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Re Gödel’s “God Theorem” …



Recommended Podcast :)

https://mindmatters.ai/podcast/ep81
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“Chess is Too Easy”

Some of Gödel’s great work is at the level of chess.

1994 1997 2011

1998



But to fully “gamify” Gödel, 
we need a harder game! …



Rengo Kriegspiel



Rengo Kriegspiel

“One of the authors has personally played this game, 
and it’s intriguing to think that it’s possible he has 
played the hardest game in the world, which cannot 
even in principle be played by any algorithm.  (Hearn & 
Domaine 2009, sect 3.4.2, para. 2) 
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(cannot be fully seen)

notebooks
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The Gödel Game


