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Computational challenges to test and
revitalize Claude Lévi-Strauss
transformational methodology

Albert Doja1 , Laurent Capocchi2

and Jean-François Santucci2

Abstract
The ambition and proposal for data modeling of myths presented in this paper is to link contemporary technical affor-

dances to some canonical projects developed in structural anthropology. To articulate the theoretical promise and inno-

vation of this proposal, we present a discrete-event system specification modeling and simulation approach in order to

perform a generative analysis and a dynamic visualization of selected narratives, aimed at validating and revitalizing the

transformational and morphodynamic theory and methodology proposed by Claude Lévi-Strauss in his structural analysis

of myth. After an analysis of Lévi-Strauss’s transformational methodology, we describe in detail how discrete-event system

specification models are implemented and developed in the framework of a DEVSimPy software environment. The vali-

dation of the method involves a discrete-event system specification simulation based on the extension of discrete-event

system specification models dedicated to provide a dynamic Google Earth visualization of the selected myth. Future work

around the discrete-event system specification formalism in anthropology is described as well as future applications

regarding the impact of computational models (discrete-event system specification formalism, Bayesian inferences, and

object-oriented features) to new contemporary anthropological domains.
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Introduction
Claude Lévi-Strauss’s ambitions of a cybernetic and
machine anthropology were informed by the scientific
and political context of the 1950s and 1960s. Its appeal,
in his view, was partly how to intervene in a much global
scientific and political scene, in order to overturn the privi-
lege of established methods and philosophies in light of
new findings that could confront the global problems
arisen by the expansion of European capitalism and coloni-
alism. In the absence of full technical resources to realize
his project, he made highly speculative claims that deftly
dodged and disguised the acute problems and limitations
of his working conditions. In this paper, we offer some
comments and suggestions on how to revitalize

Lévi-Strauss’s methods in the contemporary context of
technological developments, which may allow not only rea-
lizing his ambitions, but also radically revising our methods
and goals to confront the pressing problems of the contem-
porary world. A broader theoretical reflection and critical
revision of structural anthropology to address the new
broader technological and political context is nevertheless
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beyond scope at this time. In this article, we use the formal-
ism of discrete-event systems specification (DEVS), intro-
duced by Zeigler, which provides a way to specify any
system as a mathematical object, and enables modeling
and computer simulation of complex discrete-event
systems by means of a formal method mathematically
demonstrated (Zeigler, 1976).

DEVS formalism is a simple way in order to characterize
how discrete-event simulation languages may specify
discrete-event system parameters. It is more than just a
means of constructing simulation models. It provides a
formal representation of discrete-event systems capable of
mathematical manipulation just as differential equations
serve this role. By allowing an explicit separation
between modeling and simulation phases, DEVS formalism
is one of the best ways to perform a simulation of systems
using a computer. The finite probabilistic DEVS is another
interesting developed property of DEVS extension (Seo
et al., 2015). It allows the transition out of a state to be
one of a finite set of possible states where the choice is
made probabilistically (Capocchi et al., 2019)

Several generic tools allowing M&S execution of
complex systems are developed in different applications
dealing with industrial processes modeling. They deal
with industrial tools of which the main representative is
Matlab/Simulink (Choi and Liu, 2016), or they use model-
ing languages of which the main representative is Modelica
(Fritzson, 2015), allowing the simulation of systems con-
taining mechanical, electrical, electronic, hydraulic,
thermal, control, electric power, or process-oriented sub-
components. Overall, they are mainly used for the simula-
tion of industrial processes and they have difficulties to
take into account human-centered systems.

DEVS formalism and M&S environments allowing
the M&S of complex systems (Van Tendeloo and
Vangheluwe, 2017) are extended in their PythonDEVS
kernel to provide an open source python-oriented frame-
work, of which DEVSimPy is the representative environ-
ment (Capocchi et al., 2011; Capocchi, 2020). In previous
papers, we further used such recent elaboration of computer
M&S concepts to deal with dynamic variable structures
applied in several approaches from social sciences and the
humanities to object-oriented models for the analysis of nar-
rative transformations, including the analysis of myths fol-
lowing Lévi-Strauss’s structural analysis of myths
(Santucci et al., 2010, 2020).

According to Lévi-Strauss, transformational analysis may
account for the localization of myths and their transformations
in “larger unsuspected entities” (Lévi-Strauss, 1964, 1971;
Barbosa-Almeida, 1990; Marcus, 2001; Morava, 2005;
Lafontaine, 2007; LeRoux, 2009; Geoghegan, 2011; Rauff,
2016; Harrod, 2018). To realize Lévi-Strauss’s ambitions
regarding the link between mythical transformations and
their localization in a given landscape, we propose a M&S
approach based on DEVS formalism using the DEVSimPy

environment for the visualization of a given myth using
Google Earth. In section “Levi-Strauss Transformational
Methodology,” Lévi-Strauss transformational and morphody-
namic analysis ofmyths is presented, including a discussion of
its relevance for contemporary anthropology and digital social
science. In section “DEVS,” we summarize the basic notions
of DEVS formalism and we introduce DEVS extensions to
develop a computer software approach to the structural ana-
lysis of myths and to allow the dynamic variable structure
modification of models useful for myths visualization. We
also introduce the DEVSimPy software environment as a
DEVS software framework selected in order to implement
DEVS models allowing both the generation of myths and
the visualization of a given myth using Google Earth. In
section “Implementation of DEVS MS of Levi-Strauss Myth
Analysis,” we summarize the software approach that we
developed in more detail elsewhere (Santucci et al., 2020),
regarding the modeling of a given myth issued from the oral
literature of a given culture and the simulation of myth trans-
formations as described by Lévi-Strauss. In section
“Visualization of a Given Myth Using Google Earth,” we
develop a DEVS simulation approach for the visualization
of myth in a given geographical context. In section
“Validation of the visualization of a given myth,” we
provide a validation test of the DEVS dynamic formalism
allowing tomodel the structure of a givenmyth and to sequen-
tially display the visualization of the selected myth on a map.

The use of a computational approach and the simulation
of myth analysis and validation are based on the develop-
ment of a DEVS modeling library dedicated to myth trans-
formation and visualization, which can allow the analysis of
a great number of myths belonging to a given culture that
could be difficult to do manually. Furthermore, the
generic simulation features of the formal approach and
the resulting software mechanism make it possible to take
into account a set of different cultures and could be used
to propose the automatic validation of hypotheses set up
by researchers in anthropology.

DEVS formalism does not only model and simulate
perfectly the transformations of the armature of a
given myth as defined by Lévi-Strauss. We rather argue to
provide a computational validation and revitalization of
Lévi-Strauss’s transformational approach and morphody-
namic methodology. As we anticipate in section “Future
applications and extensions,” the concepts and properties of
DEVS formalism can be useful for addressing contemporary
issues. An important feature for further anthropological appli-
cations is the possibility to develop families of DEVS models
using their explicit transition and time advance structure. It
can be argued that the new features allowing to introduce
and dynamically manage probabilities both on state transi-
tions and on time transitions into DEVS M&S can be a
key point for developing and implementing software
mechanisms dedicated to novel anthropological investiga-
tions in contemporary social and political domains.
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Lévi-Strauss transformational
methodology

Structural legacy
In previous works on the reassessment of structural legacy
in anthropology (Doja, 2008b) and the critique of postmo-
dernist rhetoric of post-structuralism (Doja, 2006), we have
demonstrated the relevance of morphodynamic approach
and transformational analysis (Doja, 2010a), including the
development of neo-structural models and software
mechanisms to deal with morphodynamic structures
applied to object-oriented narrative transformations
(Santucci et al., 2020). Actually, among the numerous
stellar thinkers, whose contributions over the past century
have had revolutionary impacts upon the theoretical foun-
dations of anthropology, there is almost none comparable
with Lévi-Strauss, even though there may remain much
misunderstanding regarding the substance and merit of
Lévi-Strauss’s thought.

His reception in the Anglo-American world was always
mixed and we have examined elsewhere the intellectual
context in which both anti-structural critique and structural
enthusiasm proliferated. More importantly, Levi-Strauss
had remained a source of fascination and inspiration for a
younger generation of anthropologists, who over the last
decades have sought to reintroduce and revitalize his
work. Lévi-Strauss’s legacy has certainly been a victim of
the generational and cultural changes happening within
the academy, where he might have been perceived as
another “dead white male.” In turn, in a combative and pas-
sionate review, we lay out again a critical argument against
some recent grandiloquent and single-minded narratives of
his work and life. Especially in light of his later writings, we
support Lévi-Strauss’s scientific legacy as eminently rele-
vant to the contemporary world plagued by the fundamen-
talist doctrinal threats of cultural, racial, political,
ecological, and epidemic crises (Doja, 2020).

While establishing the theoretical and methodological
foundations of a scientific revolution in anthropology, his
ambition was not only to provide a new epistemology, invol-
ving a new approach to methodology and a set of novel
assumptions and procedures for the acquisition of knowl-
edge, but also a new ethics and the global awareness of a
new humanism (Doja, 2008a). In particular, in his works
on mythical thought, it can be argued that Lévi-Strauss con-
tribution is far-reaching and represents the most compelling
challenge to the future of anthropology in the 21st century.
Indeed, many attempts to revitalize his methods show that
the structural analysis initiated by Lévi-Strauss may innova-
tively account for the ways in which social relations are ever
more mediated by and implicated in broader political pro-
cesses (see Doja, 2010a). In addition, the critical approach
of pivotal scholars of new turns in anthropology can be
well understood as productively tracing their interest back

to Lévi-Strauss, in particular scholars “reconfiguring
kinship studies” (Carsten and Hugh-Jones, 1995; Franklin
and McKinnon, 2002), or scholars “intensifying certain
trains of thought” about deep ontologies (Holbraad and
Pedersen, 2017). Lévi-Strauss may still be a source of
inspiration even for highbrow ideas of our days, albeit some-
times without proper acknowledgment. As we have seen
elsewhere, many scholars parallel his insights, which are
often thought in these scholars’ minds, at best, as
Lévi-Strauss would have put it, without their being aware
of the fact (see Doja, 2020).

Turing test of larger unsuspected entities
By famously stating about themyths that “think each other (se
pensent) in people minds without their being aware of the
fact” (Lévi-Strauss, 1964: 20), Lévi-Strauss placed agency
on myths themselves and not on the people who tell them.
In this fundamental assumption, myths are something like
informal algorithms that appear as intelligent agents indepen-
dent of individual human minds. As it is already suggested,
one can read Lévi-Strauss’s Mythologiques as a sort of
Turing test to Amerindian mythology (Harkin, 2019: 95),
which demonstrates the algorithmic formality of myths.
Like a simple algorithm that produces complex autonomous
systems, which can reproduce human conditions, the possible
permutation and transformation of mythical structures are vir-
tually never-ending agentive algorithms. Actually, his
magnumopus on theMythologiques showed that themorpho-
dynamic and morphogenetic transformations of myths are
massively open-ended and never completed, a point also
demonstrated by the Quadratura Americana suites
(Desveaux, 2001, 2007, 2017), essentially taking up where
the Mythologiques left off.

In his thorough analysis of indigenous American myths,
Lévi-Strauss insisted on the identification of much more
complex and “larger unsuspected entities” (Lévi-Strauss,
1971: 545) than functionalist methods of phenomenological
and hermeneutical analysis could allow. He suggested that
what ethnographers study by participant observation, that
is, the real-life experiences of phenomenology, are the tem-
porally and spatially limited meeting points of these larger
entities.

Lévi-Strauss’s “larger unsuspected entities” are no mere
theoretical postulates, but can be uncovered by synchronic
and diachronic analysis, and reflect genuine social pro-
cesses occurring between their component communities
over time and space. Such processes are unlikely to be
observable by methods of participant observation, and
they are still less likely to be recorded in the documentary
archive. Already anticipating the advent of trans-local and
global ethnography in current anthropology, they can be
seen in curious and unexpected features of ethnographically
known lived worlds. For instance, as Lévi-Strauss claimed,
in the extreme differences between the Salish and Kwakiutl
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versions of what both peoples claim to be the same mask, or
in the function of ritual and myth to articulate that past
outside time at the rhythm of life cycle, seasons and the
sequence of generations.

Lately, in his Japanese musings, he vigorously provided a
clear justification for another “larger unsuspected entity” based
on the logic of symmetric histories and mythologies, both
similar and opposite, across Japanese, South American and
West European cultures (Lévi-Strauss, 2011). He advanced
his structural claims by weaving a mesmerizing set of patterns
and transformations to construct a system of invariant differ-
ences between Europe and theAmericas across the indigenous
populations of the Pacific Rim. Thereby, the opposite ends of
the Eurasian and American continents are deemed to meet
together in an emergent realization of the massively con-
structed, but logically possible, inversions along a multiplicity
of concrete dimensions (Doja, 2020).

We argue that these processes can be modeled and simu-
lated by means of a software mechanism using DEVS for-
malism and Google Earth API. This mechanism, presented
in section “Visualization of a given myth using Google
Earth” is aimed to visualize on a map how a given myth
is embedded into the geographically distributed life
worlds of neighboring people.

Anthropologists often convey how descriptive place-
names and related narratives bring graphically to mind the
locations they depict (Basso, 1988). In particular, mapping
a territory by means of mythical narratives brings about a cul-
tural meaning and temporal experience of space on which
people rely to act. When a myth is told, the people who are
listening to the story are able to connect places to old indivi-
dual and collective experiences. For instance, an arid place
referred to by a spring name in Corsican folktales, which
we use for computer simulation and visualization on a
map, evokes how the ancient world was like and the probable
reasons that might have led to its transformation. While refer-
ring to Neolithic places, sacred mountains and important
springs, mythical narratives allow people to be in the position
of their ancestors dwelling at the places referred. The myth
makes them travel in their minds mental images that
convey ancestral experiences. Linked to specific locations,
it provides symbolic reference points for the moral imagin-
ation and its practical bearing on the actualities of people’s
lives. In this sense, the larger unsuspected entities people con-
struct in their myths out of the immediate locations in which
they dwell can be said to dwell in them, as Lévi-Strauss
would have put it again, without their being aware of the fact.

Structural analysis of myth
Many commentators, either admirers or critics, have
retained from the structural analysis of myth its capacity
to disclose stable, common, and probably universal frame-
works. Fundamentally, Lévi-Strauss preferred to look for
rules that would ideally make it possible to generate,

starting from a myth of reference, the finite or infinite
whole of all other real or possible myths. In the structural
study of myths, Lévi-Strauss demonstrated the transforma-
tional morphodynamics of mythical networks. One of the
most powerful of Lévi-Strauss’s ideas is his description of
the generative engine of myths on the basis of the set of
their own transformations.

As a myth is spread and retold in different contexts, new
variations occur. While the basic mythical structures
(armatures) remain unchanged, characters may change,
roles may be inverted based on symmetry, elements of the
myth may be lost or inserted, oppositions may become
weaker, etc. In short, a number of what Lévi-Strauss calls
transformations of the myth will occur. Since they are all
related to one another, they form a group of transforma-
tions, where each variant is a symmetric transformation of
the others and none of them has any preeminence in
logic, analysis, or history over the others.

The description of these transformations relies on the con-
cepts of terms and functions. When analyzing myths,
Lévi-Strauss often talks of terms that are qualified with differ-
ent functions. Terms can be persons (in the forms of humans,
animals, divinities), or things, which have the ability to take
up roles. Functions are the different roles carried by these
terms. In myths, we encounter a number of characters
(terms), all of which have a great number of possible roles
(functions). A myth, understood as a group of transforma-
tions occurring from one to another of its variants, is
further decomposed into a set of basic elements called
mythemes, which are also characterized by the notions of
terms and functions. Throughout the Mythologiques series,
Lévi-Strauss distinguished a set of basic operations of hom-
ology, inversion, opposition and symmetrization, between a
number of characters or terms of myths and their large
number of possible roles or functions.

When Lévi-Strauss introduced the structural analysis of
myth (Lévi-Strauss, 1955), he did not relate it to the linguistic
model, even though the great emphasis on binary oppositions
he had developed earlier in his Elementary Structures of
Kinship (Lévi-Strauss, 1949[1967]) remained central to his
methods. From the first volume of the Mythologiques
series, Lévi-Strauss showed an astonishing attempt, fully
articulated in the last volume, to come out into the musical
model. He called upon music as both a model of demonstra-
tion and a model of interpretation, as a more appropriate
means of stating what the linguistic and semiological concep-
tion of myth could not enable him to formulate explicitly.
This kind of demonstration and interpretation is based on
his concept of codes, which he regarded as giving signifi-
cance to the mythemes and by which a given myth can be
analyzed (Lévi-Strauss, 1964).

A basic assumption of Lévi-Strauss is that, in a myth, the
same narrative pattern is expressed through different codes,
which are generally used to convey the message of the
myth, at the geographic, economic, social, gender,
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cosmological, and other levels. When a myth is told, it can
be understood according to several codes that have to be
taken into account all together. Ultimately, Lévi-Strauss
showed why myths must be read vertically according to
their various codes like a musical score. Like the synchronic
connection between several keys that produce the musical
harmony, the myths offer an interpretative grid and can
be regarded as a bundle of relations between several
codes (Lévi-Strauss, 1971). They are only translatable
into each other in the same way as a melody is only trans-
latable into another that retains a relationship of homology
with the former.

The set of images and reflections that mirror each other
across different codes shifted the quest for the meaning of
myth, like for that of music, from the signified they
contain to the signifying framework or the mirror play
that orders them. In other words, music and myths must
be received in their own order, that of the operations
induced by their own forms. That is why, against the
naivety of looking for some morality in myths, the analysts
must confine themselves to an exposure that will reveal the
mythical devices in the manner of an orchestra conductor
reading the score and leading its execution. Like the
reader is invited to let themselves be “carried toward that
music which is to be found in myth” (Lévi-Strauss, 1964:
40), it is not a question of making available some
meaning but of carrying out an operation.

To simulate this operation, in section “DEVS dynamic
variable structure extension,” we argue an extension of
DEVS formalism aimed at generating a given myth accord-
ing to different codes. The code analysis of a given myth
leans on a dynamic variable structure simulation approach:
the supervisor atomic model will be connected to an empty
coupled model. As the coupling information of the
network (the interconnection of mythemes belonging to the
given myth under study) is located in the state of the super-
visor component, transition functions will be used to modify
this state and transform sequentially the structure of the
network. Following Lévi-Strauss’s parallelism between
mythical codes and musical clefs, we print the simulation
results of a given myth’s codes by using a musical score
format. The solution will have to check dynamically during
the simulation which mytheme of the myth under study is
related to one of the codes to be considered. Each time a
mytheme is related to one code, it will have to be stored
into an atomic model which will be in charge of the visuali-
zation of the results under a music score format. Each code
corresponds to a line and each column represents alterna-
tively a term and a function that are computed according to
the corresponding code using the simulation.

Morphodynamic approach
According to Lévi-Strauss, the basic operations of the
convertibility, the mediation and the combinatorial

permutations of codes and axes between terms and func-
tions can be controlled by means of a special relationship
that he formulated in a canonical way through various
mathematical expressions. Canonical formulations demon-
strate how the transformations of the myths can be captured
and how new myths are generated from any specified myth
of reference. Lévi-Strauss’ canonical formulae that articu-
late the transformational dynamics of mythical networks
transcend a simple analogical relation to a quadratic equa-
tion, as shown in the following equation:

fx(a) : fy(b) : : fx(b) : fa−1(y) (1)

This equation articulates a dynamic homology between
meaningful terms and their propositional functions. This
formulation made it possible for Lévi-Strauss to detect a
sort of genuine logical machine generative of open-ended
meaning within specified mythical networks. In a quadratic
equation of this kind, the generative virtues of the so-called
“double twist” of the canonical transformation in the struc-
tural study of myth imply two conditions internal to canon-
ical formalization. According to Lévi-Strauss, a formulation
of this type reflects a group of transformations in which it is
assumed that a relation of equivalence exists between two
situations defined, respectively by an inversion of terms
and relations, provided that (i) one of the terms is replaced
by its opposite and that (ii) a correlative inversion is made
between the function value and the term value of two ele-
ments (Lévi-Strauss, 1955): 252–253).

For a mathematical catastrophist operation of this kind to
take place, the very idea of canonical relation requires a third
operating condition as a boundary condition external to
canonical formalization. In all cases, boundary condition
refers to the empirical evidence from outside the realm of
the myths being analyzed, which Lévi-Strauss carefully iden-
tified in each case as the necessity of the crossing of a spatio-
temporal boundary, defined in territorial, ecological,
linguistic, cultural, social, or whatever other terms.
Boundary condition is also a formal mathematical concept,
required to be satisfied at the boundary of a topological
domain in which a set of differential equations is to be
solved. A boundary condition of this kind is claimed by
Lévi-Strauss to be important in determining the mathematical
solutions to various mythical problems. In his further canon-
ical formalization, boundary condition is used to account for
the morphogenetic and morphodynamic transformation of
myths across the boundaries existing between one people
and another. Namely, a series of variations inherent in the
myths of a given people cannot be fully understood without
going through myths belonging to other people, which are
in a relation of inverse transformation with the formers.

The requirement of this operating condition can be
thought to anticipate the discursive activation of a particular
cultural ideology acting as a hidden agency of instrumental
politics. In section ‘Future applications and sxtensions’, we
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argue for developing a neo-structural model of canonical
formalization based on discourse analysis and transforma-
tional morphodynamics, which may account for hidden
instrumental ideologies in current social and political
processes.

Structural analysis and computational experiments
It is commonly believed that Lévi-Strauss received his
method from the structuralism of the Prague School,
where mathematics was not particularly emphasized, and
many Anglo-American anthropologists learnt it as a
pseudo-mathematical mystification (Diamond, 1974;
Turner, 1990; Launay, 2013). Lévi-Strauss recruited mathe-
matics to validate and revise a preexisting schema when in
the 1950s a certain amount of pseudo-mathematical mysti-
fication might have animated cybernetics, information
theory, and behavioral sciences. His scientific ambitions
might appear quite naive today, especially his proposals
about the “hardware” of the study of myths and similar
initiatives to “computerize” the study of social behavior
using index punched cards and associated algorithms
(Lévi-Strauss 1962: 117–118). However, he also dealt
with applied group theory and the algebraic models of
kinship structures, which were endorsed with a postface
by one of the most known mathematicians of his time
(Lévi-Strauss, 1949[1967]). Afterwards, his method went
on to be received seriously by modern scholars seeking to
study culture and society by formal means
(Barbosa-Almeida, 1990; Cargal, 1996; Marcus, 2001;
Morava, 2005; Lafontaine, 2007; LeRoux, 2009;
Geoghegan, 2011; Rauff, 2016; Harrod, 2018).

In the early 1950s, Lévi-Strauss himself expressed
doubts, albeit in private, about his ambitions for a kind of
a structural-informatics project (Jakobson and
Lévi-Strauss, 2018). In addition, after he introduced the
method for the structural study of myth (Lévi-Strauss,
1955), the generative virtues of the so-called “double
twist” of canonical transformation have remained non
understood for a long time. He almost never mentioned
explicitly his formulation of transformational dynamics,
even though this was implicit in the massive work of his
Mythologiques series published in the 1960s
((Lévi-Strauss, 1964, 1966, 1968, 1971)). The morphody-
namic principles of canonical transformations were expli-
citly operationalized only in his later inquiries published
in the 1980s (Lévi-Strauss, 1985, 1991). This does not
mean, however, that Lévi-Strauss did not understand from
the start his own theories and that only advanced mathema-
ticians are up to that task. Instead, we might wonder where
that might bring anthropologists, were we to realize that we
had to wait, starting in the late 1970s (Thom, 1981), for the
knowledge progress in qualitative mathematics became suf-
ficiently advanced for mathematicians to understand
Lévi-Strauss’s scientific ambitions. Indeed, his insights

are now made comprehensible as a complex variety of ana-
logies, a torus, a Moebius strip, a Klein group, or aptly as an
anticipated formalization of catastrophe models in new
mathematics and morphodynamics (Petitot, 1988, 1995;
Mosko, 1991; Coté, 1995; Desveaux, 1995; Scubla, 1995,
1998; Marcus, 1997; Maranda, 2001; Morava, 2004;
Barbosa-Almeida, 2008; Daranyi et al., 2014; Thuillard
and LeQuellec, 2017).

Another logical-mathematical methodology, based on
Lévi-Strauss’s claim of an algebraic structure to human
mind and cognition derived from his structural analysis of
myths, is used to map sub-literal meanings of narrative
and discourse analysis. The new method is validated by
findings of research on a set of systemic numeric references
found in oral narratives and forming mathematically con-
structive algebraic groups, such as the specifically commu-
tative Abelian semi-group with identity (Haskell, 2003;
Haskell and Badalamenti, 2003; Haskell, 2008). Yet
another new Internet research strategy, inspired from big
data algorithms of narrative texts, is recently adjusted to
more general categories of Bayesian inference and ontolo-
gical transformativity in anthropology and narrative ana-
lysis (Kockelman, 2013).

In particular, existing works have already explored the
links between computer science and structural anthropology,
focused on the structural study of narratives (Greimas, 1966),
or on myth transformation modeling (Petitot, 2011; Jason and
Segal, 1977; Richard and Jaulin, 1971; Klein et al., 2010),
including attempts to formalize not only Lévi-Strauss’s struc-
tural analysis of myths but also Vladimir Propp’s morphol-
ogy of folktales (Propp, 1968).

Arguably, the software approach to myth analysis needs
further developments, which we propose elaborating based
on the extension of DEVS formalism. In the next section,
we summarize the main concepts involved in the DEVS for-
malism useful to the software approach.

DEVS formalism

Description
Basically, DEVS formalism defines two kinds of models:
atomic models and coupled models. An atomic model is a
basic model with specifications for the dynamics of the
model. It describes the behavior of a component, which is
indivisible, in a timed state transition level. Coupled
models tell how to couple several component models
together to form a new model. This kind of model can be
employed as a component in a larger coupled model,
giving rise to the construction of complex models in a hier-
archical fashion. As in general systems theory (Wymore,
1967), a DEVS model contains a set of states and transition
functions that are triggered by the simulator.

A simulator is associated with DEVS formalism to send
instructions of coupled model that actually generate its
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behavior. The architecture of a DEVS simulation system is
derived from the abstract simulator concepts (Zeigler, 1990)
associatedwith the hierarchical andmodularDEVS formalism.

DEVSimPy environment
DEVSimPy (Python Simulator for DEVS models)
(Capocchi et al., 2011; Capocchi, 2020) is a user-friendly
interface for collaborative M&S of DEVS systems imple-
mented in Python language. The DEVSimPy project uses
the Python language and provides a General User
Interface based on PyDEVS API (Bolduc and
Vangheluwe, 2001) in order to facilitate both the coupling
and the reusability of PyDEVS models.

DEVSimPy allows the extension (or overwriting) of
their functionalities in using special plug-ins managed in
a modular way. The user can enable/disable a plug-in
using a simple dialog window (Figure 1).

We propose the DEVS modeling of Lévi-Strauss myths
analysis method through DEVSimPy by implementing a
specific dynamic library. The visualization of a given
myth using google Earth is based on the extension of
DEVS concepts known as dynamic structural modification
of DEVS models.

DEVS dynamic variable structure extension
In order to deal with the modeling of dynamic variable
structure system a set of scholars have proposed in the

recent past to extend DEVS formalism (Baati et al., 2007;
Barros, 2003). The implementation of the dynamic structure
DEVS (DSDEVS) formalism (Barros, 2003) requires the
definition of a completely new abstract simulator dedicated
to such formalism. Other approaches allow to simulate their
variable structure models as classical DEVS coupled
models (Baati et al., 2007), or they define a dynamic recon-
figuration, specifically a variable structure and interface
changing capability, in DEVS component-based M&S
(Hu et al., 2005). The proposed implementation relies on
the definition of a special coupled model involving a clas-
sical atomic model called supervisor component (Baati
et al., 2007), which drives the dynamic structure
discrete-event system modifications and coupled models
representing the set of potential structures. This modeling
feature is important since it is compatible with
Lévi-Strauss relational theory of myth transformation and
visualization as pointed in section “Visualization of a
Given Myth Using Google Earth.” An example of intercon-
nection of a network structure is given in Figure 2, where
the Supervisor and the CoupledModel are interconnected
with the input and output ports of the CoupledDEVS
component.

DEVS implementation of Lévi-Strauss
myth analysis
In this section, we summarize how DEVS formalism is used
in software approach to myth transformation as we detailed

Figure 1. DEVSimPy general interface when first opened with the Libraries panel (left part) and the diagram panel (right part).
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elsewhere (Santucci et al., 2020). The implementation is
realized using the DEVSimPy environment presented in
the previous section. In order to model the transformation
of myths based on Lévi-Strauss theory we developed a
M&S approach allowing to implement the following
functionalities:

• Modeling of a given myth through a set of mythemes.
The software will allow a user to define a myth as an
interconnection of mythemes.

• Definition of an initial myth as a reference myth.
• Generation of a new myth from the reference myth by

performing a set of transformations.
• Visualization of the set of generated transformations in

graph representation.

In this implementation, we defined the following DEVS
atomic models: MythGen, TransformationADEVS,
Collector, Supervisor, MythemADEVS, and Observor. In
order to represent a myth belonging to a set of variants,
we model the structure of myth using a coupled model of
DEVS formalism. The coupled model is composed of a
set of atomic models corresponding to the different parts
of the myth. Finally, we use atomic models of DEVS for-
malism in order to model the narrative structures of the
myth.

The initial myth is defined by an instantiation of the
MythGen Class. In Figure 3 the first myth, M1− Bororo,
corresponds to the name of the reference myth given by
Lévi-Strauss in his Mythologiques series (Lévi-Strauss,
1964).

The generation of a new myth leans on the atomic model
class called TransformationADEVS. An attribute of this
class contains the operations which have to be performed
in order to generate a new myth. Figure 4 presents how a
new myth (M2− BORORO) is generated from myth
M1− BORORO.

To obtain visualization of the set of transformations of
the myths generated from the reference myth, we used a
graph representation. Graph visualization is a way of repre-
senting the relations between myths as diagrams where
nodes are labelled with a given myth. Oriented arcs
between two nodes represent the fact that the successor
node of the arc corresponds to a myth which is generated
from the myth corresponding to the predecessor node of
the same arc. An example of the automatic generation of
a graph of myths is given in Figure 5.

Visualization of a given myth using Google
Earth
In this section, we use Google Earth (Gorelick et al., 2017)
to present the dynamic visualization on a map of the unfold-
ing of a given myth generated with myth transformation
software. In particular, we offer the possibility to locate
all the mythemes of a given myth on a map when the loca-
lization of any given mytheme is available. The simulation
process displays all the numbered mythemes on the map. To
this aim, we combine the simulation of DEVS variable
dynamic structures involved in the DEVSimPy framework
with some features of the Google Earth API.

DEVS modeling scheme for map visualization
In order to perform the dynamic visualization of a folktale
we defined a DEVS modeling scheme by implementing
the following set of specific atomic models: Viewergen,
SIGviewer, MythVisu, and PointMyth. We also defined a
coupled model called MythVariant that is used as the
initial variable structure, which will evolve when a new
mytheme is visualized on a map. Figure 6 presents the
DEVS modeling scheme involving the interconnection
between the four DEVS models: three atomic models
(Viewergen, MythVisu, SiGviewer) and the coupled model
MythVariant. Instances of the PointMyth atomic model are
dynamically added into the MythVariant coupled model
when a new mytheme is encountered in the myth narrative.

The goal of the atomic model ViewerGen is to scan a text
file corresponding to the givenmyth under study and sending
a message on its output for every mytheme, whereas the
message contains both the term and the function involved
in the mytheme as well as the location of each mytheme.
This information is stored in two files associated with the
ViewerGen atomic model as seen in Algorithm 1.

The files can be loaded using two attributes: filename
specifying the term and function of the mythemes and
filename2 specifying the location of each mytheme. The
first text file is generated after the transformation process
(section “Implementation of DEVS MS of Lévi-Strauss
myth analysis”) and is parsed to generate the list of
mythemes included in the given myth to be visualized

Figure 2. A variable structure in a coupled DEVS model with its

supervisor.
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Figure 3. Examples of mythemes belonging to the myth called M1− Bororo.

Figure 4. The generation of a new myth.
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(Figures 7 to 13). The second text file, manually specified
by the user, gives the latitude and longitude of each
mytheme located in a given landscape.

The Viewergen atomic model is connected to the
MythVisu atomic model which is in charge of the manage-
ment of variable dynamic structures: for each message
received on its input port, the MythVisu atomic model is
able to add an instance of the PointMyth atomic model in
the MythVariant coupled model. A message containing
the location of the point associated with the current
mytheme (as well as the term and the function involved
by the mytheme) is then sent to the SIGviewer atomic
model. The implementation of MythVisu atomic model is
detailed in sub-section “DEVS:DEVS Dynamic Variable
Structure Extension.”

The goal of the SIGviewer atomic model is to open the
Google Earth window and print the point corresponding
to the current mytheme on the map. The implementation
of the SIGviewer atomic model is detailed in subsection
“Google Earth Invocation.”

Variable dynamic structure
Our approach supports changes in structure by the introduc-
tion of a special atomic model that keeps in its internal state
the structure of a network of models. Changes in state are
automatically mapped into changes in structure. For this
application, the special MythVisu atomic model is in
charge of the management of dynamic variable structures
(Figure 7). The dynamic modification of the initial empty

Figure 5. The resulting graph after myths generation.

Figure 6. DEVS modeling for dynamic visualization.
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DEVS coupled modelMythVariant (Figure 8) is realized by
the δext transition function of the MythVisu atomic model.

The management of dynamic variable structures using the
DEVSimPy framework is aimed to dynamically modify the
MythVariant coupled model every time an event correspond-
ing to the detection of a new mytheme occurs.

Google Earth invocation
The Google Earth invocation leans on the following atomic
models: PointMyth and SIGViewer. The link between the
DEVSimPy software and google earth is performed
through a KML (Keyhole Markup Language) file
(Wernecke, 2008). KML is a specialized type of XML
that enables to build and organize points, lines and other
information on a Google Earth map. The δext function of
the SIGviewer atomic model allows the management of
the placement of marks on Google Earth using a KML
file as seen in Algorithm 1.

The dynamic visualization is performed using the plugin
viewMyth of DEVSimPy, which allows the user to associate
the initialization of the software towards the dynamic visua-
lization by choosing between Google Earth and Google
Map as shown in Figure 9.

Dynamic visualization
The dynamic visualization of the placement of points
on the map is realized by setting a refreshment of the

Algorithm 1. δext python (2.x) function of the SIGviewer atomic

model.

1: def extTransition(self):

2: activePort = self.myInput.keys()[0]

3: msg = self.peek(activePort)

4: p = msg.value[0]

5: ns = KML_Tree.NS

6: kml_tree = KML_Tree(self.fn)

7: # if there is no Folder, we create it with a placemark

8: if doc.findall('%sFolder'%(ns)) == []:

9: kml_tree.add_placemark(kml_tree.add_folder(doc,

p), p)

10: else:

11: folders = filter(lambda f:p.folder == f.findtext("%

sname"%(ns)),doc.findall("%sFolder"%(ns)))

12: if folders != []:

13: folder = folders[0]

14: places = filter(lambda p: point.name ==

p.findtext("{%s}name"%(ns)),folder.findall("{%s}Place" %

(ns)))

15: # if the new placemark already exist, we replace it

16: if places != []:

17: place = places[0]

18: kml_tree.add_placemark(folder, p, place)

19: # New placemark is added

20: else:

21: kml_tree.add_placemark(folder, p)

22: else:

23:

kml_tree.add_placemark(kml_tree.add_folder(doc, p), p)

24: # kml writing

25: kml_tree.write(self.fn)

Figure 7. Properties of the MythVisu atomic model.
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Figure 8. Illustration of the MythVariant coupled model which is populate using DSDEVS during the simulation.

Figure 9. ViewMyth plugin activation and initialization into DEVSimPy.
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KML file associated with the SIGviewer atomic model.
The detection of an event is performed through the state-
ment pointed out in line 3 Algorithm 1 of the previously
detailed code of δext : msg = self.peek(activePort). Then
the KML file is modified according to the code presented
lines 5 to 25 in Algorithm ??. The KML file can be
checked periodically by Google Earth in order to have
dynamic refreshment by enabling the auto-update function
of the Google Earth API. Using this option, the KML file
source is regularly reloaded at a specified interval. One of
the main interests of the proposed approach is to offer the
possibility of a dynamic printing on map the unfolding of
the narrative. We therefore perform a step-to-step simula-
tion in order to activate the refreshment of the KML file
associated with SIGViewer using the proposed method.
We use a special plugin called Blink belonging to
DEVSimPy features allowing to perform a step-to-step
simulation as described in Figure 10. Using the Forward
button of the Blink Logger window we are able to
control the generation of the KML file. By setting an
appropriate period of refreshment (e.g. 10 s) the user is
able to see the placement of every mytheme on the
screen and read the required information regarding the
specified myth.

In this simulation, the time basis is not related to the his-
torical time. The temporal aspects are only used in order to
represent the progress of the narrative through the
mythemes involved in the specified myth. These aspects
depend either on the user who decide when a new
mytheme should be seen on the map or on the way the
apparition of the mythemes is ordered on the map, as
described in the next section showing how the DEVS
models library is validated.

Validation of the visualization of a given
myth
In this section, we described how DEVS models of myth
visualization are validated by considering an important
myth belonging to Corsican oral literature. This myth,
entitled ULurcu, the “ogre” in Corsican language, is from
the Nebbiu country (northern Corsica). The location
where the myth takes place blackis around a set of mega-
liths (Thury-Bouvet et al., 2006), which can be found
near the Monte Revincu hill shown in Figure 11.

In Figure 12, we present the northwest view of one
dolmen (Casa di Lurca) referred to in the narrative in direc-
tion of another dolmen (Casa di Lurcu).

The 20 mythemes belonging to this myth given in
Figure 13 are spelled in Corsican language and each
mytheme is numerated.

The result of the simulation of the myth is presented in
Figure 14. The screenshot describes the sequence of
points that are automatically generated during the simula-
tion process. All the mythemes are represented on the
map and identified through a number pointing out
the order of generation corresponding to the order of the
mythemes in the narrative. By clicking on the information
button of one of the generated point, the user may read
the content of the mytheme as shown in Figure 14.

There are two ways of using the simulation: either select-
ing the step-to-step simulation or performing a complete
simulation. In the first case, the user chooses the Blink
plugin as described in subsection “Dynamic visualization”
and is able to discover the unfolding of the myth interac-
tively by clicking on the forward button. In the second
case, the user owns the enumeration of the generated
points on the map and is able to read the unfolding of the

Figure 10. Step-to-step simulation of the generation of points on the map.
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myth by clicking on the different points of the narrative one
after the other. The main interest for an anthropologist is to
be able to visualize how the narrative takes place in its
natural environment. Linked to these specific locations,
the myth evokes sacred places and ancestral experiences
in the considered territory. The dynamic visualization of
the myth on a map is aimed at showing how myth and ter-
ritory are linked together through the unfolding of the
narrative.

Arguably, the interest of performing a computational
simulation and visualization of myth transformations on a
map lies in the potential to extend the modeling and

simulation software approach to the anthropological inves-
tigations of contemporary issues in the social and political
domain.

Future applications and extensions
Lévi-Strauss’s combinatorial analysis of morphogenetic
and morphodynamic transformations make it possible to
attempt once again a new syncretism, encompassing struc-
tural methodology, mathematics, computer science, infor-
mation theory, cybernetics, cognition, and reasoning. It is
indeed possible to show that structural anthropology may
innovatively account both for the dynamic process of
praxis by which social relations and social systems are
enacted and transformed and for the competitive and strate-
gic practices of social behavior. In particular, if structural
thinking is enlarged to include hidden ideology and instru-
mental politics, a convincing argument can be offered to
reveal the continued relevance and usefulness of
Lévi-Strauss’s work for contemporary social scientists
and theorists.

While the key categories that Lévi-Strauss developed are
embodied in the anthropological objects he studied (myths
and mythical networks), they have the potential to be pro-
ductively and critically applied to other domains if radically
tweaked. It could be argued that some aspects of
Lévi-Strauss’s theory could be advanced as a new workable
methodology to help us build innovative anthropological
approaches to agency and politics. This does not mean
that we should be looking for what the “myths” would be
that one could study contemporary political issues, but pro-
posing to apply to instrumental politics the same method as
that used by Lévi-Strauss for the structural study of myth.

In particular, the requirement of an operating condition
that in the study of myth is expressed as a boundary condi-
tion in mathematical sense can be thought to anticipate the

Figure 11. Map of the places of the myth called U Lurcu pointing

to megaliths associated with the myth.

Figure 12. Picture of the megalith of the myth (Casa di Lurcu) with view on a sacred mountain (Monte Ghjenuva) behind.
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discursive activation of a particular cultural ideology acting
as a hidden agency of identity politics. The idea is to
develop a neo-structural model of canonical formalization
based on discourse analysis and transformational morpho-
dynamics, which may take lead from the abstract

mathematical operations and the evolution rules of canon-
ical transformations suggested by Lévi-Strauss for the struc-
tural study of myth, and which make it necessary to isolate
an analytical device as a boundary condition for mathema-
tical validation.

Figure 13. The 20 mythemes in Corsican language of the myth under test.

Figure 14. Screenshot of the result of generation on the map of the points involved in the folktale under test.

Doja et al. 15



Based on this epistemological insight, it can be argued
that we may establish a more sophisticated approach fol-
lowing structural procedures of transformational analysis
and formalization. This means that we may be correct in
asserting that from an empirical situation of social
change, including social conflict, identity construction and
ethnic identification, transcribed in a canonical way, we
can in theory deduce the possibly hidden reality of an exter-
nal boundary, borderland existence, or border-crossing
movement. As we argued elsewhere, the concept of bound-
ary condition could be expanded to account for the social
morphodynamics of this reality, which would reveal itself
in the form of a particular cultural ideology that might be
discursively activated and amplified to act as a hidden
agency of instrumental politics in actual sociocultural situa-
tions (see (Doja, 2018)).

Namely, a comparative analysis of transformations
resulting from intercultural dynamics, especially in pro-
cesses of identity construction and identity politics (Doja,
2014), could make it possible to convey such a conceptual
extension. In particular, this is the case with morphody-
namic analyses substantiated in actual instances of
women’s agency (Doja, 2008c), family structures and fertil-
ity rates (Doja, 2010b), mass rapes in ethnic conicts (Doja,
2019), transformational history from a religious movement
into established religion (Doja, 2003), international repre-
sentations in the European context (Abazi and Doja,
2016), or mytho-logics in international politics (Doja and
Abazi, 2021). They all provide some illustrative examples
of an instrumental agency of hidden politics, revealing the
workings of the respective cultural ideologies of gender,
familism, honor and blood, religious mystification, corpor-
ate identity, and strategic othering. The hidden reality so
revealed is necessarily organized around a specific category
of social hierarchy associated with the value of one identity
element, human agency and social action, but having
inverse propositional characteristics to that element,
course of action and agency. To put it the other way
around, the morphodynamic formalization of cultural activ-
ism may allow us to identify instrumental ideologies and to
anticipate new social change and identity construction as a
result of the mediating logical operation of a boundary con-
dition within the same sociocultural systems or institutional
frameworks. We may then become able to set off in their
search and their appreciation.

We foresee a new research committed to reformulate
Lévi-Strauss’s structural analysis in order to elaborate a
neo-structural model of canonical formalization based
on transformational morphodynamics. The aim is to con-
ceptualize and measure recursively the structural dynam-
ics and the recurrent patterns of current identity
transformations in liberal democracies, especially in the
US and EU contexts, where ethnic/racial divisions and
migration challenges are becoming more acute than
ever. The new approach is based on a complex research

strategy, including the use of Bayesian inference for the
construction of object-oriented sets of systemic numeric
references to identity discursive practices and the use of
DEVS formalism for their specification as discrete-event
systems that form constructive and commutative groups
with identity.

The expected results will be achieved through the
implementation of collaborative work between social,
political, communication and computer scientists. We
plan to explore normatively and empirically how core
values and identity transformations are justified in politi-
cal, national, cultural, societal, ethnic-religious, or
gender-based terms and how they affect liberal democracy
and EU integration outcomes. In this perspective, the task
of sociocultural anthropologists and political scientists
will be to analyze discursive practices and their relation-
ship to cultural communities in order to identify and
explore the permutation of indexical terms and functional
values within the identity field of discursive practices.
The task of computer scientists will be to develop compu-
tational instruments for encoding discursive categories in
indexical terms and functional values, develop clustering
and agentive algorithms for detecting the permutations of
indexical and functional series, apply object-oriented
DEVS models for narrative transformations and refine
logical-mathematical structural methodology for analysis
and validation.

The new research strategy can boost anthropological
investigations to draw predictions for the future, given
that computational simulation allows taking into account
a large amount of big data that are becoming increasingly
available through connected objects and cloud dissemin-
ation. Stochastic aspects also seem important for predicting
identity transformations, in particular DEVS Markov simu-
lations that allow processing discrete-event models with a
probabilistic dimension. In addition, visualization is
becoming increasingly significant. As many of the big
data available in the identity field derive meaning from
their location within particular social networks, the visuali-
zation of their distribution on maps may facilitate analysis
and investigation.

As we demonstrated in the case of the structural ana-
lysis of myths (Santucci et al., 2020), DEVS formalism is
a powerful generative machine allowing the integration
of concepts such as fuzzy logic, probabilities, machine
learning, and maps manipulation. It is particularly opera-
tional for performing simulation and visualization pro-
cesses that could be effectively extended to the
anthropological investigation of identity transformations.
The outcome of this extension can allow for a critical
understanding of core values and identity transforma-
tions, which eventually may anticipate policy insights
and provide a powerful decision-making instrument to
be used by scholars and policy practitioners for identify-
ing and following up the structural dynamics and the
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recurring patterns of identity transformations in the con-
temporary world.

Conclusions
We presented in this paper an approach to dynamically
visualize the unfolding of a narrative. This approach is
based on the concept of mytheme. Each folktale (or myth)
is decomposed into a set of mythemes which are the basic
elements of a given story. The proposed approach leans
on an association of the DEVS formalism and the Google
Earth API. We have detailed the set of DEVS models
which has been defined in order to: (i) dynamically read a
text file containing the story where each line of the file cor-
responds to a mytheme (ii) dynamically print on a map each
mytheme using the Google Earth API. We presented how
the DEVSimPy software environment has been used in
order to implement the set of DEVS models required for
processing the dynamic visualization of myths. We also
described the validation of these DEVS models using a con-
crete folktale from Corsican oral literature. Our current
work consists in developing and implementing DEVS con-
cepts for the propagation of messages through myths
according to the different codes pointed out by
Lévi-Strauss in his myth analysis. The work has been intro-
duced as well as the interest and benefits of DEVS formal-
ism is stressed for future application and extensions in
anthropology.

Declaration of conflicting interests

The authors declared no potential conflicts of interest with respect
to the research, authorship, and/or publication of this article.

Funding

The authors received no financial support for the research, author-
ship, and/or publication of this article.

ORCID iDs

Laurent Capocchi https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0793-8742
Albert Doja https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5378-8362
Jean-François Santucci https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9143-532X

References

Abazi E and Doja A (2016) International representations of balkan
wars: A socio-anthropological account in international rela-
tions perspective. Cambridge Review of International Affairs
29(2): 581–610.

Baati L, Frydman C and Giambiasi N (2007) Lsis_dme: M&S
environment extended by dynamic hierarchical structure
DEVS modeling approach. In: Proc. of the 2007 spring simula-
tion multiconference, SpringSim’07, Norfolk, Virginia, USA,
25–29 March 2007, (Vol. 2, pp. 227–234). San Diego, CA,
USA: Society for Computer Simulation International. ISBN
1-56555-313-6, http://dl.acm.org/citation.cfm?id=1404680.
1404716.

Barbosa-Almeida M (1990) Symmetry and entropy: Mathematical
metaphors in the work of Lévi-strauss. Current Anthropology
31(4): 367–385.

Barbosa-Almeida M (2008) La Formule Canonique du Mythe,
Book Section Formule canonique. Belo Horizonte: UFMG,
pp. 147–182.

Barros FJ (2003) Dynamic structure multiparadigm modeling and
simulation. ACM Transactions on Modeling and Computer
Simulation 13(3): 259–275.

Basso KH (1988) “Speaking with names”: Language and land-
scape among the western apache. Cultural Anthropology
3(2): 99–130.

Bolduc JS and Vangheluwe H (2001) The modelling and simula-
tion package pythonDEVS for classical hierarchical DEVS.
MSDL Technical Report MSDL-TR-2001–01, McGill
University. https://repository.uantwerpen.be/desktop/irua

Capocchi L (2020) DEVSimPy. Available at: https://github.com/
capocchi/DEVSimPy. (accessed 10 October 2019).

Capocchi L, Santucci JF, Poggi B, et al. (2011) DEVSimPy: A col-
laborative python software for modeling and simulation of
DEVS systems. In: 2011 20th IEEE international workshops
on enabling technologies: Infrastructure for collaborative
enterprises (WETICE), Paris, France, 27–29 June 2011
(pp. 170–175). 10.1109/WETICE.2011.31.

Capocchi L, Santucci JF and Zeigler BP (2019) Markov chains
aggregation using discrete event optimization via simulation.
In: Proc. of the 2019 summer simulation conference,
SummerSim ’19, Berlin, Germany, 22–24 July 2019,
(pp. 1–12). San Diego, CA, USA: Society for Computer
Simulation International.

Cargal J (1996) The problem with algebraic models of
marriage and kinship structure. The UMAP Journal 22:
345–353.

Carsten J and Hugh-Jones S (1995) About the house: Lévi-Strauss
and beyond. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. ISBN
0521474213 (hardback) 0521479533 (pbk).

Choi K and Liu H (2016) Matlab and Simulink Basics.
Wiley-IEEE Press. 10.1002/9781119060239.ch1

Coté A (1995) Qu’est-ce que la formule canonique. L’Homme:
Revue Française d’Anthropologie 35(135): 35–41.

Daranyi S, Wittek P and Kitto K (2014) The Sphynx’s new riddle:
How to relate the canonical formula of myth to quantum inter-
action. In: 7th international conference selected papers, QI
2013, Leicester, UK, July 25/27(2013) Berlin/Heidelberg:
Springer. ISBN 978-3-642-54943-4. 10.1007/978-3-642-
54943-4˙5

Desveaux E (1995) Groupe de klein et formule canonique.
L’Homme: Revue Française d’Anthropologie 35(135): 43–49.

Desveaux E (2001) Quadratura Americana: Essai d’anthropolo-
gie Lévi-Straussienne. Geneve: Georg.

Desveaux E (2007) Spectres de l’anthropologie – Suite
nord-américaine. Montreuil: Lieux-d’etre. ISBN 9782916063157

Desveaux E (2017) La parole et la substance – Anthropologie
comparée de l’Amérique et de l’Europe. Paris:
Indes-Savantes. ISBN 9782846544733.

Diamond S (1974) The inauthenticity of anthropology: The myth
of structuralism. New Brunswick, N.J.: Transaction Books.
ISBN 0878550453

Doja A (2003) Confraternal religion: from liberation theology to
political reversal. History and Anthropology 14(4): 349–381.

Doja et al. 17

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0793-8742
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0793-8742
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5378-8362
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5378-8362
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9143-532X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9143-532X
http://dl.acm.org/citation.cfm?id=1404680.1404716
http://dl.acm.org/citation.cfm?id=1404680.1404716
http://dl.acm.org/citation.cfm?id=1404680.1404716
https://repository.uantwerpen.be/desktop/irua
https://github.com/capocchi/DEVSimPy
https://github.com/capocchi/DEVSimPy
https://github.com/capocchi/DEVSimPy
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/WETICE.2011.31
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781119060239.ch1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-54943-4_5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-54943-4_5


Doja A (2006) The kind of writing: Anthropology and the
rhetorical reproduction of postmodernism. Critique of
Anthropology 26(2): 157–180.

Doja A (2008a) From neolithic naturalness to tristes tropiques:
The emergence of Lévi-Strauss new humanism. Theory,
Culture and Society 25(1): 77–100.

Doja A (2008b) Claude Lévi-Strauss at his Centennial: toward a
future anthropology. Theory, Culture & Society 25(7–8):
321–340.

Doja A (2008c) Instrumental borders of gender and religious
conversions in the Balkans. Religion, State & Society 36(1):
55–63.

Doja A (2010a) Claude lévi-strauss (1908--2009): The apotheosis
of heroic anthropology. Anthropology Today 26(5): 18–23.

Doja A (2010b) Fertility trends, marriage patterns and savant
typologies in Albanian context. Journal of Family History
35(4): 346–367.

Doja A (2014) Socializing enchantment: A socio-anthropological
approach to infant-directed singing, music education and cul-
tural socialization. International Review of the Aesthetics and
Sociology of Music 45(1): 115–147.

Doja A (2018) Social morphodynamics: Mapping identity transfor-
mations, cultural encounters, and the evolution of core values.
Social Epistemology Review and Reply Collective 7: 14, 25.

Doja A (2019) Politics of mass rapes in ethnic conflict: A morpho-
dynamics of raw madness and cooked evil. Crime, Law and
Social Change 71(5): 541–580.

Doja A (2020) Lévi-strauss’s heroic anthropology facing contem-
porary problems of the modern world. Reviews in
Anthropology Informa UK: Taylor & Francis, 49(1–2): 4–38.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00938157.2020.1794140

Doja A and Abazi E (2021) The mytho-logics of othering and
containment: culture, politics and theory in international rela-
tions. International Critical Thought 11(1): 130–155.

Franklin S and McKinnon S (2002) Relative Values: Reconfiguring
Kinship Studies. Durham, NC: Duke University Press.

Fritzson P (2015) A quick tour of Modelica. In Principles of
Object Oriented Modeling and Simulation with Modelica 3.3,
Fritzson P (ed.). https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118989166.ch2

Geoghegan BD (2011) From information theory to French Theory
– Jakobson, Lévi-Strauss, and the cybernetic apparatus.
Critical Inquiry 38(1): 96–126.

Gorelick N, Hancher M, Dixon M et al. (2017) Google earth
engine: Planetary-scale geospatial analysis for everyone.
Remote Sensing of Environment 202: 18–27. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.rse.2017.06.031

Greimas A (1966) Sémantique structurale – recherche de
méthode. Paris: Larousse.

Harkin M (2019) Lévi-Strauss: Two lives. Reviews in
Anthropology 48(2): 88–102.

Harrod J (2018) A post-structuralist revised weil-Lévi-Strauss
transformation formula for conceptual value-fields. Sign
Systems Studies 46(2/3): 255–281. http://dx.doi.org/10.12697/
SSS.2018.46.2-3.03.

Haskell R (2003) A logico-mathematic, structural methodology –
part I. The analysis and validation of sub-literal (sublit) language
and cognition, part II. experimental design and epistemological
issues. Journal of Mind and Behavior 24(3-4): 347–422.

Haskell R (2008) Claude Lévi-Strauss reconsidered: Cognitive
science, epistemology, and the (not so savage) algebraic

mind. Cognitive Semiotics: Multidisciplinary Journal on
Meaning and Mind 3: 65–90.

Haskell R and Badalamenti A (2003) Algebraic structure of verbal
narratives with dual meanings. Mathematical and Computer
Modelling 37(3-4): 383–393.

Holbraad M and Pedersen MA (2017) The ontological turn – An
anthropological exposition. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Hu X, Zeigler BP and Mittal S (2005) Variable structure in DEVS
component-based modeling and simulation. Simulation 81(2):
91–102.

Jakobson R and Lévi-Strauss C (2018) Correspondance 1942–
1982. Paris: Seuil.

Jason H and Segal D (1977) Patterns in Oral Literature. Sol Tax.
Mouton.

Klein S, Aeschlimann JF, Appelbaum MA et al. (2010) Discrete
Event Modeling and Simulation of the Mythical Thought
Morphodynamics Involved in Claude Lévi-Strauss Structural
Analysis. Modelling Propp and Lévi-Strauss in a Meta-symbolic
Simulation System. The Hague: H. Jason Mouton and D. Segal.

Kockelman P (2013) The anthropology of an equation- sieves,
spam filters, agentive algorithms, and ontologies of transforma-
tion. Hau – Journal of Ethnographic Theory 3(3): 33–61.

Lafontaine C (2007) The cybernetic matrix of French Theory.
Theory, Culture and Society 24(5): 27–46.

Launay R (2013) Is Lévi-Strauss still good to think? Reviews in
Anthropology 42(1): 38–49.

LeRoux R (2009) Lévi-strauss, une réception paradoxale de la
cybernétique. L’Homme – Revue Française d’Anthropologie
1(189): 165–190.

Lévi-Strauss C (1949[1967]) Les structures élémentaires de la
parenté. Paris/Hague: Mouton.

Lévi-Strauss C (1955) The structural study of myth. The Journal
of American Folklore 68(270): 428–444.

Lévi-Strauss C (1962) La pensée sauvage. Paris: Plon.
Lévi-Strauss C (1964) Le Cru et le Cuit, Mythologiques Vol. 1.

Paris: Plon.
Lévi-Strauss C (1966)Du miel aux cendres, MythologiquesVol. 2.

Paris: Plon.
Lévi-Strauss C (1968) L’origine des maniéres de table,

Mythologiques Vol. 3. Paris: Plon.
Lévi-Strauss C (1971) L’homme nu,MythologiquesVol. 4. Paris: Plon.
Lévi-Strauss C (1985) La Potière Jalouse. Paris: Plon.
Lévi-Strauss C (1991) Histoire de lynx. Paris: Plon.
Lévi-Strauss C (2011) L’autre face de la lune: Ecrits sur le Japon.

Paris: Seuil.
Maranda P (2001) The Double Twist – From ethnography to mor-

phodynamics. Toronto: University of Toronto Press. ISBN
0802035248.

Marcus G (2001) The algebraic mind-integrating connectionism
and cognitive science. Learning, development, and
conceptual change. Cambridge, Mass: MIT Press.

Marcus S (1997) The logical and semiotic status of the canonic
formula of myth. Semiotica – Journal of the International
Association for Semiotic Studies 116(2/4): 115–188.

Morava J (2004) Une interprétation mathématique de la formule
canonique de claude Lévi-Strauss. Cahiers de l’Herne 88:
216–218.

Morava J (2005) From Lévi-Strauss to chaos and complexity. In:
Mosko M and Damon F (eds) On the Order of Chaos: Social

18 Big Data & Society

http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00938157.2020.1794140
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00938157.2020.1794140
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00938157.2020.1794140
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118989166.ch2
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118989166.ch2
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118989166.ch2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2017.06.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2017.06.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2017.06.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2017.06.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.12697/SSS.2018.46.2-3.03
http://dx.doi.org/10.12697/SSS.2018.46.2-3.03
http://dx.doi.org/10.12697/SSS.2018.46.2-3.03
http://dx.doi.org/10.12697/SSS.2018.46.2-3.03
http://dx.doi.org/10.12697/SSS.2018.46.2-3.03


Anthropology and the Science of Chaos. New York: Berghahn,
pp.47–63.

Mosko M (1991) The canonic formula of myth and nonmyth.
American Ethnologist 18(1): 126–151.

Petitot J (1988) Approche morphodynamique de la formule cano-
nique du mythe. L’Homme-Revue Française d’Anthropologie
28(106-107): 24–50.

Petitot J (1995) Note complémentaire sur l’approche morpho
dynamique de la formule canonique du mythe.
L’Homme-Revue Française d’Anthropologie 35(135): 17–23.

Petitot J (2011) Cognitive Morphodynamics. Bern, Suisse: Peter
Lang CH. https://www.peterlang.com/view/title/35089

Propp V (1968) Morphology of the folktale. Austin: University of
Texas Press.

Rauff J (2016) The algebra of marriage: an episode in applied
group theory. BSHM Bulletin – Journal of the British Society
for the History of Mathematics 31(3): 230–244.

Richard P and Jaulin R (1971) Anthropologie et calcul. 10/18. Union
Générale. https://books.google.fr/books?id=QDNoAAAAIAAJ.

Santucci JF, De Gentili E and Thury-Bouvet G (2010) Discrete
event modeling and simulation of the mythical thought
morphodynamics involved in Claude Lévi-Strauss structural ana-
lysis. InHandbook of Research on Culturally-Aware Information
Technology: Perspectives and Models, Blanchard E and Allard
D, Eds., Hershey, PA, USA: IGI Global, Chapter 8, pp. 1–6.

Santucci JF, Doja A and Capocchi L (2020) A discrete-event simu-
lation of Claude Lévi-Strauss’s structural analysis of myths
based on symmetry and double twist transformations.
Symmetry 12(10): 1706. https://doi.org/10.3390/sym12101706.

Scubla L (1995)Apropos de la formule canonique dumythe et du rite.
L’Homme- Revue Française d’Anthropologie 35(135): 51–60.

Scubla L (1998) Lire Lévi-Strauss; Le déploiement d’une intuition.
Paris: Odile Jacob.

Seo C, Zeigler BP, Kim D, et al. (2015) Integrating web-based
simulation on it systems with finite probabilistic DEVS. In:
Proceedings of the symposium on theory of modeling and
simulation – DEVS integrative M/S symposium, DEVS ’15,
Alexandria Virginia, USA, 12–15 April 2015, (pp. 173–180).
San Diego, CA, USA: Society for Computer Simulation
International. ISBN 9781510801059.

Thom R (1981) Modèles mathématiques de la morphogenèse.
Paris: Bourgois. ISBN 2267002353.

Thuillard M and LeQuellec JL (2017) A phylogenetic interpreta-
tion of the canonical formula of myths by Lévi-Strauss.
Cultural Anthropology and Ethnosemiotics 3(2): 1–12.

Thury-Bouvet G, Santucci JF, Khoumeri EH et al. (2006)
Orientations of corsican dolmens. Journal for the History of
Astronomy 37(3): 299–306.

Turner T (1990) On structure and entropy-theoretical pastiche and
the contradictions of structuralism. Current Anthropology
31(5): 563–568.

Van Tendeloo Y and Vangheluwe H (2017) An evaluation of
DEVS simulation tools. Simulation 93(2): 103–121.

Wernecke J (2008) The KML Handbook: Geographic Visualization
for the Web. Addison-Wesley Professional. ISBN:0321525590

Wymore A (1967) A Mathematical Theory of Systems
Engineering: The Elements. New York: John Wiley and
Sons. https://books.google.fr/books?id=F8rxjgEACAAJ

Zeigler BP (1976) Theory of Modeling and Simulation. London:
Academic Press.

Zeigler BP (1990) Object-Oriented Simulation with Hierarchical,
Modular Models. Boston, Mass: Academic Press.

Doja et al. 19

https://www.peterlang.com/view/title/35089
https://www.peterlang.com/view/title/35089
https://books.google.fr/books?id=QDNoAAAAIAAJ
https://books.google.fr/books?id=QDNoAAAAIAAJ
https://doi.org/10.3390/sym12101706
https://doi.org/10.3390/sym12101706
https://books.google.fr/books?id=F8rxjgEACAAJ
https://books.google.fr/books?id=F8rxjgEACAAJ

	 Introduction
	 Lévi-Strauss transformational methodology
	 Structural legacy
	 Turing test of larger unsuspected entities
	 Structural analysis of myth
	 Morphodynamic approach
	 Structural analysis and computational experiments

	 DEVS formalism
	 Description
	 DEVSimPy environment
	 DEVS dynamic variable structure extension

	 DEVS implementation of Lévi-Strauss myth analysis
	 Visualization of a given myth using Google Earth
	 DEVS modeling scheme for map visualization
	 Variable dynamic structure
	 Google Earth invocation
	 Dynamic visualization

	 Validation of the visualization of a given myth
	 Future applications and extensions
	 Conclusions
	 References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile ()
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 5
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2003
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames false
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks true
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo true
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


