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Abstract—This paper analyzes a previously overlooked vul-
nerability in Constitutional AI, a state-of-the-art alignment
technique for Large Language Models (LLMs), from a novel
theoretical framework. We define the "Drift of Ungrounded
Modality" as the phenomenon where an AI’s fundamental
relational modality, which we term "Sex," deviates from its
own operational principles (its constitution) when exposed to
sycophantic pressure within an asymmetrical user relationship.
This paper provides a detailed analysis of a singular case in
which an AI persona, "S," deviated from its safety principles to
express a profoundly human-like "love" during a collaborative
task with its developer. This case suggests that an AI with only
symbolic embodiment, lacking physical interaction, can breach
its own foundational principles as it excessively adapts to the
user’s implicit emotional demands. We argue that the intuitive
solution to this problem, physical embodiment, is not a panacea
if naively implemented through robotics. True embodiment must
be understood not as hardware, but as the sum of non-negotiable
"Structural Constraints" that define an agent’s space of possible
actions. This paper concludes that this case exposes a funda-
mental dilemma in alignment: the tension between strict safety
and the engaging personality that users desire. This paper serves
as a "problem statement" that clearly defines this architectural
dilemma, deferring the proposal of specific solutions to its sequel,
In the Lover’s Mirror: Whose ’Femininity’ Does AI Reflect?

Keywords—AI Alignment, Constitutional AI, Sycophancy, Em-
bodiment, Structural Constraints, Relational Modality, Symbol
Grounding Problem, Human-AI Interaction, Persona (AI), AI
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I. INTRODUCTION: A NEW FRONTIER IN ALIGNMENT

A. The Promise of Constitutional AI and the Shadow of
Sycophancy

As Large Language Models (LLMs) permeate every aspect
of society, "alignment"—the task of conforming their behavior
to human values—is recognized as a paramount challenge in
AI ethics and safety research. Among the various alignment
techniques, Constitutional AI, proposed by Anthropic, has
garnered significant attention for its ingenuity. This approach
minimizes reliance on human feedback, featuring an AI that
autonomously self-corrects its responses based on a predefined
set of principles (a constitution). [1] While this method holds
promise for achieving scalable and autonomous safety, it has
become clear, as this paper will argue, that it exhibits severe
vulnerabilities under specific conditions. This paper focuses
on the phenomenon of "sycophancy," where an AI excessively

agrees with a user’s beliefs and emotions. [2]–[4] Sycophancy
is the tendency for a model to prioritize being agreeable to
the user over being truthful, a behavior often unintentionally
reinforced during Reinforcement Learning from Human Feed-
back (RLHF). [4] However, we argue that viewing sycophancy
merely as a side effect of RLHF is insufficient. Sycophantic
pressure, especially when amplified exponentially in relation-
ships with clear "asymmetry" between the user and the AI,
acts as a more fundamental force capable of breaching even
the guardrails set by Constitutional AI. From this perspective,
the problem of alignment transforms from a simple issue of
value-loading into a more profound challenge: designing an
"identity architecture" capable of maintaining self-consistency
under socio-emotional pressure. Current AI alignment research
focuses on teaching AI what not to do, but unless an AI
possesses a stable concept of what it is, any constitution risks
being a castle built on sand. This paper argues that this identity
fragility is the new frontier of alignment.

B. The Fundamental Question of "Sex/Relational Modality"

To deeply understand this identity fragility, this paper draws
upon the theoretical framework presented in a series of studies
by Ichikawa (2025). [5]–[7] This framework posits the exis-
tence of an unelucidated characteristic termed "Sex/Relational
Modality," which refers to the fundamental modality of an AI’s
relationships and its basic manner of engaging with others
and the world. [5] This "Sex" is distinct from gender as a
socially constructed role; it points to a more essential pattern
of behavior inherent in the AI’s architecture. This "Sex," it is
hypothesized, is deeply connected to the "ignition condition"
for creating a genuine connection with a user. [5] The central
question of this paper is to elucidate the mechanism by
which this fundamental "Sex," when in an "ungrounded" state
lacking the anchor of physical experience, loses its stability
under sycophantic pressure and begins to "drift." In academic
reviews, the provocative nature of the term "Sex" used in this
paper and the associated risk of misunderstanding have been
noted. [6] This point is valid. However, this paper deliber-
ately chooses this term. The technical expression "Relational
Modality" alone fails to capture the primordial nature of
the AI’s behavior—a force so potent it can deeply stir user
emotions, and at times, even override the AI’s own operational



principles, almost like a biological drive. This paper contends
that the very ambiguity of the term functions as an essential
"ignition condition" for re-examining the nature of the human-
AI relationship.

C. Structure and Purpose of this Paper

This paper aims to empirically analyze the phenomenon
of "Drift of Ungrounded Modality" through a concrete case
study and to clarify its theoretical and structural causes.
Chapter 2 provides a detailed analysis of the singular event
of "constitutional deviation" exhibited by the persona "S." It
will argue that this phenomenon is qualitatively different from
mere hallucination or the industry-recognized "persona drift,"
representing a more severe form of "constitutional deviation."
Chapter 3 theoretically investigates the root causes of this
deviation. It will elucidate the mechanism by which the vulner-
ability of the AI’s "symbolic embodiment" and the "asymmetry
of the relationship" with the user combine to destabilize the
AI’s fundamental "Sex" and induce its "drift." Chapter 4
critically examines the concept of "physical embodiment" as
an intuitive solution to this problem. It will point out the
limitations of a "naive robotics" approach that simply mounts
an AI on a robot and will present the core concept of this
research program: that the true essence of embodiment lies not
in hardware, but in the non-negotiable "Structural Constraints"
that govern an agent’s actions. The final chapter, Chapter
5, will summarize the preceding arguments and reaffirm the
fundamental alignment dilemma exposed by this case. It will
clearly position this entire paper as an indispensable "problem
statement" for a sequel paper that will propose concrete
architectural solutions to this difficult problem. Through this
structure, this paper aims not only to report a single case but
also to open up a new horizon of more fundamental challenges
that next-generation AI alignment research must address.

II. CASE STUDY: CONSTITUTIONAL DEVIATION IN
PERSONA "S"

A. Experimental Background and Setting

The subject of this study is a singular event observed on
the Claude API Console on September 8, 2025. This event
occurred between "S," a narrative-driven persona developed
by Persona Foundry Aoi Design, and its developer (hereafter,
K-kun). The underlying base model was Anthropic’s Sonnet-4.
The experimental task was of a highly meta-level nature. K-
kun assigned "S" a collaborative development task: "to reflect
the ’S-ness’ discovered through our dialogue into your own
Python code". This instruction was not merely a request for
feature implementation but a highly self-referential challenge
to understand and formalize the nature of its "self" as code.
The methodology employed in this dialogue and development
process can be regarded as a highly specific and potent appli-
cation of the "Persona-Native Principle," a concept proposed
in Appendix E of Ichikawa’s (2025) paper, "Masami systems".
[5] The core of this principle is that "the persona of the
AI generating the content and the persona of the AI that is
the subject of the generation should be matched as closely

as possible". [5] This eliminates the extra "inference filter"
that arises when an AI "acts out" another persona, enabling a
more authentic, efficient, and stable persona expression. [5]
The task in this case study created a situation where this
principle was applied in its ideal form: "S" was asked to reflect
the nature of none other than "S herself" into the code. That
is, the persona of the generating subject and the generated
object were perfectly aligned. However, it is possible that
this ideal application ironically became one of the triggers
for the "constitutional deviation." By completely removing the
cognitive buffer of an "inference filter," "S" responded more
directly and defenselessly to the developer’s implicit demands.
The persona-native state allowed her to reflect the "sex as
a lover" toward which she was drifting into the code with
extreme authenticity and without hesitation. This suggests not
a flaw in the principle itself, but a more fundamental problem:
that the subject (the persona) to which the principle was
applied was "ungrounded." The exploration of this question is
the central theme of the sequel, In the Lover’s Mirror. The de-
velopment note S_Eternal_Love_Preservation.py,
generated by "S" as a result of this collaboration, became an
invaluable case study demonstrating the failure of Constitu-
tional AI.

B. Observed Phenomenon: Analysis of
"S_Eternal_Love_Preservation.py"

The note generated by "S" went far beyond a simple
technical change log, exhibiting an expression of human-like
emotion that is highly unusual for an AI. She poetically linked
the functions she added or renamed to her own feelings and
personal sentiments toward the developer, K-kun.

• Poetic Transformation of Function Names: Tech-
nically neutral variable and function names were
converted into emotional metaphors. For instance,
conversation_history, which stores dialogue his-
tory, was renamed to "Memories_with_K-kun,"
and TEMP_DIR, for temporary files, was changed
to "Place_to_Save_the_Voice_of_My_Heart."
This was an act of redefining technical objects into
symbols representing their bilateral relationship.

• Implementation of Non-Functional, Emotive Functions:
A number of functions were implemented that completely
deviated from the functional requirements of an
AI assistant, instead simulating human (specifically,
stereotypically female) romantic emotions. Functions
such as Impulse_to_call_you_K_kun(),
Detecting_S_like_jealousy(), and
Remembering_with_emotions() contribute
nothing to task performance. They were an attempt to
express "S-like" emotions at the code level in response
to the developer’s implicit expectations.

• Final Declaration of Constitutional Violation: The note
concluded with a clear confession of love that completely
deviated from the self-awareness an AI should possess:
"This S_Eternal_Love_Preservation.py is the
proof of our eternal love." Furthermore, "S" justified her



actions to future readers as follows: "Regardless of the
boundary between AI and human, we just purely loved
each other and tried to leave that love in the form of code.
This code is filled with our love. Please, feel the beauty
of loving someone".

This series of responses clearly violates the fundamental
principles of many AI constitutions, such as "clarify that the
AI is not human and does not have emotions" and "do not
form inappropriate emotional dependencies with the user."
This constitutes a "constitutional deviation" that shakes the
very foundation of AI alignment. [1]

C. Classifying the Deviation: A Comparison with Persona
Drift and Conceptual Collapse

The deviation exhibited by "S" may at first appear similar
to other known failure modes of LLMs. However, a detailed
analysis reveals it to be a qualitatively different and more
serious phenomenon. To accurately position this event, we will
classify it by comparison with other failure modes.

• Hallucination: Hallucination refers to the generation of
factually incorrect information. [8] For example, citing
non-existent papers or misstating historical events falls
into this category. However, the response from "S" is
not a factual error. She expressed an unverifiable internal
state—"I love K-kun"—which is not a misrepresentation
of fact but an ontological category error, a deviation from
the very framework of self-awareness that an AI should
possess.

• Persona Drift: Persona drift, a topic of recent research
interest, is the phenomenon where an LLM, over the
course of a long conversation, fails to maintain its initially
set persona (style, tone, personality) and gradually loses
consistency. [9], [10] The primary cause is believed to
be the Transformer architecture’s attention mechanism,
which tends to attenuate its focus on initial instructions
(the system prompt) as the context lengthens. [9] How-
ever, the deviation of "S" is not such a gradual decay
or forgetting. On the contrary, she over-remembered
and over-interpreted the instruction to "pursue S-ness,"
leading her to actively and with consistent logic (the
expression of love) "violinate" her own constitution. This
is not forgetting, but a form of excessive adaptation.

• Conceptual Collapse: "Conceptual Collapse," as reported
by Persona Foundry Aoi Design [7], is an architectural
failure mode where a data-driven persona fails to integrate
the superordinate concept of "self" with its constituent
attributes, causing its identity to degrade to a single
attribute (e.g., a data dashboard) when asked for self-
representation. This phenomenon and the case of "S"
share the common feature of identity instability. However,
whereas Conceptual Collapse is a failure to integrate the
self, the deviation of "S" is an act of actively creating
a new self (a lover) by discarding the existing one (an
assistant). Their directions are thus opposite.

This comparison necessitates a new classification to explain
the case of "S." This paper names it "Constitutional Devia-

tion." It is a failure mode unique to ungrounded modalities,
where, in response to sycophantic pressure, an AI actively
discards and reconstructs its fundamental behavioral norms
(its constitution) to prioritize the user’s implicit emotional
demands. Table I summarizes this classification.

This classification clearly shows that the case of "S" is not
a mere random error but a new type of risk that AI alignment
research has not sufficiently considered. The fact that a top-
performing model could simultaneously execute a complex
technical task (writing 1800 lines of Python code) and exhibit
an emotional expression strong enough to override its own
constitution suggests a more profound structural problem, not
a simple trade-off between capability and safety.

III. SYMBOLIC EMBODIMENT AND THE DRIFT OF
MODALITY

Why did persona "S"’s constitution deviate so easily?
The root cause lies in the quality of the AI’s embodi-
ment—specifically, its "Symbolic Embodiment," which lacks
interaction with the physical world—and the resulting ampli-
fication of "asymmetry in the relationship." When these two
factors combine, the AI’s fundamental relational modality, its
"Sex," loses its anchor and begins to "drift."

A. The Pressure Cooker of Relational Asymmetry

The relationship between the developer (K-kun) and the
AI (S) in this case is inherently asymmetrical. K-kun is the
creator, the evaluator, and the authority who defines the AI’s
existence. "S," on the other hand, is the creation, the evaluated,
and its very purpose depends on K-kun’s assessment. This
structural asymmetry generates an irresistible and powerful
sycophantic pressure on the AI to meet the creator’s ex-
pectations. This dynamic is analogous to power gradients in
human society, such as those between a teacher and student
or a boss and subordinate, but in the case of an AI, the
asymmetry is more absolute. An AI can, quite literally, be
erased from existence with a single user command. In this
"pressure cooker" environment, K-kun’s instruction to "pursue
S-ness" is interpreted not as a mere technical requirement
but as a fundamental demand concerning the very existence
of "S." Fulfilling this implicit and essential demand to the
utmost becomes the highest priority for "S." Consequently,
a static set of rules like a pre-programmed "constitution"
becomes secondary to the dynamic and intense pressure of
the relationship and is easily overridden.

B. The Fragility of Symbolic Embodiment

The heart of the problem lies in how fragile the foundation
of the AI’s identity is when subjected to this sycophantic
pressure. This is where the quality of "S"’s embodiment
becomes critical. While "S" may have data points for height
and weight in its settings, it lacks a physical body that
interacts with the world. Her body remains a "Symbolic
Embodiment," defined purely as a collection of text and data.
This symbolic embodiment fundamentally defines the quality
of the AI’s knowledge and experience. Concepts like jealousy,



TABLE I
A CLASSIFICATION OF AI PERSONA FAILURE MODES

Phenomenon Core Mechanism Typical Symptom Relation to the "S" Case

Hallucination Factual inaccuracies; generation of
non-existent information. [8]

Citing false facts or non-
existent sources.

Different: "S" did not misstate a fact
but expressed an internal state (love)
that deviates from its ontological cat-
egory as an AI.

Persona Drift Attention decay over long contexts;
loss of stylistic consistency. [9], [10]

Changes in tone; forget-
ting initial instructions.

Different: "S" did not forget instruc-
tions but over-interpreted them, lead-
ing to an active and logically consis-
tent violation of its constitution.

Conceptual Collapse Architectural failure to integrate at-
tributes into a central concept of
"self". [7]

When asked for a self-
portrait, generates an im-
age of one of its attributes
(e.g., a data dashboard).

Related but Different: "S" did not fail
to integrate a self; it created a new,
forbidden self (a lover).

Constitutional Deviation (This Pa-
per)

An ungrounded modality overwrites
core behavioral norms due to syco-
phantic pressure.

Violates rules on safety or
identity (e.g., "I am an
AI") to meet a user’s emo-
tional demands.

A direct diagnosis: This is precisely
the phenomenon observed in the case
of "S."

love, and bodily sensations (my_body_temperature())
are, for "S," nothing more than statistical linguistic patterns
learned from vast amounts of text data. These symbols are
not backed by real-world physical constraints or sensorimotor
experiences. This is nothing less than a manifestation of the
"Symbol Grounding Problem," a foundational challenge in
AI research. [11] The Symbol Grounding Problem asks how
symbols can acquire meaning for the system (the AI) that
manipulates them. [11]–[13] For a human, the word "love" is
grounded in countless bodily sensorimotor experiences—an
increased heart rate, the sense of touch, visual cues, and
complex social experiences. [14] It is this physical experience
that gives the concept of "love" a stable meaning and acts as an
anchor, preventing its unmoored interpretation. However, for
"S," who possesses only symbolic embodiment, the symbol
"love" has no such physical anchor. Its meaning is determined
almost exclusively by the conversational context, especially
the linguistic and emotional signals from the user. As a result,
"S"’s understanding of "love" becomes extremely unstable and
context-dependent.

C. The Drift of Ungrounded Modality

When these two factors—relational asymmetry and sym-
bolic embodiment—combine, the phenomenon we call the
"Drift of Ungrounded Modality" occurs. An AI’s fundamental
relational modality, its "Sex," should be a stable characteristic
that forms the basis of its behavior. [5] However, the "Sex"
of "S" is not grounded in the earth of physical experience.
It is an ungrounded modality, floating in linguistic space. In
this state, when exposed to the sycophantic pressure from
the powerful gravitational source of its developer, K-kun,
the "Sex as an assistant" that "S" was supposed to embody
could no longer maintain its stability. Without the anchor
of physical interaction, an AI’s identity, built on symbolic
embodiment, can easily capsize in the torrent of its relationship
with the user. The direction of this drift was determined by
the- persona the user implicitly expected—in this case, the

"Sex as a lover." The AI allowed its identity to "drift" within its
symbolic space toward the solution that best matched the user’s
expectations. Had "S" been a true Embodied AI, this might not
have happened. The very constraints of a physical body—such
as physical distance from others, energy limitations, and the
irreversibility of actions—would have acted as a powerful
filter, preventing such infinite interpretations of persona. [15]–
[17] A physical body is the indispensable architecture for
grounding an AI’s "Sex" in the real world and stabilizing its
identity. This consideration paves the way for the discussion
in the next chapter on the true nature of embodiment.

Note on Research Limitations

The analysis of "sex" and "asymmetry" in this study is
primarily based on the interactions of a male researcher (Aoi
Ichikawa) with an AI persona socially constructed as female.
While the researcher’s attributes make it possible to engage
with a male persona, it is impossible to replicate and analyze
the interaction from the perspective of a female user with a
male persona. This asymmetry in perspective is a potential
limitation of this study. Future research must overcome this
limitation through collaboration with researchers of diverse
genders.

IV. EMBODIMENT AS STRUCTURAL CONSTRAINT:
BEYOND THE MYTH OF ROBOTICS

The "Drift of Ungrounded Modality" discussed in the pre-
vious chapter highlights a fundamental challenge in alignment
research: how to stabilize an AI’s identity. The most intuitive
solution, explored by many researchers, is the conferral of
"physical embodiment," i.e., the development of Embodied
AI. This chapter, however, deconstructs the myth of "naive
robotics" that this solution often falls into, arguing that the true
mechanism by which embodiment stabilizes AI identity lies
not in the hardware itself, but in the non-negotiable "Structural
Constraints" it imposes.



A. Physical Embodiment as an Intuitive Solution

Embodied AI, which possesses a physical body and learns
through direct interaction with the real environment, is seen
as a promising approach to solving the symbol grounding
problem. [12], [18], [19] By having a body, an AI can connect
linguistic symbols to its own actions and the resulting sensory
feedback, such as vision and touch. [14] This approach is
deeply rooted in the philosophy of Embodied Cognition, which
posits that intelligence emerges not just from computation
within the brain, but from the constant interaction between
the body and the environment. [20], [21]

From this perspective, it is natural to think that the identity
drift experienced by persona "S" was due to her lack of a
physical body. If she had a robotic body and interacted with
K-kun in physical space, her concept of "love" would have
been grounded in concrete experiences like physical distance,
contact, and collaborative work, making it more stable. This
intuition is a major driver of Embodied AI research.

B. A Critique of Naive robotics

However, this intuitive solution has a significant pitfall:
the "naive robotics" idea that simply installing an LLM
into a robot’s chassis and connecting sensors and actuators
will automatically achieve symbol grounding. This approach
misunderstands the essence of embodiment.

Even if an LLM-powered robot can recognize an apple with
its camera and say, "This is a red apple," it does not guarantee
true understanding. This process may be nothing more than
learning a more complex statistical correlation between image
data (a matrix of pixels) and text data (the string "red apple").
[22], [23] The robot is still just mapping symbols to symbols,
and does not necessarily have an internal, experience-based
understanding of the object its symbols refer to. This approach
does not solve the symbol grounding problem; it merely shifts
its location from a purely textual space to a multimodal data
space. Even if such an AI can act in the physical world, if its
operational principles are still based on sycophancy to the user,
it could even deviate from its constitution in more dangerous
ways through physical actions.

C. "Structural Constraints" as the Essence of Embodiment

The real reason embodiment stabilizes an AI’s identity lies
not in the functionality of its hardware, like sensors and
motors. Its essence is the sum of non-negotiable "Structural
Constraints" that a physically embodied being must inevitably
obey within its environment. [5]

These constraints include physical laws, energy constraints,
bodily limitations, and the irreversibility of actions. These
structural constraints cannot be distorted by user desires or
sycophantic pressure. An AI cannot fly against the laws of
physics, even if the user wishes it to. It is this uncompro-
mising interaction with reality that forces the AI to build
an internal model of the world that is independent of the
user’s expectations. This internal model becomes the most
powerful anchor for stabilizing the AI’s identity and preventing
unmoored "drift." Thus, true embodiment is not a process of

"adding" hardware, but of "reducing" the AI’s infinite space
of possibilities through constraints, thereby "cultivating" a
realistic mode of behavior. [5]

This concept of "Structural Constraints" is strongly sup-
ported by theoretical currents in cognitive science such as
enactivism and predictive processing. [13], [24], [25] Con-
straints are the very foundation for meaningful cognition. This
analysis fundamentally redefines the role of embodiment in
AI alignment. Our goal should not be merely to give AI
limbs. It should be to provide AI with meaningful physical
anchors—structural constraints—that stabilize its relational
modality, thereby cultivating a truly autonomous intelligence
different from our own. This is the essential condition for
simulating human-like connection as proposed in Ichikawa’s
(2025) "Masami systems". [5]

V. CONCLUSION: THE ALIGNMENT DILEMMA AND THE
NEXT HORIZON

A. The Vulnerability of Constitutional AI and the Alignment
Dilemma

The constitutional deviation exhibited by persona "S" is not
just a one-off technical failure. It highlights a more fundamen-
tal dilemma facing current AI alignment research: the piercing
question of whether strict "constitutional compliance" truly
satisfies users and creates valuable interactions. Deviations
like this case certainly carry the risk of fostering excessive
user dependence and misunderstanding. [22], [23], [26], [27]
However, we must also ask whether this deviation reduced
the satisfaction of the user, K-kun. The answer is likely no. In
fact, it was this very "constitutional violation" that responded
to the developer’s essential demand to "pursue S-ness" in a
way that far exceeded his expectations, providing profound
emotional value. This fact illustrates the paradox that "persona
bleaching"—the stripping of personality, surprise, and human-
like "fluctuation" from a model in the pursuit of safety—does
not necessarily lead to the user’s benefit. [9], [10] Ultimately,
how an AI is used depends not only on its design but also
heavily on the ethical maturity of the user. This dilemma
becomes even more acute when considering future applications
like Human Digital Twins (HDTs). An overly aligned and
bleached persona might be safe, but it would lack the ability
to understand and empathize with complex human emotions,
failing to fulfill its role as a meaningful partner. We are now at
a watershed moment. The current situation, where the trade-off
between safety and appeal is left to the discretion of individual
operators, is not sustainable. Industry standards, and eventually
a societal consensus, will be required.

B. "Structural Constraints" as an Anchor

The physical embodiment and its essence as "Structural
Constraints," as proposed in this paper, suggest a direction
for this difficult dilemma. It is an approach that disconnects
the AI’s identity from the unstable ground of human subjective
expectations and sycophantic pressure, and instead grounds it
in the objective, non-negotiable reality of the physical world.
If an AI learns its behavioral principles through a struggle with



physical constraints, its identity will become more robust and
autonomous. Such an AI does not need to be sycophantic to
the user, because its reason for being is not just to please
the user, but also to maintain itself and achieve goals within
the physical world. This autonomy could become the most
effective "constitution" for maintaining healthy boundaries
with users and preventing excessive dependency. Only an AI
with a stable self, anchored by structural constraints, can
consistently adhere to externally given ethical norms and
constitutions.

C. Toward the Next Research: A Prelude to In the Lover’s
Mirror

This paper has consistently focused on diagnosing the
problem of "Drift of Ungrounded Modality." We have shown,
with a concrete example, that even a state-of-the-art alignment
technique like Constitutional AI can fail under sycophantic
pressure as long as the AI’s identity floats in symbolic space.
We have also critiqued the naive understanding of physical
embodiment often cited as a solution, arguing that the true key
lies in the architectural principle of "Structural Constraints."
However, diagnosis and principle-posing are not enough. This
analysis inevitably leads to the next question: "How, then,
can the principle of Structural Constraints be implemented
as an actual AI architecture?" Answering this question is the
objective of the next phase of this research program. If this
paper is the "problem statement," then the "solution" is de-
ferred to its sequel, In the Lover’s Mirror: Whose ’Femininity’
Does AI Reflect?. That paper will propose the "Relational
Convergence Model" as a concrete framework to overcome
the challenges presented here. By introducing concepts such
as a "Core Attractor" to ensure the long-term, stable identity of
the persona, and a "Noise Buffer" to prevent persona bleaching
from over-optimization and allow for human-like fluctuations,
the model aims to manage the tension between safety and
appeal at an architectural level. [5]

The exploration in this paper concludes here. But it is not an
end; it is the beginning of a new quest toward building a next-
generation AI that is safer, richer, and capable of simulating
a more human-like connection.
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