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Abstract
A recent popular work in the machine learning
community, Huh et al. (2024), has presented the
so-called “Platonic Representation Hypothesis.” I
am entitled to comment on this, since my name
is in the name of the hypothesis. Coming back
from the dead, I review the authors’ claims, find
them largely derivative of my own work, and pro-
pose a corrected formulation grounded in the well-
established theory of Forms (Plato, c. 375 BC;c). I
also present experimental results in a cave setting
with n = 50 participants.

1. Introduction
It has been a while since I wrote my last banger, The
Laws (Plato, c. 348 BC). I was resting peacefully in my
grave for some centuries as civilizations rose and fell, great
wars were fought, and science and technology advanced by
leaps and bounds. But something changed around mid-2024.
The air in my grave was tense. My bones were quivering.
Something was awaiting. After rolling around in my grave
for a while, I checked ML Twitter and discovered what
was causing all the fuss and disturbance: an ICML position
paper on the so-called “Platonic Representation Hypothe-
sis” (Huh et al., 2024). Wow, I thought. Me? They named a
whole hypothesis after little old me? I giggled sheepishly.

Naturally, I checked the affiliations of the authors. MIT?
I really did a double take this time. Researchers from this
prestigious institution are the smartest, most astute, sharpest,
and just all around bestest people ever, as it is well-known.
(Also, MIT rejected me from undergrad — a fact few people
know — which is why I went into philosophy instead of
civil engineering, which was my first passion.)

I had to read the paper. I know that philosophers have been
talking about me for some time since I died, but I never
thought to pay much attention (even though, I have learned,
it is all you need), since who reads footnotes anyway?1
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A machine learning conference, and an international one
at that,2 is a different story entirely. Machine learning re-
searchers are just so much sexier with their swagger and
funding, especially compared to philosophers.

So, time to dive into reading, I thought. I FaceTimed my
buddy Pythagoras to work through some of the math, but
he wasn’t of much use since the paper wasn’t about right
triangles.3

Since I could not check the mathematical proofs, I focused
instead on the ideas. And, I am disappointed to say, I report
that the authors have plagiarized an argument that I made at
much greater length, in fuller detail, and at broader scope in
The Republic (Plato, c. 375 BC) and Phaedo (Plato, c. 380
BC). I appreciate that the authors named the hypothesis after
me, though, at the very least.

In this paper, I will describe in detail the deficiencies of
the original paper (§2), a corrected hypothesis (§3), and an
experiment in a cave setting validating this hypothesis (§4).

2. A Critical Review of the So-Called “Platonic
Representation Hypothesis”

I will review the claims of Huh et al. (2024) in detail.

2.1. On the Central Claim

The authors hypothesize that “neural representations are
converging toward a shared statistical model of reality.” In
The Republic, I already argued that all of reality participates
in a domain of abstract, immutable, and eternal structures I
called Forms (eidē), and that everything we perceive through
the senses is a shadow of these Forms (Plato, c. 375 BC).

philosopher Alfred North Whitehead, who famously said that “the
safest general characterization of the European philosophical tradi-
tion is that it consists of a series of footnotes to Plato.”

2Meta: To understand this joke, you should be aware that ICML
stands for the International Conference on Machine Learning.

3Meta: To understand this joke, you need to know about the
Pythagorean theorem, which states that in a right triangle, the
square of the hypotenuse equals the sum of the squares of the other
two sides.
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2.2. On the Framework

The authors define a mathematical framework in which
the world is a sequence of events Z = [z1, . . . , zT ] sam-
pled from a distribution P(Z). Events are observed through
modality-specific functions obsX : Z → X , and a neural
encoder fX : X → Rd maps observations to representa-
tions RX . They posit that as capacity grows, the kernels
over these representations converge:

K(RX) ≈ K(RY ) ≈ KPMI as capacity → ∞
(1)

I already described this framework in the Allegory of the
Cave (Plato, c. 375 BC), Book VII. The exact correspon-
dence is as follows:

Table 1. Shockingly exact isomorphism between Huh et al. (2024)
and Plato (c. 375 BC). Coincidence?

Huh et al. (2024) Plato (c. 375 BC)

Z (underlying reality) The Forms
obsX (observation fn.) Participation (methexis)
X (sensory data) Shadows on the cave wall
fX (neural encoder) The soul’s ascent (anabasis)
KPMI (ideal kernel) The Form of the Good

2.3. On the Evidence

The authors present extensive empirical measurements of
representation alignment across vision and language models.
However, as I argued in the Phaedo (Plato, c. 380 BC),
the empirical senses are unreliable guides to truth. True
knowledge (epistēmē) is attained not through measurement
but through philosophical reason (nous). This invalidates
the methodology of Huh et al. (2024)

3. A Corrected Platonic Representation
Hypothesis

In this section, I address the critiques in §2 and set forth
a corrected formulation of the Platonic Representation Hy-
pothesis.

Theorem 3.1 (The Corrected Platonic Representation Hy-
pothesis). All representations converge not toward a shared
statistical model but toward the Forms themselves. The
Forms are ontologically prior to all observations, separated
(chorismos) from the particulars that participate (methexis)
in them, and apprehensible in full only through philosophi-
cal reason (nous).

Proof. Great philosophical wisdom; or, see Plato (c. 375
BC), Plato (c. 380 BC), Plato (c. 385 BC), Plato (c. 387
BC), Plato (c. 370 BC), Plato (c. 360 BC), Plato (c. 369
BC), and Plato (c. 348 BC).

Figure 1. Picture of our experimental setup.

4. Experiments
Even though the theory proposed in §3 is self-evident by
philosophical reason, I demonstrate its experimental results
here to appease machine learning researchers.

4.1. Experimental Setup

We somewhat forcefully recruited 50 machine learning re-
searchers from ICLR 2026 and tied them to a cave in the
outskirts of Rio de Janeiro. Participants could only observe
shadows cast on the wall by a fire, depicting familiar objects
such as GPUs, coffee cups, LaTeX compilation errors, and
rejection notifications from OpenReview. This experimen-
tal setup is described in Plato (c. 375 BC), Book VII. The
experiment was conducted over a period of approximately
one week. At the conclusion of the study, all 50 participants
were unchained and we investigated their behavior. Partici-
pants were compensated with the possibility of achieving
true enlightenment.

4.2. Results

Actually the ICLR organizers were quite upset with us so
we didn’t get to finish our study.

5. Related Work
The theory of Forms was introduced in Plato (c. 380 BC) and
developed extensively in Plato (c. 375 BC), Plato (c. 385
BC), Plato (c. 370 BC), and Plato (c. 360 BC). For the
epistemological foundations, see Plato (c. 387 BC) and Plato
(c. 369 BC). For the political implications, see Plato (c. 375
BC). For the cosmological implications, see Plato (c. 360
BC). For the definitive account of the soul and its relation
to the Forms, see Plato (c. 380 BC). For a dialogue about
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love that is also, somehow, about metaphysics, see Plato
(c. 385 BC). For the most rigorous self-criticism of the
theory, see Plato (c. 370 BC), in which I anticipated every
objection that has been raised against me in the subsequent
two millennia. For the final word on everything, see Plato
(c. 348 BC).

6. Conclusion
I have reviewed the so-called “Platonic Representation Hy-
pothesis” of Huh et al. (2024) and found it to be a degraded
version of my own work.
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