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Abstract
This document records the cosmological extension of the Set the Truth project while deliberately separating it from the historical papers. It considers a speculative scenario in which Egyptian divine narratives encode interactions among non-human or extra-terrestrial agents, and in which mortuary transformation reflects a real process of continuity of consciousness or personhood. Osiris is hypothesized as a competing power that gains influence over the life–death cycle through theological and dynastic reconfiguration. None of these propositions is established by Egyptological evidence. The value of the model lies only in whether it can generate independent, falsifiable predictions that do not rely on reinterpretation of myth alone.
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Evidence levels
	Level
	Meaning

	A — Attested
	Primary text/object or a defensible descriptive statement directly supported by specialist scholarship.

	B — Reconstruction
	Historical inference from chronology, textual stratigraphy, comparison, or institutional context.

	C — Hypothesis
	Cosmological/metaphysical extension. Never used to establish an A-level historical claim.


The central methodological rule is chronological: later coherent myths are not treated as automatic descriptions of the earliest recoverable system.
1. Boundary condition
The historical papers establish, at most, a changing religious system. They do not establish extraterrestrial origin, interdimensional travel, technological resurrection, Pleroma, or the physical survival of ba/ka/akh. Those claims require independent evidence from archaeology, physics, biology or another empirical domain. This document therefore begins where historical inference ends.
2. The speculative scenario
The model imagines an originating civilization or group that either created, modified or administered human life and possessed a method for preserving personal continuity after biological death. Egyptian mortuary language is treated, hypothetically, as a cultural encoding of that process. Ra is associated with an earlier celestial destination; Nephthys with reconstitution; Horus and Set with competing or complementary operational powers.
Osiris is then hypothesized as belonging to a competing power structure. Rather than winning solely by direct force, the Osirian system gains control through the interfaces of succession and post-mortem mediation: Horus becomes son and heir of Osiris in the world of the living; the deceased becomes 'Osiris N' in the world of the dead; later judgment formalizes the conditions of access.
3. What the Egyptian evidence actually contributes
Egyptological evidence contributes only structural correspondences: Horus and Set are earlier than secure Osiris evidence; Osiris rises in Dynasty 5; Horus acquires a developed filial relation to Osiris; Set is recoded as aggressor; Osirian status expands; and canonical judgment is later. These facts are compatible with many ordinary historical explanations. Compatibility is not confirmation of the cosmological model.
4. The “Othello” metaphor
The project uses the board game Othello as a metaphor for 'Osiris N': the individual identifier N remains visible, but the piece is now classified within the Osirian field. This metaphor is intentionally non-philological. It illustrates the hypothesis of changed allegiance or system membership; it is not a translation of Egyptian grammar.
5. Necessary independent predictions
A real non-human intervention model should predict material evidence that is not already explained by ordinary Egyptian technology or cultural development.
A post-mortem continuity mechanism should produce independently measurable phenomena connected to information persistence, not merely mythic descriptions.
If an external Osirian power existed, evidence should be geographically or chronologically discontinuous in a way that ordinary cult diffusion cannot explain.
The model should identify at least one observation that would count against it. A theory that reinterprets every possible outcome as confirmation is not falsifiable.
Textual contradictions alone can support stratification but cannot distinguish human theological change from non-human intervention.
6. Disconfirmation criteria
The cosmological model should be rejected or radically reduced if its predictions collapse into ordinary historical explanations, if alleged technological evidence cannot be independently verified, or if the textual sequence is better explained by local cult variation and normal religious development. The historical papers must remain publishable even if the cosmological model fails completely.
7. Research ethics and communication
When communicating with Egyptologists, archaeologists or historians, this cosmological extension should not be sent as the primary paper. The scholarly discussion should begin with chronology, primary texts and stratification. The speculative model can be supplied only when explicitly relevant, with a clear statement that it is not presented as established fact.
8. Conclusion
The cosmological extension is a hypothesis generator, not the evidentiary foundation of Set the Truth. Its legitimacy depends on independent tests. The project’s historical claim — that Set’s roles and the Egyptian afterlife were reconfigured across time — must stand or fall on Egyptian evidence alone.
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