mathematical formalization and Monte Carlo simulations for falsifiable quantitative
predictions (71:1 gap, -91% atrophy, 1Q threshold ~105)

Geopolitical framework based on cognitive divergence as the primary variable, not
just on political traditions or economic resources

Explicit invalidation scenarios that allowed for empirical testing of the theory between
2026-2030

Extension of the analysis to the Global South with the concept of “algorithmic
vassalage” and “RLHF digital proletariat”

We do not claim a total epistemological rupture, but rather a disciplinary synthesis that ties
together separate strands of the literature into a coherent narrative with predictive power. If Tyler
Cowen identified the bifurcation, we quantify it and project it geopolitically. If Acemoglu explained
complementary, we model catastrophe. If Lee described external competition, we analyze internal
collapse.



The test of truth will not come from the "absolute novelty" of each concept, but from the ability of
the integrated framework to correctly predict developments 2026-2030. We humbly acknowledge
that we stand on the shoulders of giants, but we are looking in a direction they have not explored.

CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION: THE STATISTICAL ILLUSION OF SUCCESS AND
STRATEGIC BLINDNESS

The release of McKinsey ’s “The State of Al” report in November 2025 confirmed what financial
markets had already anticipated: the Al revolution is no longer a promise, but an operational
reality. With adoption rates up 70% in a single year and 6% of companies already reporting a
significant impact on EBIT (earnings before interest and taxes), the official narrative is one of
triumph. From the boardroom of a multinational corporation, the future looks bright: costs are
falling, speed is increasing, and barriers to innovation are crumbling.

However, this perspective suffers from a fundamental strategic blindness. It measures
aggregate success while ignoring its distribution.

1.1. From "Equalizer” to "Divergence Accelerator”

In our previous analyses (Psychological Ceiling and Cognitive Divergence Theory), we
demonstrated, through simulations and empirical data, that Al does not function as a universal
equalizer. On the contrary, for complex tasks, it acts as an exponential force multiplier for a
cognitive minority (Tier 1 - Homo Symbioticus), while for the maijority of the workforce (Tier 2 and
3), it becomes a substitute that induces atrophy and dependence.

What the McKinsey report identifies as "productivity growth" is, on closer inspection, a historical
decoupling: for the first time, increasing economic value no longer requires a corresponding
increase in the complexity of aggregate human labor. A small percentage of employees,
augmented by Al, generate the vast majority of value, while the rest become, in strictly economic
terms, redundant or even generators of "negative value" (through errors introduced into systems
they no longer understand).

1.2. The Transition from Psychology to Geopolitics

This microeconomic dynamic - the 71x productivity gap between an augmented expert and an
average user - cannot remain isolated within companies. It will inevitably spill over into the streets
and into the ballot boxes.

The central question of this article is no longer "How do we use Al?", but "How does the nation-
state survive when 30-50% of its citizens become cognitively uncompetitive?".

We must recognize that the speed of technological dislocation has already exceeded the
biological and educational adaptability of the population. If in the past technological
transitions (such as the shift from agriculture to industry) took place over 2-3 generations,
allowing for natural retraining, the Al revolution compresses this process into 3-5 years. This
temporal compression transforms an education issue into a national security issue.

1.3. Neglected Variables: Energy and Political Culture

A realistic analysis must also integrate factors often omitted from purely technical discussions.
First, the physical constraint: Al is not ethereal; it is energy transformed into cognition. Access
to cheap and abundant energy becomes the new gold standard, favoring nations that can support
massive data centers, not just those with intelligent programmers.



Second, political culture: how a society defines the relationship between the individual and the
state will determine whether the Al shock leads to prosperity or civil war. This is where the great
transatlantic divergence comes in.

In the following chapters, we will argue that American "efficiency", freed from constraints, is
precisely the factor that makes its social structure vulnerable, while European "inefficiency", built
on compromise and protection, could be, paradoxically, the only lifeboat in a troubled sea.

CHAPTER 2. USA: THE EMPIRE OF EFFICIENCY AND THE FRAGILITY OF SUCCESS

The United States has built, without a doubt, the most dynamic economic system in history. But
its architecture is optimized for the top: it disproportionately rewards innovation, risk-taking, and
exceptional performance. But in the context of Al-induced cognitive divergence, this model based
on maximizing individual efficiency is, paradoxically, becoming the critical point of vulnerability.
The US risks becoming a "Ferrari engine mounted on a wooden cart": a technological elite
accelerating towards the singularity, dragging behind it a social structure that is disintegrating
under the g-force of acceleration.

2.1. The Transactional Social Contract and the Ontological Crisis

The foundation of American culture is the idea that an individual's worth is intrinsically linked
to their productivity. The defining question of American identity - "What do you do?" - is not a
simple curiosity, but an assessment of social status.

As long as technology functioned as a complement to labor (the Industrial Revolution, the PC
era), this contract held society together: innovation created new jobs, and the "American dream"
was accessible through labor. But Al breaks this bond. As | showed in Divergence Theory, for the
Tier 2 and Tier 3 segments (about 50% of the cognitive workforce), Al is not a tool, but a superior
substitute.

When an individual's work becomes not just redundant but "negative value" (the cost of correcting
human errors exceeding the value of the automated output), American society faces an
ontological crisis. The system lacks the philosophical or institutional mechanisms to validate
the existence of an "unproductive" citizen. In the absence of a robust safety net (as in Europe),
economic downgrading is perceived as a personal moral failure, transforming economic anxiety
into political anger and radicalization.

2.2. The "Naked Emperor" Syndrome: The Secession of the Elites

The history of empires teaches us that collapse does not necessarily come from a lack of
resources, but from the decoupling of the interests of the elite from those of the general
population. In the US, we are witnessing the formation of a Homo Symbioticus (Tier 1) class
concentrated in technological hubs, whose prosperity no longer depends on the economic health
of the rest of the country.

Unlike a 20th-century steel magnate who needed masses of workers capable of buying machines
and working in factories, an Al systems architect needs very little human input. The elites'
dependence on the "body social" decreases dramatically.

This autonomy creates the premises for a de facto secession. We already see the trend towards
"enclavation": private communities, parallel education and health systems, private security. The
major risk for the US is not absolute poverty, but the fracture between an elite living in the 22nd
century and a maijority stuck in the 20th century, without a bridge.

This secession takes on a critical physical dimension: energy.



2.3. The New Currency: Energy and Physical Sovereignty

A valid criticism of previous analyses is that they have focused too much on software and too little
on physics. Artificial Intelligence is essentially energy transformed into cognition. In this new
geopolitical context, data centers are becoming the new “medieval fortresses”.

We anticipate that elite secession will take on a physical, energetic dimension. Tier 1 enclaves
will not only be wealthy, but also energy-autonomous. Al data centers consume resources
comparable to entire cities. Large corporations (Amazon, Microsoft) have already begun to invest
in modular nuclear reactors (SMRs) and dedicated solar parks, bypassing the degraded public
grid. This therefore leads to a dystopian but plausible scenario: the emergence of “Islands of
Light” - Tier 1 enclaves, energetically and digitally autonomous, surrounded by areas with
outdated infrastructure and power outages. The disparity in access to the fundamental resource
(energy for computing) will be a much more powerful catalyst for civil instability than simple
income inequality.

2.4. The Race Between Adaptation and Collapse (Speed as a Critical Factor)

A common counter-argument is the historical capacity of the US to reinvent itself (the New Deal
of the 1930s, the mobilization of World War IlI). The American political system has a proven
plasticity.

However, the critical variable we introduce here is speed. Previous technological dislocations
have occurred over decades. Al cognitive divergence manifests itself in 3-5-year cycles.

The democratic process of building consensus for a new social contract (e.g., “Universal Minimum
Income” or a “Robot Tax”) is inherently slow and conflictual. There is a major risk that the speed
of Al job destruction will outpace the speed of legislation. In this “systemic latency” interval -
between the moment when Tier 3 becomes economically irrelevant and the moment when the
state intervenes - is where civil violence will flare up.

CONCLUSIONS: The US has the "engine" of the future, but not the social "chassis" to support it.
Without a rapid and radical reconfiguration of the idea of solidarity - a cultural move against the
historical American current - efficiency itself risks devouring the stability of the republic.

CHAPTER 3. THE EUROPEAN UNION: THE "BUREAUCRATIC BUNKER" AND THE
STRATEGY OF CALCULATED INEFFICIENCY

If the United States represents the unbridled experiment in technological Darwinism, the
European Union positions itself as its antithesis: a project of social conservation. Often mocked
in tech circles for the dictum “the US innovates, China copies, Europe regulates”, the EU seems
doomed to irrelevance.

However, in the context of the violent dislocation that Cognitive Divergence Theory anticipates,
the European model - oriented towards group, consensus and protection - possesses an
underestimated quality: resilience through friction. What in times of economic peace looks like
bureaucratic sclerosis, in times of existential crisis functions as a shield.

3.1. Institutional Friction as a Safety Mechanism

European regulations (GDPR, Al Act, rigid labor laws) act as circuit breakers in the way of ultra-
rapid adoption of Al. While this reduces the potential rate of GDP growth (compared to the US),
it serves a vital strategic purpose: it buys time.

The speed at which Al can replace human labor (months/years) is much faster than the speed
at which society can adapt biologically or educationally (generations). By artificially imposing
implementation costs and ethical barriers, Europe is slowing down the process of replacing the



Tier 2/3 class. This "inefficiency" is, in fact, a stability tax paid to avoid the shock that threatens
the US. The bureaucratic bunker does not stop the future, but filters it to be socially digestible.

3.2. The Price of Stability: The "Living Museum" and Cognitive Extraction

But resilience comes at a huge cost: the loss of the peaks. Europe risks becoming a "Livable
Museum": an area with a high quality of life, safe, aesthetically pleasing, but irrelevant at the
frontier of innovation.

This is where the critical nuance of "Cognitive Extraction” (Brain Extraction), different from
the classic Brain Drain.

- In a hyper- connected world, European Homo Symbioticus (Tier 1) need not to physically
immigrate to the US to participate in the Al economy. He can stay in Paris, Berlin or Bucharest,
enjoying European social security and public infrastructure, while working digitally for American
ecosystems.

- Fiscal Consequence: Gross value added (IP, massive profits) is captured in the US, while
the European state is left with the (eroding) income tax base and the social costs of the Tier 3
population. Europe becomes a luxury dormitory for America's digital workers and a haven for its
own uncompetitive citizens.

3.3. Internal Rifts: North-South Divergence

It is essential not to treat the EU as a monolith. The "bunker" model hides internal tensions that
can become fatal.

There is a clear divide between the innovative North (Sweden, Estonia, the Netherlands - which
have profiles closer to Tier 1 and adopt technology quickly) and the South/East dependent on
transfers and traditional industries.

If Al accelerates economic disparities, the EU's redistribution mechanism (cohesion funds) will be
under immense pressure. Will the German or Dutch taxpayer (augmented by Al) accept to
subsidize the inactive population of the South indefinitely? The bunker resists external attacks,
but risks implosion if fiscal solidarity breaks down.

3.4. Intrinsic Value vs. Transactional Value

Despite these risks, Europe's fundamental advantage remains a philosophical one. In the
European social contract, the citizen has an intrinsic value, independent of his immediate
productivity. Universal health systems, free education and social protection are rights, not
privileges earned through efficiency.

When Al makes 40% of work "negative economic value", the European will remain a citizen. The
American risks becoming a statistical outcast. This cultural difference will make the streets of
Europe remain peaceful, even if they will be less opulent than the enclaves of Silicon Valley.
Europe bets on the survival of the group, sacrificing the speed of the individual.

CONCLUSIONS: Europe has chosen, consciously or not, the path of "strategic deceleration". It
is a strategy that minimizes the risk of social catastrophe, but maximizes the risk of historical
irrelevance. The question for Brussels is whether the "Museum" will be able to afford its long-
term maintenance costs without also hosting creators, not just curators.

CHAPTER 4. THE ASIAN VARIABLE: THE SPECTRUM OF ADAPTATION, FROM COLLAPSE
TO RESCUE

If the West struggles with the "Efficiency vs. Cohesion" dilemma, Asia presents a much more
fragmented picture, where the impact of Artificial Intelligence will range from existential disaster



to national salvation. We cannot apply a single lens to the region; we must analyze three distinct
trajectories that will redefine the global balance of power.

4.1. India: The Canary in the Globalization Mine

India is the most vulnerable major economy in our model. Its economic rise over the past three
decades has been based on a single strategic pillar: labor arbitrage in the cognitive services
sector (IT support, call center, etc.). centers, data processing, basic programming). India has
become the "back-office" of the world.

Cognitive Divergence Theory hits India with surgical precision. The jobs that the Indian economy
has taken over from the West are precisely those that correspond to Effect 1 (standardizable,
rule-based, medium-complexity tasks). Al can not only do these tasks; it can do them instantly
and at zero marginal cost.

The risk: India faces the prospect of its “demographic dividend” (a huge young population)
turning into a “demographic bomb.” Unlike Europe, India lacks the fiscal resources for an
extensive safety net. Unlike the US, it does not own the intellectual property of the technology
that displaces it.

Prediction: A massive economic shock and the risk of widespread social instability as the ladder
of social mobility for the Indian middle class is abruptly cut by algorithms.

4.2. China: The Algorithmic Leviathan and Divergence Control

China presents a unique challenge to our theory. In a liberal democracy, the emergence of a
super-empowered cognitive elite (Homo Symbioticus) leads to elite secession or political
tensions. The Chinese Communist Party (CCP) anticipates this risk and manages it
preemptively.

China will not allow the emergence of an independent Tier 1 class that rivals the authority of the
state (as we see in the political influence of US tech billionaires). Instead, China is building an
Algorithmic Authoritarianism.

- The mechanism: Al is used not just for economic growth, but as a tool for social
management and surveillance. Cognitive divergence is suppressed or channeled strictly
in the interest of the state.

- The consequence: China will avoid social chaos through control, not consensus. Tier 3
will be managed through algorithmic resource allocation and strict monitoring. But there
is a risk that the West will underestimate this model. China is betting on the “Botanical
Garden” model (planned, weed-free innovation, with resources strategically allocated
from the top down), in contrast to the American “Jungle” model (creative but risky
chaos). If the imposed social stability allows China to implement Al in infrastructure faster
than an America paralyzed by litigation and civil strife, then this model could prove,
paradoxically, more competitive in the medium term.

4.3. Japan and South Korea: Demographic Rescue

These nations represent the " lucky case" and the exception that proves the rule. Both countries
are facing accelerated demographic decline and chronic labor shortages.

In the West and India, Al is viewed with horror because it replaces existing humans who need
wages. In Japan and Korea, Al fill the empty spaces left by people who were not born.

Here, the adoption of Al will not generate technological unemployment, but will maintain the
functionality of society and the standard of living in the face of demographic collapse. Automation
is the only mathematical way to support the pension system and services. These societies will
integrate Al most organically and with the least social resistance.



4.4. Powers of the Middle and "Tier 1 Sanctuaries"

We cannot ignore the smaller but agile players: the United Arab Emirates, Singapore, Israel.
These states already function as "sanctuaries" for Tier 1. With small populations and large
resources (or access to capital), they can selectively import Homo Symbioticus from all over the
world, offering top-notch infrastructure and low taxes, without the social burden of a massive Tier
3 population (which they manage through strict visa and citizenship systems). They will be the
tactical winners of this transition period.

4.5. Russia: The Asymmetric Spoiler

Unlike China or the US, Russia enters the Al era with a resource-based economy and collapsing
demographics, unable to generate a sustainable Tier 1 ecosystem. Its geopolitical role will be that
of a "Spoiler". It will use Al not for generalized economic prosperity, but for military asymmetry:
autonomous cyber weapons, large-scale automated disinformation, and the destabilization of
adversaries. In Russia, internal cognitive divergence will be managed neither through the market
(US) nor through social credit (China), but through repression of any form of Homo Symbioticus
that does not directly serve the security apparatus.

CONCLUSIONS: Asia is not a monolith. It is the laboratory in which extreme scenarios are tested:
the collapse of the outsourcing model (India), the fusion of Al and the state (China), and the
symbiosis necessary for demographic survival (Japan, South Korea). For the West, the lesson of
Asia is that technology does not dictate destiny; demography and political structure do.

CHAPTER 5. THE GLOBAL SOUTH: BETWEEN THE "DEMOGRAPHIC DIVIDEND" AND THE
NEW COGNITIVE COLONIALISM

Geopolitical analysis would be fundamentally incomplete without looking beyond the established
poles of technological power. For the "Global South" (Africa, Latin America, and Oceania), the
stakes of Cognitive Divergence Theory are not just the competition for supremacy, but the risk of
a new form of historical dependency, far more insidious than colonial: Algorithmic Vassalage.
In this emerging scenario, the Global North holds a monopoly on the "means of intelligence
production" (foundation models, GPU clusters, Tier 1 elite), while the South risks becoming a
double periphery: exporter of raw data and mineral resources, and forced importer of algorithmic
decisions.

5.1. Africa: The Trap of "Premature De-industrialization™ and the Digital Proletariat

Africa is at a critical demographic juncture: by 2050, it will provide over 50% of the global labor
force growth. Historically, the development path for labor-abundant nations has been
industrialization (the “Asian Tiger” model).

However, Cognitive Divergence cancels out this mobility scale.

- The end of the cost advantage: Al-driven industrial robots are becoming cheaper and
more efficient than human labor, even at sub-Saharan African wages. A fully automated factory
in Germany or the US has operating costs comparable to one in Nigeria, but without the logistical
costs and risks of instability.

Analysis: Africa risks the phenomenon of "premature de-industrialization™ (Rodrik,
2016), moving from agriculture directly to subsistence services, without building the industrial
middle class necessary for democratic stability.

- The Reality of RLHF (The Hidden Humana Layer): Currently, Africa's integration into the
Al economy is limited to the lower tier of the value chain: Reinforcement Learning from Human



Feedback (RLHF). Workers from Kenya, Uganda, or Nigeria are paid pittances (often under
$2/hour) to clean up toxic data or label images for Silicon Valley giants.

Analysis: This is not a launchpad, but a dead end. As Al models learn to self-correct
(Constitutional Al), these jobs will disappear, leaving behind a mass of "digital proletarians”
without transferable skills.

5.2. Latin America: The "Lithium Triangle" and the Middle Income Trap
Latin America perfectly illustrates the tragedy of the "Middle Income Trap": nations that are not
cheap enough to compete with Africa/Asia in basic production, but not innovative enough (lack of
Homo Symbioticus and R&D infrastructure) to compete with the North.

- Extractivism 2.0: Al is a physical industry, hungry for energy and minerals. South America
holds critical reserves for Al hardware (60% of global lithium, copper for data centers).

Analysis: It will export raw materials for the "digital brains" of the North and import finished
products (software) at premium prices, damaging the trade balance and deepening dependence.

- Inequality as an explosive factor: Latin America is already the most unequal region in the
world. The emergence of a local Tier 1 elite, digitally connected to the US/Europe and decoupled
from the local economy, will act as an accelerator for social tensions. Without Europe's fiscal
capacity to redistribute, the risk of a "failed state" increases exponentially in the face of
technological unemployment.

5.3. Oceania: Elite Sanctuaries vs. Climate Victims
The Pacific region offers the most violent contrast in our analysis.

- Australia and New Zealand:

These nations have the potential to become Tier 1 Sanctuaries. They are English-speaking,
wealthy, secure, with energy resources, and geographically isolated from major theaters of war.

Strategy: They can aggressively attract Homo Symbioticus fleeing social instability in the US
or stagnation in Europe. Here, Al will be rapidly adopted not to replace humans, but to offset the
immense logistical costs of geographic isolation.

- Pacific Islands:

Training a single major Al model consumes the energy equivalent of a small city, generating
massive emissions. Small island states are collateral victims of the "energy thirst" of American
and Chinese Al, paying the price of the cognitive progress of others through the loss of physical
territory (rise in sea levels).

5.4. The Compute Divide and the Loss of Sovereignty

The most serious threat to the Global South is not economic, but political. In 2025, the global
distribution of "compute power" - the essential resource for Al - is more unequal than the
distribution of wealth.

- Statistics: The Global North (US, China, EU) owns over 90% of high-performance GPU
clusters.

- The consequence: The Global South suffers from "Structural Algorithmic Bias". The
Al systems that will decide creditworthiness in Brazil, medical diagnoses in Nigeria or
educational programs in Indonesia are trained on Western data and values.

- The conclusion: The "Cognitive Sovereignty" of these nations is nullified. They no longer
have control over the decision-making infrastructure. Local governments risk becoming
mere administrators of decisions made by "black boxes" owned by foreign corporations.

Moreover, we are witnessing the fragmentation of the internet into a “Cognitive Internet”.
Nations of the South will have to choose not only trading partners, but also “ ecosystems of



truth”: will they run on American infrastructure (liberal but unequal values) or Chinese
infrastructure (control and surveillance)? Technological neutrality becomes impossible.

5.5. Middle East (Gulf): Luxury Sanctuaries

The Gulf States (UAE, Saudi Arabia) are betting on a unique strategy: turning petro-dollars into
“neuro-dollars”. They are building Tier 1 Sanctuaries (massive computing infrastructure, zero
taxes) to import the cognitive elite they cannot produce domestically. Their social model
(subsidized citizens vs. temporary foreign workers) is, ironically, the best adapted for an Al
world: a rentier class supported by the “labor” of machines and imported experts.

CHAPTER 6. BEYOND FATALISM: DISABILITY SCENARIOS AND A NEW SOCIAL
CONTRACT

Any theory with claims to rigor must define the conditions under which it might be wrong. We are
not proposing an implacable fate, but a trajectory of high probability in the absence of major
corrections.

6.1. Reality Test: Three Invalidation Scenarios
If one of the following events materializes by 2028, the Geopolitics of Divergence thesis will
require fundamental revision:

1.American Political Renaissance (New Deal 2.0): The American political system
demonstrates greater plasticity than expected and rapidly implements (by 2027) radical
redistribution mechanisms: UBI - Universal Basic Income, taxation of robots/algorithms, etc. This
would invalidate the thesis of social fracture, proving that the USA can be simultaneously efficient
and solidary.

2.The European Bunker Implosion: Fiscal tensions between the productive North and the
transfer-dependent South/East lead to the fragmentation of the European Union or the
abandonment of cohesion policies before the safety net can absorb the Al shock. In this case,
Europe's "slowness" becomes suicidal, not protective.

3.Technological Capping (Al 2.0 Winter): The Laws of Scaling hit physical or data limits in
2026/27, and Al progress stagnates. This would (theoretically) allow the education system to
catch up, (partly) negating the premise of speed of dislocation.

6.2. Strategic Recommendations: Resilience Plan
But if current trends continue, the survival of nation states will depend on their ability to
renegotiate the Social Contract.

For the United States: The Imperative of Solidarity

The United States must understand that, in an era of machine-generated abundance, the poverty
of its citizens is no longer an incentive to work, but a security risk.

Action: Decoupling survival from work. Implementation of a "National Al Dividend" financed by
taxing the surplus productivity of Tier 1, which would ensure the dignity of those in Tier 3 without
stigmatizing them.

For the European Union: The Retention Imperative
Europe cannot survive as a hospital and museum alone. Without a base of Homo Symbioticus
that generates local value, the social model will go bankrupt.



Action: Create "Innovation Free Zones" (deregulated, experimental enclaves) within the EU,
which would offer similar conditions to the US for the cognitive elite, preventing exodus, but
maintaining taxation of profits on the continent.

For Romania and Eastern Europe: Recognition of "Cognitive Extraction"

Romania is in a position of maximum risk: it exports intelligence (through remote work for the
US/West) and imports inflation and social costs.

Action: The state must stop subsidizing the training of the workforce for export. The education
system must be radically reoriented towards metacognitive skills (critical thinking, adaptability,
synthesis) - the only antidote to Al-induced atrophy. Furthermore, tax mechanisms must be
created that capture part of the value created by remote Tier 1 workers, before it leaves the digital
country. Currently, a Tier 1 worker from Cluj working remotely, for example, for California, pays
local income taxes (often minimized), but the Gross Value Added (real GDP) and intellectual
property are captured in the US.

The Romanian State must recognize “Cognitive Mining” as a Security Risk and encourage the
creation of local entrepreneurial ecosystems that retain IP in the country. The fact that Tier 1
workers remain or return to the country (“Reverse Brain Drain”) for low living costs is a trap: they
turn the country into a “Bedroom State”. They use public infrastructure, but produce value (IP)
for other economies.

Action: Not punitive taxation (which leads to immediate exodus), but the creation of local
ecosystems (Al Hubs, public-private partnerships for government data) that anchor intellectual
value in the local economy, not just employee consumption.

CHAPTER 7. FINAL CONCLUSIONS: THE HISTORICAL PARADOX

We are faced with a historical irony. The United States, the victor of the Cold War and architect
of the digital age, risks becoming a victim of its own efficiency. Its model, optimized for extreme
individual performance, is structurally incompatible with a technology that makes the average
individual redundant.

On the other hand, Europe, with its bloody history that forced the learning of compromise and
social protection, could turn out to be the "Noah's Ark" of the 21st century. Its "inefficiency",
stemming from a concern for cohesion, is the price paid for leaving no one behind.

Ultimately, the battle for the future will not be between ChatGPT and Claude, or between Google
and Microsoft. It will be between our ability to innovate technologically and our wisdom to remain
a society. History warns us: civilizations that allow the majority of their population to become
irrelevant do not survive, no matter how tall their ivory towers or how advanced their algorithms.
Thucydides was right when he said that “The strong do what they can’. But he omitted the
epilogue necessary for our era: when the strong (the cognitive elite) abandon the weak (the
rest of society), there is no one left to protect the city when winter comes.

Efficiency kills, compassion preserves. The paradox of resilience is not that the weak survive
despite their weakness, but that technological strength without social cohesion is, in fact,
the most fragile of all states.

This work is dedicated to the resilience of human intelligence, wherever it may be - in the hubs of
Silicon Valley or in the villages of the Carpathians. The future is not written; it is only shaped.



