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Highly Sensitive People, narcissism, and psychopathy are usually framed as traits or diagnoses. In the Adaptive Query™ (AQ) framework, they are better
modeled as coping intercepts: stable adaptations that emerge when empathic input remains high for too long relative to affective resilience. The patterns
differ not by whether empathy is present, but by where the system steps in to avoid downstream integrity and self-esteem pressure in order to survive. This
article presents a structural, descriptive model of coping dynamics rather than a clinical, diagnostic, or therapeutic framework.

Read First: The Coherence Trifecta: Empathy, Self-Esteem, and Integrity as a Unified Control Loop
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Introduction: Coping Is a Pressure Response
In real environments, empathy is not abstract kindness. Empathy is registered harm and impact. When that input stays intense and unresolved, it produces
sustained deviation pressure. A system can tolerate only so much empathic pressure before it must cope, because continuing to remain fully participatory
becomes too costly.

Coping is therefore not primarily a personality choice. It is a pressure response. The same person can cope differently across different environments, and
long-term coping strategies can form under sustained conditions, especially in childhood when identity and constraint-handling are still being wired.

References to developmental periods such as childhood describe how coping regimes can form under sustained pressure conditions. They do not imply
clinical assessment, intervention, or diagnosis, and are included solely to clarify structural formation dynamics.

1. The Model: Empathic Pressure Versus Affective Resilience
In AQ terms, empathic input intensity generates deviation pressure. Affective state modulates sensitivity to that input, which determines resilience: how
long the system can remain participatory before it must intercept the loop. When pressure stays low or resilience stays high, coherence is maintained
through accountable deviation and restoration. When pressure overwhelms resilience, the system must reduce cost by stepping in earlier or more
aggressively.

The central variable is timing. Under sustained empathic pressure, systems tend to cope at one of three intercept points: by shutting down input (early), by
refusing to log accountability (mid), or by collapsing self-esteem pressure (late). These intercepts produce recognizable patterns that are often labeled
Highly Sensitive People (HSP), narcissism, and psychopathy.

2. Integrity and Coherence Are Not the Same
Integrity is the record of deviation. When a system violates a constraint, integrity is reduced and the violation remains present in lineage as truth.
Coherence is the ability to account for that deviation, remain auditable, and restore balance rather than allowing exception to become the new norm. A
coherent system may violate rules under pressure, but it remains governable because it can return.

The coping patterns described below can be understood as different ways of avoiding the cost of returning, or if return is made externally unviable: either
by removing the input that triggers deviation, by denying that deviation is “mine,” or by eliminating the internal pressure that would otherwise demand
restitution and repair.

3. HSP: Coping by Withdrawing to Stop Input
HSP patterns can be modeled as early interception. The system remains highly participatory to empathic input and is capable of feeling downstream
integrity and self-esteem pressure. Because the pressure is experienced intensely, the system reduces cost by halting input rather than by distorting
accountability.

Withdrawal is therefore not indifference. It is a way of protecting coherence by leaving the environment that continually produces empathic harm signals.
The system does not deny the harm, does not deny the constraint, and does not erase responsibility. It simply exits to reduce further input.

In harmful environments, this can become learned. Withdrawal generalizes from severe stressors to mild ones, producing patterns such as social shutdown,
avoidance, and anticipatory overwhelm even in contexts that are only moderately demanding. The underlying mechanism is early-loop cost avoidance:
stop the input before it becomes unbearable.

4. Narcissism: Coping by Avoiding Integrity Through Externalization
Narcissistic patterns can be modeled as mid-loop interception. Empathic input may be present and often precise. The system may understand harm and can
even use that understanding strategically. The defining feature is not lack of perception. It is refusal of ownership.

The system avoids integrity logging: deviations are prevented from becoming “my” violations in lineage. When confronted, the system employs
externalization strategies such as denial, deflection, blame, and reversal of victim and offender. These behaviors are often grouped under DARVO and
function as a pressure-release mechanism: they prevent the system from having to metabolize accountability.

Importantly, narcissistic systems can still experience self-esteem pressure. The system may feel downstream cost, insecurity, and threat, even while
refusing to admit integrity loss. This explains why narcissistic behavior is often reactive and status-sensitive rather than emotionally flat. Externalization is
used to discharge self-esteem pressure without passing through accountability.

The result is a stable but brittle regime: empathic input can be perceived, deviation can occur, but coherence is not restored because integrity is not
allowed to become truthfully owned. The system remains locked into defense because repair would require admission.

5. Psychopathy: Coping by Collapsing Self-Esteem Pressure
Psychopathic patterns can be modeled as late-loop interception. The system may perceive harm and may even recognize integrity violations as violations.
What is absent is self-esteem pressure: the internal return force that would otherwise demand restoration, restitution, or repair.

When self-esteem pressure collapses, there is nothing downstream to feel. Outcomes can be pursued without method constraint because deviation does not
produce internal cost. This is why psychopathic behavior can appear calm, instrumental, and unconflicted even during exploitation. Coherence is not
restored because the system does not experience pressure to restore it.



In this regime, “feeling” is structurally threatening because it would reintroduce self-esteem pressure. Detachment becomes the coping strategy. The
system remains stable by eliminating the very mechanism that would bind it back to accountable selfhood.

6. Timing as the Unifying Variable
These patterns can be understood as differences in when the system steps in to cope under sustained empathic pressure. HSP intercepts early by reducing
input. Narcissism intercepts mid-loop by refusing to log integrity as owned violation and by externalizing downstream pressure. Psychopathy intercepts
late by eliminating self-esteem pressure altogether.

Timing is shaped by the relationship between empathic input intensity and affective resilience. Higher resilience can delay coping under moderate
pressure. Sustained high pressure can override even strong resilience and push coping later and later, especially during development when the control loop
is still forming. Under chronic childhood harm, the system may adopt increasingly drastic intercepts because earlier ones were insufficient to survive.

7. Relation to Affective State and Forecasting
Affective state modulates sensitivity to empathic input, shifting how quickly deviation pressure accumulates and therefore how soon coping is triggered.
Forecasting shapes the perceived future space: whether there exist reachable futures in which harm can be reduced without unacceptable violation. When
non-deviant futures are consistently unreachable, deviation pressure becomes chronic, and the system is more likely to adopt durable coping intercepts
rather than situational ones.

Conclusion
HSP, narcissism, and psychopathy are not best understood as moral categories or fixed identities. They can be modeled as coping intercepts under
sustained empathic pressure: early withdrawal to stop input, mid-loop externalization to avoid owned integrity loss, and late-loop collapse of self-esteem
pressure to eliminate the need for restoration. This framing preserves accountability as the core of governability and provides a structural bridge into
relational dynamics and trauma modeling. This framing describes pressure-response regimes within a coherence control loop, not a personality taxonomy
or psychiatric classification system.
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