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THE QUESTION
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SWAP CONTROL

Swapping messages :
doesn't move the needle All six models

keep the rise

PRICING

Parallel obedience, not communication.
Price rises persist. Auction clears barely shift.
The outcome holds.
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with swapped messages
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an evidence ladder
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A detector fires

Calibrated on independent units

Manipulation check passes

Different channels agree and a
channel intervention changes the signal

Report the number of
independent units behind each threshold.

Calibrate on the decision unit.

Check a positive control's
behaviour, not just its prompt.

CODE, TESTS AND AUDIT KIT: \ github.com/shoumyac/collusion-evidence-audit
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