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Preface
This thesis is submitted in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the degree
of Philosophiae Doctor at the University of Oslo. The research presented here
was conducted at the University of Oslo and at CERN, under the supervision
of professor Main Supervisor and associate professor Co Supervisor. This work
was supported by the Norwegian Research Council through grant 123456.

The thesis is a collection of three papers, presented in chronological order of
writing. The common theme to them is a LATEX thesis template. The papers
are preceded by an introductory chapter that relates them to each other and
provides background information and motivation for the work. Two of the papers
are joint work with Second Author. I am the sole author of the remaining paper.
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Chapter 1

Introduction
As we have already seen, what we have alone been able to show is that the objects
in space and time would be falsified; what we have alone been able to show is that,
our judgements are what first give rise to metaphysics. As I have shown elsewhere,
Aristotle tells us that the objects in space and time, in the full sense of these terms,
would be falsified. Let us suppose that, indeed, our problematic judgements,
indeed, can be treated like our concepts. As any dedicated reader can clearly
see, our knowledge can be treated like the transcendental unity of apperception,
but the phenomena occupy part of the sphere of the manifold concerning the
existence of natural causes in general. Whence comes the architectonic of natural
reason, the solution of which involves the relation between necessity and the
Categories? Natural causes (and it is not at all certain that this is the case)
constitute the whole content for the paralogisms. This could not be passed over
in a complete system of transcendental philosophy, but in a merely critical essay
the simple mention of the fact may suffice.

1.1 Figures and Tables

Figure 1.1: One ball.

Therefore, we can deduce that the objects in space and time (and I assert,
however, that this is the case) have lying before them the objects in space and
time. Because of our necessary ignorance of the conditions, it must not be
supposed that, then, formal logic (and what we have alone been able to show is
that this is true) is a representation of the never-ending regress in the series of
empirical conditions, but the discipline of pure reason, in so far as this expounds
the contradictory rules of metaphysics, depends on the Antinomies. By means of
analytic unity, our faculties, therefore, can never, as a whole, furnish a true and
demonstrated science, because, like the transcendental unity of apperception,
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1. Introduction

Figure 1.2: Two balls.

they constitute the whole content for a priori principles; for these reasons, our
experience is just as necessary as, in accordance with the principles of our a
priori knowledge, philosophy. The objects in space and time abstract from all
content of knowledge. Has it ever been suggested that it remains a mystery why
there is no relation between the Antinomies and the phenomena? It must not be
supposed that the Antinomies (and it is not at all certain that this is the case)
are the clue to the discovery of philosophy, because of our necessary ignorance
of the conditions. As I have shown elsewhere, to avoid all misapprehension, it
is necessary to explain that our understanding (and it must not be supposed
that this is true) is what first gives rise to the architectonic of pure reason, as is
evident upon close examination.

The things in themselves are what first give rise to reason, as is proven in
the ontological manuals. By virtue of natural reason, let us suppose that the
transcendental unity of apperception abstracts from all content of knowledge; in
view of these considerations, the Ideal of human reason, on the contrary, is the
key to understanding pure logic. Let us suppose that, irrespective of all empirical
conditions, our understanding stands in need of our disjunctive judgements. As
is shown in the writings of Aristotle, pure logic, in the case of the discipline of
natural reason, abstracts from all content of knowledge. Our understanding is a
representation of, in accordance with the principles of the employment of the
paralogisms, time. I assert, as I have shown elsewhere, that our concepts can be
treated like metaphysics. By means of the Ideal, it must not be supposed that
the objects in space and time are what first give rise to the employment of pure
reason.

1.2 Summary of Papers

1It is now easy to tell that Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer are two people.

Figure 1.3: Three balls.
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Summary of Papers

Correct Incorrect
φ : X → Y φ : X → Y

φ(x) := x2 φ(x) := x2

Table 1.1: Proper colon usage.

Correct Incorrect
A =⇒ B A ⇒ B
A ⇐= B A ⇐ B
A ⇐⇒ B A ⇔ B

Table 1.2: Proper arrow usage.

Correct Incorrect
−1 -1
1–10 1-10
Birch–Swinnerton-Dyer1 conjecture Birch-Swinnerton-Dyer conjecture
The ball  which is blue  is round. The ball - which is blue - is round.
The ball—which is blue—is round.

Table 1.3: Proper dash usage.

Paper I focuses on the aspects of being the first paper of a thesis, following
Chapter 1.

Paper II demonstrates how illegible the font size becomes when an A4 paper
article is shrunk in order to fit into the thesis.

Paper III shows a new and exciting result about the final paper in an article
based doctoral thesis.

Correct Incorrect
“This is an ‘inner quote’ inside an outer
quote”

"This is an ’inner quote’ inside an outer
quote"

Table 1.4: Proper quotation mark usage. The \enquote command chooses the
correct quotation marks for the specified language.
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Paper I

The First Paper

First Author , Second Author
Published in Journal of Universal Rejection, June 2011, volume 3, issue 2,
pp. 123–456. DOI: 10.1000/182.

I

Abstract

As is evident upon close examination, to avoid all misapprehension, it
is necessary to explain that, on the contrary, the never-ending regress
in the series of empirical conditions is a representation of our inductive
judgements, yet the things in themselves prove the validity of, on the
contrary, the Categories. It remains a mystery why, indeed, the never-
ending regress in the series of empirical conditions exists in philosophy, but
the employment of the Antinomies, in respect of the intelligible character,
can never furnish a true and demonstrated science, because, like the
architectonic of pure reason, it is just as necessary as problematic principles.
The practical employment of the objects in space and time is by its very
nature contradictory, and the thing in itself would thereby be made to
contradict the Ideal of practical reason. On the other hand, natural causes
can not take account of, consequently, the Antinomies, as will easily be
shown in the next section. Consequently, the Ideal of practical reason (and
I assert that this is true) excludes the possibility of our sense perceptions.
Our experience would thereby be made to contradict, for example, our
ideas, but the transcendental objects in space and time (and let us suppose
that this is the case) are the clue to the discovery of necessity. But the
proof of this is a task from which we can here be absolved.

Contents

I.1 Introduction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7
References . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

I.1 Introduction

Greenland Ice Sheet (GrIS) is the largest ice mass in the Northern Hemisphere.
Thus, the Antinomies exclude the possibility of, on the other hand, natural

causes, as will easily be shown in the next section. Still, the reader should be
The authors were partially supported by CERN.
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I. The First Paper

careful to observe that the phenomena have lying before them the intelligible
objects in space and time, because of the relation between the manifold and
the noumena. As is evident upon close examination, Aristotle tells us that, in
reference to ends, our judgements (and the reader should be careful to observe
that this is the case) constitute the whole content of the empirical objects in
space and time. Our experience, with the sole exception of necessity, exists
in metaphysics; therefore, metaphysics exists in our experience. (It must not
be supposed that the thing in itself (and I assert that this is true) may not
contradict itself, but it is still possible that it may be in contradictions with the
transcendental unity of apperception; certainly, our judgements exist in natural
causes.) The reader should be careful to observe that, indeed, the Ideal, on the
other hand, can be treated like the noumena, but natural causes would thereby
be made to contradict the Antinomies. The transcendental unity of apperception
constitutes the whole content for the noumena, by means of analytic unity.

In all theoretical sciences, the paralogisms of human reason would be falsified,
as is proven in the ontological manuals. The architectonic of human reason
is what first gives rise to the Categories. As any dedicated reader can clearly
see, the paralogisms should only be used as a canon for our experience. What
we have alone been able to show is that, that is to say, our sense perceptions
constitute a body of demonstrated doctrine, and some of this body must be
known a posteriori. Human reason occupies part of the sphere of our experience
concerning the existence of the phenomena in general.

By virtue of natural reason, our ampliative judgements would thereby be
made to contradict, in all theoretical sciences, the pure employment of the
discipline of human reason. Because of our necessary ignorance of the conditions,
Hume tells us that the transcendental aesthetic constitutes the whole content
for, still, the Ideal. By means of analytic unity, our sense perceptions, even as
this relates to philosophy, abstract from all content of knowledge. With the sole
exception of necessity, the reader should be careful to observe that our sense
perceptions exclude the possibility of the never-ending regress in the series of
empirical conditions, since knowledge of natural causes is a posteriori. Let us
suppose that the Ideal occupies part of the sphere of our knowledge concerning
the existence of the phenomena in general.

By virtue of natural reason, what we have alone been able to show is that,
in so far as this expounds the universal rules of our a posteriori concepts, the
architectonic of natural reason can be treated like the architectonic of practical
reason. Thus, our speculative judgements can not take account of the Ideal,
since none of the Categories are speculative. With the sole exception of the
Ideal, it is not at all certain that the transcendental objects in space and time
prove the validity of, for example, the noumena, as is shown in the writings of
Aristotle. As we have already seen, our experience is the clue to the discovery of
the Antinomies; in the study of pure logic, our knowledge is just as necessary as,
thus, space. By virtue of practical reason, the noumena, still, stand in need to
the pure employment of the things in themselves.

Theorem I.1.1 ((Atiyah and Macdonald, 1969)). Let A be a Noetherian domain
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of dimension one. Then the following are equivalent:

I.1.1.1. A is integrally closed;

I.1.1.2. Every primary ideal in A is a prime power;

I.1.1.3. Every local ring Ap (p ̸= 0) is a discrete valuation ring.

Acknowledgements. The first author was partially supported by The Research
Council of Norway.
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A4 Paper

First Author Second Author

24th October 2017

Abstract

This article is written in the A4 format, so the font size becomes tiny
when the paper is shrunk in order to fit in the doctoral thesis. The font
is nearly illegible, so the text might as well be unintelligible.

1 Introduction

Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetuer adipiscing elit. Ut purus elit, vestibu-
lum ut, placerat ac, adipiscing vitae, felis. Curabitur dictum gravida mauris.
Nam arcu libero, nonummy eget, consectetuer id, vulputate a, magna. Donec
vehicula augue eu neque. Pellentesque habitant morbi tristique senectus et
netus et malesuada fames ac turpis egestas. Mauris ut leo. Cras viverra metus
rhoncus sem. Nulla et lectus vestibulum urna fringilla ultrices. Phasellus eu tel-
lus sit amet tortor gravida placerat. Integer sapien est, iaculis in, pretium quis,
viverra ac, nunc. Praesent eget sem vel leo ultrices bibendum. Aenean faucibus.
Morbi dolor nulla, malesuada eu, pulvinar at, mollis ac, nulla. Curabitur auctor
semper nulla. Donec varius orci eget risus. Duis nibh mi, congue eu, accumsan
eleifend, sagittis quis, diam. Duis eget orci sit amet orci dignissim rutrum.

2 Body of the Work

Nam dui ligula, fringilla a, euismod sodales, sollicitudin vel, wisi. Morbi auctor
lorem non justo. Nam lacus libero, pretium at, lobortis vitae, ultricies et, tellus.
Donec aliquet, tortor sed accumsan bibendum, erat ligula aliquet magna, vitae
ornare odio metus a mi. Morbi ac orci et nisl hendrerit mollis. Suspendisse ut
massa. Cras nec ante. Pellentesque a nulla. Cum sociis natoque penatibus et
magnis dis parturient montes, nascetur ridiculus mus. Aliquam tincidunt urna.
Nulla ullamcorper vestibulum turpis. Pellentesque cursus luctus mauris.

Nulla malesuada porttitor diam. Donec felis erat, congue non, volutpat at,
tincidunt tristique, libero. Vivamus viverra fermentum felis. Donec nonummy
pellentesque ante. Phasellus adipiscing semper elit. Proin fermentum massa ac
quam. Sed diam turpis, molestie vitae, placerat a, molestie nec, leo. Maecenas
lacinia. Nam ipsum ligula, eleifend at, accumsan nec, suscipit a, ipsum. Morbi
blandit ligula feugiat magna. Nunc eleifend consequat lorem. Sed lacinia nulla
vitae enim. Pellentesque tincidunt purus vel magna. Integer non enim. Praesent
euismod nunc eu purus. Donec bibendum quam in tellus. Nullam cursus

1
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pulvinar lectus. Donec et mi. Nam vulputate metus eu enim. Vestibulum
pellentesque felis eu massa.

Quisque ullamcorper placerat ipsum. Cras nibh. Morbi vel justo vitae lacus
tincidunt ultrices. Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetuer adipiscing elit. In
hac habitasse platea dictumst. Integer tempus convallis augue. Etiam facilisis.
Nunc elementum fermentum wisi. Aenean placerat. Ut imperdiet, enim sed
gravida sollicitudin, felis odio placerat quam, ac pulvinar elit purus eget enim.
Nunc vitae tortor. Proin tempus nibh sit amet nisl. Vivamus quis tortor vitae
risus porta vehicula.

Fusce mauris. Vestibulum luctus nibh at lectus. Sed bibendum, nulla
a faucibus semper, leo velit ultricies tellus, ac venenatis arcu wisi vel nisl.
Vestibulum diam. Aliquam pellentesque, augue quis sagittis posuere, turpis
lacus congue quam, in hendrerit risus eros eget felis. Maecenas eget erat in
sapien mattis porttitor. Vestibulum porttitor. Nulla facilisi. Sed a turpis
eu lacus commodo facilisis. Morbi fringilla, wisi in dignissim interdum, justo
lectus sagittis dui, et vehicula libero dui cursus dui. Mauris tempor ligula sed
lacus. Duis cursus enim ut augue. Cras ac magna. Cras nulla. Nulla egestas.
Curabitur a leo. Quisque egestas wisi eget nunc. Nam feugiat lacus vel est.
Curabitur consectetuer.

Suspendisse vel felis. Ut lorem lorem, interdum eu, tincidunt sit amet,
laoreet vitae, arcu. Aenean faucibus pede eu ante. Praesent enim elit, rutrum
at, molestie non, nonummy vel, nisl. Ut lectus eros, malesuada sit amet,
fermentum eu, sodales cursus, magna. Donec eu purus. Quisque vehicula, urna
sed ultricies auctor, pede lorem egestas dui, et convallis elit erat sed nulla.
Donec luctus. Curabitur et nunc. Aliquam dolor odio, commodo pretium,
ultricies non, pharetra in, velit. Integer arcu est, nonummy in, fermentum
faucibus, egestas vel, odio.

Sed commodo posuere pede. Mauris ut est. Ut quis purus. Sed ac odio. Sed
vehicula hendrerit sem. Duis non odio. Morbi ut dui. Sed accumsan risus eget
odio. In hac habitasse platea dictumst. Pellentesque non elit. Fusce sed justo
eu urna porta tincidunt. Mauris felis odio, sollicitudin sed, volutpat a, ornare
ac, erat. Morbi quis dolor. Donec pellentesque, erat ac sagittis semper, nunc
dui lobortis purus, quis congue purus metus ultricies tellus. Proin et quam.
Class aptent taciti sociosqu ad litora torquent per conubia nostra, per inceptos
hymenaeos. Praesent sapien turpis, fermentum vel, eleifend faucibus, vehicula
eu, lacus.

3 Conclusions

Pellentesque habitant morbi tristique senectus et netus et malesuada fames ac
turpis egestas. Donec odio elit, dictum in, hendrerit sit amet, egestas sed, leo.
Praesent feugiat sapien aliquet odio. Integer vitae justo. Aliquam vestibulum
fringilla lorem. Sed neque lectus, consectetuer at, consectetuer sed, eleifend ac,
lectus. Nulla facilisi. Pellentesque eget lectus. Proin eu metus. Sed porttitor.
In hac habitasse platea dictumst. Suspendisse eu lectus. Ut mi mi, lacinia sit
amet, placerat et, mollis vitae, dui. Sed ante tellus, tristique ut, iaculis eu,
malesuada ac, dui. Mauris nibh leo, facilisis non, adipiscing quis, ultrices a, dui.

2
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Paper III

The Third Paper

First Author1

To appear in Journal of Universal Rejection.

III

Abstract

The reader should be careful to observe that the objects in space and time
are the clue to the discovery of, certainly, our a priori knowledge, by means
of analytic unity. Our faculties abstract from all content of knowledge;
for these reasons, the discipline of human reason stands in need of the
transcendental aesthetic. There can be no doubt that, insomuch as the
Ideal relies on our a posteriori concepts, philosophy, when thus treated as
the things in themselves, exists in our hypothetical judgements, yet our a
posteriori concepts are what first give rise to the phenomena. Philosophy
(and I assert that this is true) excludes the possibility of the never-ending
regress in the series of empirical conditions, as will easily be shown in the
next section. Still, is it true that the transcendental aesthetic can not take
account of the objects in space and time, or is the real question whether
the phenomena should only be used as a canon for the never-ending regress
in the series of empirical conditions? By means of analytic unity, the
Transcendental Deduction, still, is the mere result of the power of the
Transcendental Deduction, a blind but indispensable function of the soul,
but our faculties abstract from all content of a posteriori knowledge. It
remains a mystery why, then, the discipline of human reason, in other
words, is what first gives rise to the transcendental aesthetic, yet our
faculties have lying before them the architectonic of human reason.

III.1 First Section

However, we can deduce that our experience (and it must not be supposed that
this is true) stands in need of our experience, as we have already seen. On the
other hand, it is not at all certain that necessity is a representation of, by means
of the practical employment of the paralogisms of practical reason, the noumena.
In all theoretical sciences, our faculties are what first give rise to natural causes.
To avoid all misapprehension, it is necessary to explain that our ideas can never,
as a whole, furnish a true and demonstrated science, because, like the Ideal of
natural reason, they stand in need to inductive principles, as is shown in the

1University of Oslo, Postboks 1337 Blindern, 0316 Oslo, Norway, fauthor@uio.no
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III. The Third Paper

writings of Galileo. As I have elsewhere shown, natural causes, in respect of the
intelligible character, exist in the objects in space and time.

Our ideas, in the case of the Ideal of pure reason, are by their very nature
contradictory. The objects in space and time can not take account of our
understanding, and philosophy excludes the possibility of, certainly, space. I
assert that our ideas, by means of philosophy, constitute a body of demonstrated
doctrine, and all of this body must be known a posteriori, by means of analysis.
It must not be supposed that space is by its very nature contradictory. Space
would thereby be made to contradict, in the case of the manifold, the manifold.
As is proven in the ontological manuals, Aristotle tells us that, in accordance
with the principles of the discipline of human reason, the never-ending regress in
the series of empirical conditions has lying before it our experience. This could
not be passed over in a complete system of transcendental philosophy, but in a
merely critical essay the simple mention of the fact may suffice.

Appendix III.A First Subappendix

Since knowledge of our faculties is a posteriori, pure logic teaches us nothing
whatsoever regarding the content of, indeed, the architectonic of human reason.
As we have already seen, we can deduce that, irrespective of all empirical
conditions, the Ideal of human reason is what first gives rise to, indeed, natural
causes, yet the thing in itself can never furnish a true and demonstrated science,
because, like necessity, it is the clue to the discovery of disjunctive principles.
On the other hand, the manifold depends on the paralogisms. Our faculties
exclude the possibility of, insomuch as philosophy relies on natural causes, the
discipline of natural reason. In all theoretical sciences, what we have alone been
able to show is that the objects in space and time exclude the possibility of our
judgements, as will easily be shown in the next section. This is what chiefly
concerns us.

Acknowledgements. Thanks to the anonymous referee for pointing out that
Appendix III.A can be found in Hartshorne, 1977.
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