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What does a physicist collect from any expefiment ?i
INFORMATION.

What deoes light convey 7?7
INFORMATION.

What does a computer, now the main tool of physicists, process ?
INFORMATION.

Why do physicists organise meetings or courses ?

Why do physicists publish or read papers, posters or books ?

Why did you come here ? Why do you use a telephone ?

To GET or GIVE INFORMATION (or both, then exchange INFORMATION).

Do physicists study information ? NO.
Do physicists know the laws which govern information ? NO.

Can the word "physicist" be replaced by "biologist®
in the preceding questions ? YES.

Can the same word be replaced by many other ones so that
the sentences remain TRUE ? YES.

What is an answer to any questicn (such as, simply, YES or NO) ?
INFORMATION

What is DNA ?

INFORMATION.

What is a the template which makes a (wo)man what (s)he is ?

DNA.

Is sex a parity (or a disparity) ? YES.

Can INFORMATION be described correctly by continuous functions ? NO,

Will ever a (wo)man be described by differential equations ? e
Will ever a (wo)man be described by a YES/NO seguence? presumably YES.

(Otherwise, what is the goal of the GENOME international project?)

What is more important, a man or a pendulum ? (Free answer).

Is physics able to explain correctly a pendulum ? NOC.
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Wwhy ? (Free answer).

Is INFORMATION chaotic ? YES.

What is a parity or a disparity ? (Free answer).

Is an answer such as YES or NO a parity ? (Free answer).



(Note. ‘ménon’ is the neutral form of the past.. participle, so that
"phenomenon" actually means "what has been cbserved". Accented short
"mé" indicates "past" as suffix, while, in Arabic, by symmetry, it
does also indicate "past", but as prefix : "me~-ktb", "mektub", "it was
written" (destiny)}, with radical "ktb", "book" ‘"what is seen", while
"btk" the palindrome of "ktbk", is related to "what is heard" "“speech":
"bitikallim ingiliizi ?", "Do you speak English ?" In addition, one
hears the i/a toggle, if one compares with "kitab", (word "book", when
2 euphonic vowels are included between the 3 consonants).

Is this chaotic, strangely attractive, then a new law of physiecs ?

Pecple always hope that they will hear GOOD news i.e. pleasant inform-
ation; phonetically, with the same parity inversion rule, N-ee-o0o0-2

may become really BAD, as : N-oco-ee-Z (a LOSS OF INFORMATION, cf.
Shannon’s equation, which is a copy - or a clone - of Boltzmann’s
equation for... a gas i.e., in Greek, chaos).

(By the way, what is the connection between the concept of "copy" and

Hamilton? - the answer 1lies in the associated paper and in other
references) .

So, what hides behind a 1/f- N-o-ee-z ? No ease... in "echo" (nice
phenomenon) ; then, "chaos" - "a" & "e" being originally the sane
wowel 1in primitive languages, and still nowadays in semitic ones -
is a "bad phenomenon", an enemy, an "anti-echoes", an "anti-ego"

("echo” being an alter "EGO" by definition).
Will the study of information echo a salvation BUOY ?

Semantically, a BUOY (pronouced exactly like "BOY"), saves LIFE, the
essential concept for man.

A BOY (B-0-Y) is "LIFE" (phonetically close to "LIGHT") made matter.
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Then, (B-Y-0) is, phonetically again, the concept of LIFE itself.

Will this partly answer Schrédinger’s question : "What is Life ?" ?

In the same way as ’‘GOOD’ is semantically related to ‘GOD’,
TEVIL/ is semantically related to ‘DEVIL’.

In Roman Languages, ‘GOD’ is DIEU (Fr.}, DIC (It.}, DIOS (Sp.),

from Deus (Lat.) from ‘Dios’, genitive of ’Zeus’ in ancient Greek.
'Devil’, ’'Diable’ (Fr.) , ’Diavolo’ (It.) and, with harder consocnants
(voiced D becoming unveoiced T, and voiced V becoming unvoiced F),
'Teufel’ in German, contain, exactly like ‘Deus’, the deeper root :
Two, Deux, Due, Dos, Doubt, Due, Duplicity, Double, Deuce, i.e. 2, the
essential base of duality, indeed, and of numeration for all

INFORMATION processing (a DOS system in full-duplex ?).

Will "acoulinguistics®, i.e. the transdisciplinary study of symmetry
and asymmetry of parities (0 and 1 in mathematics and computer
science, NO and YES, FALSE and TRUE in logics, EVIL and GOOD in moral)
extend acoustics (a former essential branch of physics, now almost
abandoned except for detonics, the science of explosive chaos), then
bring both a new eye in order to see what we hear and a happy new
ear 1in order to hear what we see ?






