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Continuous Price Declines and Delayed Consumption  

In a post-capitalist future of technological abundance, production costs approach zero 
and prices continuously fall. In economic terms, the price of a good tends to equal its 
marginal value – the utility or benefit of the next unit to consumers. As technology 
makes goods ever more plentiful and improved, the marginal value (and thus price) of 
existing products keeps dropping. This creates a powerful deflationary spiral: 
consumers learn that waiting yields a better product at a lower price, so they postpone 
purchases. As the World Economic Forum explains, “Consumers tend to delay purchases 
when they expect prices to fall further, decreasing overall demand” (Should we be worried 
about deflation?  | World Economic Forum). Lower demand then forces businesses to cut 
prices even more, reinforcing the cycle. A classic example is consumer electronics: if a 
new, cheaper model of a smartphone or TV is always around the corner, many buyers will 
wait rather than buy now – rational behavior in a deflationary environment.

Over time, such hyperdeflation (persistent, steep price declines) becomes a self-fulfilling 
expectation. Price equals marginal value, and when marginal value is constantly eroding 
due to rapid innovation, the logical choice is to defer consumption. Even essential 
purchases get timed carefully; people buy only when truly needed or when an item’s price 
is as low as it’s likely to get. Historical deflationary episodes show this pattern. During the 
Great Depression, for example, the expectation of falling prices led people to hoard cash 
and hold off on spending, worsening the economic decline (Deflation - Wikipedia). In our 
hypothetical tech-driven scenario, deflation is not caused by crisis but by overflowing 
abundance – yet the effect on buyer psychology is similar. Immediate gratification 
through spending is seen as unwise when future goods will be better, cheaper, and more 
plentiful.

https://www.weforum.org/stories/2023/08/china-deflation-global-economy-concern/#:~:text=The%20deflationary%20trap
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Deflation#:~:text=When%20prices%20are%20falling%2C%20consumers,15


Frugality as Wisdom, Impulsive Consumption as Folly  

As continuous deflation becomes the norm, social norms around consumption shift 
dramatically. In a society where goods only get cheaper and more advanced with time, 
frugality and strategic buying become admired traits. Exercising patience to get the 
best deal or to use products until truly necessary to upgrade is viewed as a mark of 
intelligence and self-control. By contrast, impulsive consumption – buying something 
on a whim today – is seen as irrational or even foolish, since it often means overpaying 
relative to what the same money could buy tomorrow.

We can see shades of this norm in modern deflationary environments. In Japan’s long 
deflationary period, for instance, younger generations developed very thrifty habits. 
Their “first instinct is to save, not spend. And if they spend, they hunt for bargains,” 
Reuters noted of Japan’s millennials (Japan's frugal millennials a bad omen for its 
economy | Reuters). Many Japanese youth now shun luxury brands and unnecessary 
purchases, priding themselves on minimalism. One 26-year-old in Tokyo explained that 
wearing head-to-toe expensive brands “is uncool,” whereas mixing cheaper items in with 
a few quality pieces “requires more fashion skills and is much cooler” (Japan's frugal 
millennials a bad omen for its economy | Reuters). In other words, being cost-conscious 
and savvy is culturally lauded – a direct inversion of the free-spending ethos of earlier 
boom eras.

In a hyperdeflationary society of abundance, this frugal mentality would be even more 
widespread. People delay replacing goods until absolutely needed, repair items rather 
than discard them, and brag about how little they spent or how long they waited to buy. 
Conspicuous consumption loses social status; flaunting wealth by buying pricey goods 
makes little sense when prices are in free-fall. Instead, social esteem might come from 
intelligent timing and efficient use of resources. For example, renting or sharing 
assets becomes common to avoid sunk costs – as seen in Japan where an older ex-car 
owner cut his monthly transport costs by 80% by switching to car-sharing instead of 
owning a vehicle (Japan's frugal millennials a bad omen for its economy | Reuters). 
Overall, prudence is the new pride. Society views consumption not as a driver of status, 
but as a necessary act to be optimized for value. Impulse buying of soon-to-be-obsolete 
products is almost a taboo, akin to willfully burning money.

Business and Industry Evolution in a Deflationary Spiral

https://www.reuters.com/article/business/japans-frugal-millennials-a-bad-omen-for-its-economy-idUSKBN13Y073/#:~:text=The%20millennials%20will%20form%20a,parents%20during%20the%20booming%201980s
https://www.reuters.com/article/business/japans-frugal-millennials-a-bad-omen-for-its-economy-idUSKBN13Y073/#:~:text=%22Wearing%20expensive%20brand,is%20much%20cooler%2C%20she%20said
https://www.reuters.com/article/business/japans-frugal-millennials-a-bad-omen-for-its-economy-idUSKBN13Y073/#:~:text=Parking%2C%20insurance%2C%20and%20gas%20used,costs%20to%20just%2010%2C000%20yen


Business and Industry Evolution in a Deflationary Spiral  

Ever-falling prices pose an existential challenge to businesses. Traditional models based 
on steady growth and pricing power erode when each passing month brings lower 
achievable prices. To survive in a deflationary spiral, industries must radically evolve:

Thin Margins and High Volume: Firms compete by offering maximum value 
at minimal margin, relying on huge volumes to sustain profits. As one venture 
capitalist observed, the businesses that win are those with “low relative margins 
at high volumes” which make it “nearly impossible for high-cost incumbents to 
compete” (The Amazing Power of Deflationary Economics for Startups | by Mark 
Suster | Both Sides of the Table). In other words, companies operate on razor-
thin profits per unit, but sell a tremendous number of units. This has already 
been the playbook of e-commerce and big-box retailers – think of how Amazon 
or Walmart undercut competitors – and would become ubiquitous across 
industries.

Relentless Cost Innovation: To maintain any margin at all, producers invest 
heavily in automation, AI, and efficiency to cut costs as fast as (or faster than) 
prices decline. The result is an arms race of productivity. Only the most efficient, 
technologically advanced producers survive, while less efficient firms are forced 
out. This consolidation can ironically lead to dominant players. However, unlike 
past monopolies that raised prices, these new giants often keep prices low to 
retain market share. For example, many modern tech “monopolies” operate on 
deflationary economics – aggregating massive supply and passing on low prices 
to consumers (“The Price of Tomorrow: Why Deflation is the Key to an Abundant 
Future” By Jeff Booth - Summary -). They achieve dominance through network 
effects and scale, not high markups. Consumers “win in the form of better prices 
and services – a deflationary phenomenon,” as tech entrepreneur Jeff Booth 
notes of platform companies (“The Price of Tomorrow: Why Deflation is the Key 
to an Abundant Future” By Jeff Booth - Summary -).

Frequent Product Refresh and Planned Obsolescence: To counter consumers’ 
tendency to wait, businesses shorten product cycles and constantly release “new 
and improved” models to entice purchases. Even if each iteration yields only 
incremental benefits, companies market them heavily to create perceived 
urgency. In a sense, firms try to outpace the deflationary mindset by making 
older products feel obsolete faster. This can lead to a culture of rapid 

https://bothsidesofthetable.com/the-amazing-power-of-deflationary-economics-for-startups-bc4e4aa0b04#:~:text=So%20which%20types%20of%20businesses,super%20successful%20given%20this%20environment
https://tylerahall.com/the-price-of-tomorrow-jeff-booth-summary/#:~:text=Because%20of%20this%2C%20most%20internet,services%20%E2%80%93%20a%20deflationary%20phenomenon
https://tylerahall.com/the-price-of-tomorrow-jeff-booth-summary/#:~:text=Because%20of%20this%2C%20most%20internet,services%20%E2%80%93%20a%20deflationary%20phenomenon


consumption despite falling prices – for example, annual smartphone upgrades – 
but it’s a tough balancing act. If consumers catch on that each upgrade is minor, 
they may still hold off, so firms must genuinely innovate or add value to justify 
purchases.

Subscription and Service Models: Many industries shift from one-time sales to 
subscription-based revenues. If consumers are unwilling to pay upfront for a 
product that will lose value, they might be willing to rent or subscribe to always 
have the latest version. Software and media have already moved this direction 
(e.g. streaming services, SaaS software subscriptions), and even durable goods 
could follow. This ensures businesses a steady stream of income and gives 
consumers flexibility and up-to-date products, mitigating the urge to delay. 
Essentially, ownership is replaced by access – a rational adaptation when owning 
an asset carries the risk of rapid depreciation in value.

Cash Flow Management over Debt: In a deflationary economy, borrowing is 
dangerous for firms – the real value of debt grows as prices fall. Businesses 
therefore become extremely cautious with leverage. Many adopt “cashflow 
management” policies, doing all investment out of current cash flow and 
avoiding debt financing, as was observed among Japanese companies during 
long deflation. This conservative approach helps firms weather price drops 
without the added burden of debt servicing. The downside is it may limit 
expansion and risk-taking, contributing to slower growth but greater stability.

Redefining Value Propositions: Companies increasingly compete on factors 
beyond price – since price is always dropping, differentiators like quality, brand 
trust, customization, and experience become key to attracting customers. For 
example, even if generic clothing is ultra-cheap, a business might thrive by 
selling unique designs or personalized fits that consumers value. In a world of 
commodity abundance, intangible qualities (design, brand story, social impact) 
can command a premium because the baseline product is essentially free. Firms 
that successfully cultivate these intangible values can escape, to some extent, 
the deflationary price trap.

Despite these adaptations, an enduring deflationary spiral means many traditional 
businesses shrink or disappear. Industries centered on scarce resources or high labor 
inputs (which kept costs up) transform as those scarcities are resolved by technology. 
Consider manufacturing: as advanced robotics and 3D printing proliferate, the cost of 



producing complex goods plummets, and old factories with large workforces become 
obsolete. The survivors might be highly automated micro-factories or design companies 
that send plans to home 3D printers. Creative destruction accelerates in 
hyperdeflation: new enterprises emerge with models built for ultra-low prices, while 
legacy firms that cannot adapt face rapid extinction.

Notably, persistent deflation can also encourage monopolization in some sectors. If only 
a few players can achieve the scale and efficiency to profit when prices are constantly 
falling, those players gain huge market share. Historical parallels exist – during the late 
19th century deflation, industries like railroads and steel saw powerful monopolies arise 
(A Tale of Two "Deflationary" Booms – The Gilded Age vs. Today | Hudson Institute). In 
our future scenario, we might see a handful of AI-driven megacorps dominate production 
of most goods (since they can do so at near-zero cost), effectively becoming utilities 
providing cheap abundance. This concentration of economic power would raise its own 
social and political challenges, even as it delivers low prices.

Value in an Economy of Abundance: Rethinking Scarcity  

In a world of hyperdeflation, scarcity as the basis of value erodes. Traditional 
economics says something is valuable if it is scarce relative to demand. But what happens 
when most things aren’t scarce? When technology can produce virtually unlimited goods 
at negligible cost, the price mechanism struggles to define value. Value becomes 
detached from price – many items may be extremely useful to people yet have an 
extremely low or zero price because they’re abundant.

Consumers thus begin to perceive value in new ways. With material needs easily met, 
people place more value on aspects like quality, authenticity, personal meaning, or 
experience. The determinants of a product’s worth shift away from raw utility or rarity. As 
one analysis of post-scarcity economics put it, “the determinants of value for a product 
will no longer be scarcity or utility. They will be affect, sentimental taste, personal 
idiosyncrasies, and craftsmanship” (Trekonomics: The Economics of Post-Scarcity - Forte 
Labs). In other words, emotional and experiential qualities – how a product makes one 
feel or the story behind it – could become the main things people are willing to pay for. 
For example, a mass-produced food item might be nearly free, but a hand-crafted meal by 
a celebrity chef (an experience) can still command a high price. A basic virtual-reality 

https://www.hudson.org/economics/a-tale-of-two-deflationary-booms-the-gilded-age-vs-today#:~:text=Both%20episodes%20included%20a%20long,capitalism%20flourished%20in%20both%20periods
https://fortelabs.com/blog/trekonomics-productivity-in-a-post-scarcity-economy/#:~:text=The%20determinants%20of%20value%20for,around%20the%20world%20and%20beyond


headset might be cheap, but a uniquely curated VR experience or a limited digital artwork 
(an NFT, perhaps) might have value because it’s unique or signifies status.

Businesses respond by creating artificial scarcity or unique offerings to reintroduce a 
sense of value. In a post-capitalist, post-scarcity world, it’s said that “the only real way to 
set a price is to re-introduce scarcity” (What's the value of content in a post-scarcity 
world? - EverEdge Global). This can be done through innovation, customization, or 
even regulation. Intellectual property laws, for instance, create an artificial scarcity on 
ideas or content that could otherwise be freely replicated. (We see this today in digital 
media: without copyright enforcement, movies and books would be effectively free due to 
easy copying.) Companies might lean heavily on IP rights, exclusive designs, or limited-
run products to maintain prices. Luxury markets may still exist, but their selling point is 
exclusivity or craftsmanship, not functional necessity.

In everyday life, access replaces ownership as a value paradigm. If anything you need 
can be summoned on-demand at trivial cost, owning a large number of goods is no longer 
a status symbol – in fact, owning things that depreciate fast is a burden. People might 
value flexibility and minimalism: for instance, why own a huge library of books or 
music when you can stream any book or song anytime for pennies? The experience of 
consumption (having what you want when you want it) matters more than possessing 
the item permanently. This is already evident in the shift from owning media to 
streaming services. In a hyperdeflationary economy, even physical goods could go this 
route via rental systems or public provision.

Another shift is the growing importance of services and experiences as value drivers. As 
goods become cheap commodities, services that involve human touch, creativity, or 
immediacy (which can’t be easily mass-produced or stored) hold value. Think of 
entertainment, live events, bespoke personal services, or tourism – these might remain 
areas where willingness to pay is high, because they can’t be replicated endlessly at near-
zero cost without losing their essence. Value, therefore, becomes contextual and 
subjective. The same item that has near-zero market price (due to abundance) could be 
highly valued by an individual if it has personal significance or offers a tailored 
experience.

https://www.everedgeglobal.com/news/what-is-the-value-of-content-in-a-post-scarcity-world/#:~:text=In%20a%20post,cream%20cone%2C%20really


We also see a reframing of “more” is not necessarily “better.” In a scarcity-driven 
economy, accumulating goods signified wealth. In an abundant economy, quality of life 
might be measured by how one uses the abundance: free time, creative pursuits, social 
connections. Value might be seen in outcomes (health, knowledge, happiness) rather 
than in owning products. For instance, abundant free education and information (e.g. 
online courses, Wikipedia) decouple learning from price – the value lies in the skills and 
enjoyment gained, not in the cost of obtaining information (which is near zero). Society 
may come to prize things that are still scarce – such as authenticity, creativity, time, and 
human attention. These become the new “currency” in a way. Indeed, some futurists 
suggest reputation and recognition could become key currencies when material goods are 
plentiful, since “even when you have a replicator that can produce anything, one thing 
remains scarce: positions of authority, leadership, and respect” (Trekonomics: The 
Economics of Post-Scarcity - Forte Labs).

In summary, abundance drives a wedge between price and value. Price drops towards 
zero for most goods, but human desires simply shift to non-material or qualitative 
domains. What people consider “valuable” in their lives evolves – from owning things to 
having experiences, from material wealth to social capital. The economy, therefore, 
becomes as much about psychology and culture as about production, since creating a 
sense of value may involve narrative, community, and personalization rather than just 
making and selling more widgets.

Employment and Income in a Hyperdeflationary World  

When productivity and efficiency soar and traditional labor demand collapses, the 
implications for employment and income are profound. In a hyperdeflationary post-
capitalist society, most routine or physical jobs are handled by technology – AI, 
robots, and automated systems run the farms, factories, and even services. This means 
fewer workers are needed to produce the same (or greater) output. While new types of 
jobs may emerge, the scale of displacement is enormous, leading to a world where full 
employment is no longer a given.

https://fortelabs.com/blog/trekonomics-productivity-in-a-post-scarcity-economy/#:~:text=The%20currency%20that%20still%20matters,is%20only%20one%20Captain%20Picard


One immediate effect is a shift in income distribution. The rewards of such high 
productivity tend to accrue to the owners of capital (the machines, algorithms, and 
intellectual property) rather than to labor. Automation “shifts compensation from 
workers to business owners, who enjoy higher profits with less need for labor” 
(Understanding the impact of automation on workers, jobs, and wages). In other words, 
unless new mechanisms for sharing wealth are introduced, inequality can skyrocket. We 
have already seen the early stages: data from recent decades shows automation was a 
major driver of rising wage gaps, disproportionately benefiting those with capital or 
specialized skills while displacing less-educated workers (Study: Automation drives 
income inequality | MIT News | Massachusetts Institute of Technology). With robots doing 
everything from manufacturing to driving to clerical work, the bargaining power of 
average workers diminishes. The labor share of income – the portion of economic output 
paid as wages – tends to fall during such transitions (A Tale of Two "Deflationary" Booms 
– The Gilded Age vs. Today | Hudson Institute), while the share going to the owners of 
technology rises.

Unemployment or underemployment could become widespread. Traditional careers 
might give way to a scenario where only a minority of people are needed for highly 
creative, managerial, or technical roles that automation cannot (yet) fulfill. For the rest, 
society faces a choice: struggle with chronic joblessness and inequality, or reinvent the 
social contract. This is where the “post-capitalist” aspect comes in – relying on pure 
market capitalism would likely result in mass poverty alongside robotic abundance, an 
obviously unstable outcome. Thus, new models for income distribution are often 
discussed. One popular idea is universal basic income (UBI) or similar transfer 
mechanisms, providing everyone a stipend from the wealth generated by machines. Some 
futurists argue that AI-driven automation will make UBI not only necessary but also 
feasible (since the cost of goods is low, a modest income could cover basic needs) (Will AI 
Make Universal Basic Income Inevitable? - Forbes). This approach treats access to the 
fruits of automation as a kind of common dividend.

Another consequence is a redefinition of “work” and purpose in society. If one’s job is 
no longer needed to produce goods (and indeed there may be no traditional job at all), 
people may pursue activities in different motivations – learning, art, caregiving, research, 
etc., without the pressure of earning a wage for survival. John Maynard Keynes envisioned 
something like this as “economic bliss,” where we could all enjoy vastly more leisure 
because productivity had solved our basic economic problem. In a highly optimistic 

https://www.brookings.edu/articles/understanding-the-impact-of-automation-on-workers-jobs-and-wages/#:~:text=More%20broadly%2C%20workers%20who%20can,with%20less%20need%20for%20labor
https://news.mit.edu/2022/automation-drives-income-inequality-1121#:~:text=income%20gap%20between%20more,than%20half%20of%20that%20increase
https://www.hudson.org/economics/a-tale-of-two-deflationary-booms-the-gilded-age-vs-today#:~:text=Both%20episodes%20included%20a%20long,capitalism%20flourished%20in%20both%20periods
https://www.forbes.com/sites/bernardmarr/2024/12/12/will-ai-make-universal-basic-income-inevitable/#:~:text=Will%20AI%20Make%20Universal%20Basic,leap%20that%20makes%20it%20possible


scenario, with wise policy, a hyperdeflationary society could liberate humans from 
drudgery. People might choose to work on passion projects, community service, or not 
“work” in the old sense at all, and still have their needs met by an economy that produces 
plenty for everyone at negligible cost.

However, reaching that utopia requires overcoming the transition pains. In the nearer 
term, as traditional jobs vanish, many workers could face insecurity and falling incomes. 
We see hints of this in today’s gig economy and precarious work: even as technology 
advances, many workers struggle to find stable, well-paying jobs, resulting in a polarized 
labor market. Without intervention, hyperdeflation could exacerbate this – why hire a 
person when a robot is cheaper and more efficient? Indeed, technologists predict an 
incoming wave of humanoid robots and AI that will undercut human labor costs in 
virtually every field. Analyst Tony Seba notes that a convergence of technologies (AI, 
robotics, renewable energy, etc.) will drive the marginal cost of labor toward zero, heralding 
an “era of superabundance” but also mass labor disruption ( Tony Seba: Billions of Robots 
& The Era of Superabundance – Digital Habitats ). Robots could soon perform most tasks 
for far less than a human wage, making large sections of the workforce redundant.

This has deep implications for social structure and class. A world divided between the 
owners of robots and those who rely on wages could become highly stratified. If 
unchecked, wealth concentration could reach feudal levels, with a small techno-elite and 
a large underclass with little income. But more likely, to maintain social stability, new 
forms of ownership and welfare would emerge – perhaps cooperative ownership of the 
automation, state provision of essentials, or guaranteed incomes. In a post-capitalist 
vision, one might imagine that the means of production (the automated systems) are 
collectively owned or managed for the common good, rather than strictly for profit. This 
could distribute the productivity gains more evenly, giving everyone a stake in the 
abundant output.

We should also consider the effect on human capital and education. With many 
traditional skills less needed, education might shift to emphasize creativity, critical 
thinking, and interpersonal skills – areas where humans might still excel or find 
fulfillment. Lifelong learning could become the norm as people adapt to a landscape 
where jobs come and go rapidly. Alternatively, if material pressures are low (due to cheap 
goods and possibly UBI), individuals might choose educational pursuits for personal 
enrichment rather than vocational necessity, which could greatly broaden the intellectual 

https://digitalhabitats.global/blogs/abundance/tony-seba-billions-of-robots-the-era-of-superabundance#:~:text=electric%20vehicles%20and%20humanoid%20robots%2C,to%20reach%20large%20audiences%20at


and cultural horizons of society.

In summary, the hyperdeflationary, post-labor economy forces a reimagining of how 
people get income and purpose. The likely outcomes include: far fewer conventional 
jobs, greater reliance on social support or shared wealth, and a potential renaissance of 
non-market activities as central to people’s lives. Whether this transition leads to a 
dystopia of inequality or a utopia of leisure depends on policy and social choices. It’s a 
critical pivot: either we find ways to share the abundance (through mechanisms like basic 
income, reduced work hours, or new forms of ownership) or we risk a scenario where 
technological unemployment creates social turmoil. As one commentator put it, we may 
face a choice between “continued rise in inequality leading to conflict… eventually 
revolution” versus “a path of wealth transfers… like guaranteed basic income” to stabilize 
society (“The Price of Tomorrow: Why Deflation is the Key to an Abundant Future” By Jeff 
Booth - Summary -).

Innovation When Profit Continuously Shrinks  

A key question: if prices and profits are constantly dropping, what incentivizes 
innovation and investment? At first glance, one might fear that continuous 
hyperdeflation could lead to an innovation slump – after all, why pour money into R&D if 
any new product will soon be sold so cheaply that it barely recoups its costs? Indeed, in a 
deflationary environment, the expectation of cheaper future prices can make investors 
wary. Firms might prefer to hold cash (which gains value as prices fall) rather than invest 
in new projects with uncertain returns. Historically, deflationary periods have sometimes 
seen lower capital investment and slower technological diffusion, not because technology 
stops improving, but because the business case for long-term investment weakens when 
future revenues are expected to decline in nominal terms.

However, the relationship between deflation and innovation is complex. On one hand, 
competition in a tech-abundant world might actually spur innovation – companies 
cannot survive on pricing power, so they must constantly innovate to differentiate 
themselves and cut costs. Technological deflation is often driven by innovation (think of 
how each generation of computer chips or solar panels is cheaper because it’s more 
advanced in design and manufacturing). So innovators may continue to push the frontier, 
knowing that if they don’t, someone else will, and they’ll be left selling an outdated 

https://tylerahall.com/the-price-of-tomorrow-jeff-booth-summary/#:~:text=1,income%20from%20taxes%20from%20the


product at slim profits. In that sense, innovation is a necessity for survival even if 
individual innovations yield fleeting financial advantages. For example, smartphone 
manufacturers release new models yearly not for huge profit per device, but to maintain 
market share and volume. Similarly, software companies continuously update their 
offerings, sometimes providing upgrades for free as a way to keep users in their 
ecosystem.

We might also see a shift in who innovates and why. If the profit motive weakens, other 
motives gain importance: curiosity, reputation, the desire to solve problems, or to achieve 
technical feats. In a post-capitalist society, innovation could become more openly 
collaborative and commons-driven. We already have models for this: open-source 
software projects and scientific research thrive even without direct profit, driven by 
community contribution and recognition. As basic needs are met with less work, more 
talented individuals might engage in research and development as a form of creative 
expression or public service rather than for monetary reward. The “currency” for 
innovators might be reputation or the intrinsic satisfaction of advancing knowledge. In 
Star Trek’s fictional post-scarcity economy, for example, “the currency that still matters is 
reputation… producing artistic or scientific breakthroughs, and being known and 
respected are the greatest rewards” (Trekonomics: The Economics of Post-Scarcity - Forte 
Labs). Real-world innovators might operate similarly if freed from immediate financial 
pressures.

That said, funding large-scale innovation (like drug development or space exploration) 
in a low-profit environment remains a challenge. It may require new institutions: perhaps 
government plays a bigger role in R&D funding, or crowdsourced funding platforms pool 
resources for specific goals. The society might decide that certain types of research 
(medical, environmental, etc.) are public goods and should be openly financed by the 
community, rather than left to companies seeking profit. We can find precedents in how 
government programs put men on the moon or created the internet – not for immediate 
profit, but for strategic or social benefit. A post-capitalist approach could expand on this, 
treating innovation as a collective endeavor.

Interestingly, a deflationary economy might weed out wasteful innovation that’s driven 
solely by short-term profit. Today, some R&D goes into creating trivial product 
differentiators or marketing gimmicks to justify higher prices. In a hyperdeflation 
scenario, that kind of innovation might not pay off. Instead, innovation efforts would 

https://fortelabs.com/blog/trekonomics-productivity-in-a-post-scarcity-economy/#:~:text=The%20currency%20that%20still%20matters,is%20only%20one%20Captain%20Picard


likely focus on substantive improvements – making products genuinely better or more 
efficient – because only those can attract consumers who are otherwise content to wait. 
This could lead to a more purposeful innovation landscape, focusing on breakthroughs 
that significantly enhance capabilities or solve pressing problems (since those can create 
new demand even in a saturated market).

However, there is a risk of an innovation slowdown if reward structures aren’t 
rethought. If companies cannot capture much of the value they create (because prices 
drop so fast), private investment in innovation could decline. Society would then need to 
compensate with public investment or new reward mechanisms (for example, prizes for 
certain achievements, or innovation funded by nonprofits/philanthropy). Intellectual 
property rights might be extended or enforced more strongly as a way to allow innovators 
to profit for a time even in a deflationary market – though this conflicts with the post-
scarcity ethos and could be controversial (too much IP protection reintroduces artificial 
scarcity). It’s a delicate balance: encouraging innovation while not undermining the broad 
access to abundant goods.

One potential outcome is that innovation becomes more incremental but continuous. 
Instead of giant leaps that are monetized over decades, we see constant small 
improvements released regularly, each one not wildly profitable but cumulatively 
significant. This matches the “software update” pattern of many technologies now. 
Alternatively, if society leans into post-capitalist principles, innovation might be pursued 
for social value over monetary value. For instance, developing a cure for a disease in 
this future might be funded collectively and given freely (since production is cheap) – the 
“reward” for the innovators being honor and the benefit to humanity, rather than 
enormous profits.

In summary, while hyperdeflation could strain traditional innovation incentives, it 
doesn’t spell an end to progress. Human drive to improve will likely persist, but the 
frameworks and motivations for innovation will evolve. We may shift from profit-driven 
innovation to a model where innovation is driven by a mix of competition, necessity, 
curiosity, and collective benefit. The challenge will be ensuring that even in the 
absence of large profits, we still channel resources (time, talent, funding) into ambitious 
projects. If managed well, innovation could flourish in new forms; if managed poorly, 
there’s a risk of stagnation and underinvestment in the long run. The historical record is 
mixed – for example, Japan’s deflationary era saw very high tech advancement in some 



sectors (consumer electronics, automotive engineering) but also stagnation in other 
areas, suggesting that culture and policy are key in determining outcomes.

Social, Financial, and Systemic Transformations  

Hyperdeflation and post-capitalism together imply far-reaching changes to social 
structures, financial systems, and how wealth is accumulated:

Social Structures and Norms: With work being optional or redefined, people’s 
daily lives and identities change. Society may experience a decline in the 
centrality of the traditional 9-to-5 job. This could liberate people to form 
communities around interests, education, or creative pursuits rather than 
around workplaces. Leisure time increases, and activities like art, science, 
caregiving, or entrepreneurship (in non-traditional forms) could flourish. 
Paradoxically, the society might become both more individualistic and more 
collective: individual lifestyle choices diversify (since survival is less of a 
constraint), but there is also a greater need for collective decision-making on 
distribution and commons management. Social status might derive less from 
economic power and more from contributions to community or knowledge – 
akin to how open-source communities today respect contributors. We might also 
see changes in family and community ties: if economic hardship is low, people 
might choose to live in more communal settings or pursue lifestyles focused on 
personal growth. On the other hand, inequality could still exist in new forms 
(e.g. those with more reputation or those who control certain resources like land 
could form a new elite). The key is that material scarcity is not the organizing 
principle anymore; social values like intelligence, creativity, empathy, and 
sustainability gain prominence.

Frugality and Environmental Impact: With frugality being the norm and over-
consumption frowned upon, society could become more sustainable by default. 
Continuous price drops might tempt consumption, but the social ethos 
counteracts it, resulting in mindful use of resources. If goods last longer and are 
reused more, waste is reduced. The circular economy (recycling, refurbishing) 
might become standard, not even for ecological reasons, but because it’s 
economically rational in deflation (why throw something away if the 
replacement will be cheaper tomorrow – better to extend its life and buy later). 



This could incidentally address environmental issues by decoupling economic 
well-being from resource extraction and waste. Technological abundance might 
also include abundant clean energy (e.g. extremely cheap solar power), which 
would further support a post-carbon, sustainable society. Thus, a 
hyperdeflationary economy could align with a post-consumerist, eco-
conscious culture as a matter of practicality and pride (frugality and efficiency 
being valued).

Financial Systems and Policy: Deflation wreaks havoc on traditional financial 
systems designed for inflationary growth. Central banks in such a future might 
have to employ unorthodox tools. We’ve seen central banks today fear even mild 
deflation, resorting to zero or negative interest rates to stimulate spending. In a 
hyperdeflationary steady-state, interest rates could remain at or below zero 
permanently. This challenges the very logic of lending – why lend money if 
you’ll be paid back in currency that’s worth more? As a result, credit markets 
might shrink, and equity-based financing or public financing could dominate 
investment. Currencies might need redesign: some economists historically 
proposed demurrage currencies (money that loses value if hoarded) to 
counteract deflation. For example, a currency that has a built-in negative 
interest (stamp scrip or digital currency with expiration) could encourage people 
to spend or invest rather than stuff cash under mattresses. Whether such radical 
currency systems are adopted is uncertain, but clearly the monetary policy 
playbook would need rewriting. Traditional banks might pivot to fee-based 
services as loan margins are thin. Additionally, if basic goods are nearly free, 
inflation indices might need rethinking – measuring prosperity by prices 
becomes meaningless when many things have negligible price. Policymakers 
might focus on other metrics like median real consumption, or perhaps a 
“abundance index” measuring access to crucial services.

Taxation and Redistribution: Governments in a post-capitalist hyperdeflation 
world may rely more on taxing wealth, land, or monopolistic rents rather than 
income (since wages are smaller overall). If a universal basic income or similar 
exists, it could be funded by taxes on the highly productive automated industries 
or resource use. The social contract might guarantee certain basics (housing, 
food, healthcare, education) free or at token prices, essentially expanding the 
commons. This could be seen as an extension of current welfare states, made 
affordable by the dramatically lower cost of provision thanks to automation. For 



example, if robots produce food at near-zero cost, providing a food stipend or 
even free public food centers is feasible. Public services could expand as their 
cost declines, potentially moving many necessities out of the market entirely (a 
hallmark of post-capitalist thinking). Education and healthcare, already heavily 
subsidized in many countries, could become essentially free and of high quality, 
since the constraint of skilled human labor might be eased by AI tutors or 
robotic caregivers, etc.

Wealth and Capital Accumulation: In a hyperdeflationary context, holding 
cash or liquid assets yields a real gain (because prices drop). This could 
incentivize saving over investing, flipping the usual expectation. Those who 
have capital and can just sit on it might see their purchasing power increase 
without doing anything – a rentier’s paradise. Historically, sustained deflation 
benefits creditors and savers while punishing debtors. If not addressed, this 
could concentrate wealth further: imagine a rich individual who simply holds a 
billion dollars – in a world of -5% prices per year, each year their money buys 
more goods and assets. Meanwhile, someone who took a loan to buy a house or 
start a business faces a growing real debt burden. To avoid such distortions, 
society might discourage or even prohibit certain forms of rent-seeking. For 
instance, there could be wealth taxes or policies to erode idle hoards (again, 
demurrage money is one idea). Alternatively, the concept of wealth might shift – 
if most goods are abundant, then traditional wealth (money) is less 
meaningful except for acquiring the few things that remain scarce (land, unique 
art, etc.). We could see intense competition and price bubbles in those scarce 
asset classes, since that’s where excess money chases something that won’t be 
cheaper next year. Already, some argue that we see this in our world: as 
technology makes many goods cheaper, capital has flowed into property, stocks, 
and collectibles, driving their prices up. In the future, perhaps land, rare earth 
minerals, or exclusive experiences become the primary stores of value for the 
rich, while everyday goods are cheap or free.

New Forms of Ownership: Post-capitalism might introduce models like 
commons-based ownership or cooperatives for key resources. If profitability 
is low, private investors might not bother running certain services, so 
communities or states might take them over, not for profit but for utility. We 
might have publicly owned AI platforms, municipal robot fleets, or global 
commons licenses for production technology. Wealth in such a society could be 



measured less by financial assets and more by access rights or social capital. For 
example, one’s “portfolio” might include things like guaranteed housing, 
membership in various productive communities, and reputation points – a very 
different concept than stocks and bonds. This is speculative, but it underlines 
that wealth might be redefined. The accumulation of vast private fortunes 
might be harder to justify or sustain if capital returns are low and society 
prioritizes broad access to abundance.

Financial Crises and Stability: Interestingly, a mature hyperdeflationary 
economy might be more stable in some ways – with low debt reliance and slow 
or no growth expectations, the boom-bust cycle of credit could dampen. 
However, the transition could be rife with financial crises: consider debt 
defaults (because deflation makes debts harder to pay), pension system 
implosions (many retirement systems assume positive inflation and growth), 
and central banks losing grip. We saw a mild version in Japan: banks were stuck 
with bad loans after asset bubbles burst in the 90s, and recovery was slow under 
deflation. In a future scenario, traditional finance might contract after some 
tumult, and a new equilibrium found with lower leverage and perhaps more 
direct government role in money.

Overall, the macroeconomic backdrop would shift from a paradigm of growth and 
inflation to one of abundance and deflation. This requires rethinking everything from 
how companies are evaluated (growth metrics make little sense if markets are saturated 
and prices fall) to how governments manage economies. Concepts like GDP growth might 
give way to metrics of distribution or well-being. Society might even embrace zero or 
negative growth in output as acceptable if living standards are high and improving due to 
technology (a post-growth economy). In some sense, it aligns with ideas of “degrowth” 
or sustainable economics, except driven by tech efficiency rather than austerity – you 
can have more consumption in real terms with lower monetary expenditure.

The long-term transformation is that capitalism as we know it – driven by 
accumulation of capital through profit – might evolve into something else where the 
optimization of resource use and the provision of a good life for all take center 
stage. It could be a form of high-tech socialism or a very regulated form of capitalism, 
depending on how one defines it, but clearly not business-as-usual. We call it “post-
capitalist” because the core logic of capital constantly expanding through reinvestment is 
broken when returns are perpetually falling. Instead, stasis or stable-state economics 



might prevail. Wealth might be measured by different yardsticks, and social institutions 
would adapt to an age of plenty instead of scarcity.

Historical Parallels and Case Studies Supporting a Deflationary 
Abundance Model

 

While a fully hyperdeflationary, post-scarcity world is still hypothetical, we can find 
historical and contemporary examples that illustrate elements of this model:

The Great Deflation (1870s–1890s): During the late 19th century, many 
economies (especially the US and Europe) experienced falling general prices 
alongside rapid industrial growth. Improved production methods (the Second 
Industrial Revolution) and global trade expansion caused supplies of goods to 
surge. Prices fell by roughly 2% per year on average for two decades, yet real 
incomes and output climbed significantly (A Tale of Two "Deflationary" Booms – 
The Gilded Age vs. Today | Hudson Institute). This period shows that deflation 
can coincide with prosperity when driven by productivity gains. For example, 
transportation and communication costs plummeted (with railroads, 
telegraph, steam shipping), much like technology reduces costs today. Farmers 
and consumers paid less for equipment and goods, effectively raising living 
standards. However, it also led to adjustments: businesses had to cope with 
lower prices, and there was pressure on wages until productivity translated into 
wage gains in the 1880s. The era also saw consolidation in industries (trusts 
and monopolies formed) and social tension (e.g. populist movements among 
farmers hurt by falling crop prices). The Great Deflation is a historical parallel to 
“good deflation” driven by abundance, showing both the upside of cheaper goods 
and the need for new norms (it’s in this era that the classical gold-standard 
mentality of hard money – akin to hoarding money – prevailed).

The Great Depression (1930s): This is an example of deflation from a collapse 
in demand rather than abundance – a “bad deflation”. Nonetheless, it provides 
lessons on behavioral responses. As prices fell sharply around 1930-33, 
consumers and firms hoarded cash, expecting further price drops. This 
demonstrated the deflationary spiral in action: falling prices led to delayed 
consumption and investment, which led to further falls in demand and prices 
(Deflation - Wikipedia). Unemployment spiked, and the economy seized up. 

https://www.hudson.org/economics/a-tale-of-two-deflationary-booms-the-gilded-age-vs-today#:~:text=Milton%20Friedman%20and%20Murray%20Rothbard,would%20have%20been%20significantly%20greater
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Deflation#:~:text=When%20prices%20are%20falling%2C%20consumers,15


Policymakers learned how hard it is to escape a deflationary trap without 
extraordinary measures. The Depression eventually eased with reflationary 
policies and the massive demand of WWII. The cautionary tale here is that 
deflation can be self-perpetuating, and it highlights why a future 
hyperdeflation needs to be accompanied by different economic mechanisms (like 
basic incomes or guaranteed demand) to avoid a similar collapse. Essentially, the 
1930s show what happens if deflation hits a society unprepared – something a 
future society would need to consciously prevent via new institutions.

Postwar Japan’s Deflationary Era (1990s–2010s): Japan offers a modern case 
of a society living with long-term mild deflation or zero inflation. After an asset 
bubble burst around 1990, Japan had decades of stagnant prices (the “Lost 
Decades”). Economic growth was sluggish and wages stagnant. A deflationary 
mindset took hold among consumers who came to expect stable or falling 
prices on many goods. Culturally, this birthed the frugal generation we 
discussed: younger Japanese became extremely cost-conscious and averse to 
ostentatious spending (Japan's frugal millennials a bad omen for its economy | 
Reuters) (Japan's frugal millennials a bad omen for its economy | Reuters). 
Businesses in Japan adapted by cutting costs, focusing on core competencies, 
and often hoarding cash instead of investing (given uncertain demand). We also 
saw policy innovations: zero/negative interest rates, massive money printing 
(quantitative easing) by the Bank of Japan to fight deflation, and government 
stimulus attempts. Japan’s experience shows both the stability and stagnation 
of a deflationary equilibrium. On one hand, everyday life in Japan has remained 
orderly, with high-tech goods becoming ever more affordable (Japan’s 
electronics and automotive companies kept innovating, giving consumers high 
value). On the other hand, the economy struggled with low dynamism – it was 
tough for new businesses to grow when consumers were cautious and prices flat. 
It’s a partial glimpse into a deflationary future: high-tech, comfortable in many 
ways (Japan has high living standards and longevity), but with psychological and 
structural adjustments to a low-growth, low-price-change norm. Importantly, 
Japan’s policy mix tried to re-inject inflation (Abenomics), underscoring how 
current economic frameworks still find deflation problematic. A truly post-
capitalist approach might have embraced the deflation by redistributing the 
gains (e.g., more social spending). Without that, Japan got some of deflation’s 
downsides (hesitant spending, aging infrastructure due to tight budgets) along 
with the upside of cheaper goods.

https://www.reuters.com/article/business/japans-frugal-millennials-a-bad-omen-for-its-economy-idUSKBN13Y073/#:~:text=The%20millennials%20will%20form%20a,parents%20during%20the%20booming%201980s
https://www.reuters.com/article/business/japans-frugal-millennials-a-bad-omen-for-its-economy-idUSKBN13Y073/#:~:text=%22Wearing%20expensive%20brand,is%20much%20cooler%2C%20she%20said


Moore’s Law and Technology Deflation: The information technology sector is 
a live case of continuous hyperdeflation in action. The cost of computing 
power, data storage, and bandwidth has plummeted exponentially for decades. 
For instance, the price of a given amount of computing has fallen over a 
million-fold since the 1960s (Moore’s Law@50: “The most important graph in 
human history” - CHM) – an astounding deflation rate. This has led to a cycle 
where consumers and businesses expect each year’s devices to be more powerful 
for the same or lower cost. It’s common to delay purchasing electronics because 
next year’s model will bring more bang for the buck. Yet this deflationary trend 
did not collapse the tech industry; instead, it expanded it by opening new 
markets (as prices fell, billions of people could afford PCs, then smartphones, 
etc.). Companies survived by continuously innovating and often by shifting to 
high-volume or platform-based business models. For example, software used 
to be sold in expensive boxes, but now much software is free or subscription-
based, with revenue coming from large user bases or ads. Digital goods like 
music, movies, and news have similarly seen their traditional price points 
implode. The rise of streaming and digital distribution forced industries to find 
new revenue models (concerts and merchandise for musicians, subscription or 
ad models for media). These are microcosms of a post-scarcity dynamic: once 
content can be copied infinitely at near-zero cost, the price tends toward zero, 
and value must be found elsewhere (What's the value of content in a post-
scarcity world? - EverEdge Global) (What's the value of content in a post-scarcity 
world? - EverEdge Global). The open-source software movement is a prime 
example where the product is free, and the value is captured in indirect ways 
(support services, or simply the communal benefit). Tech deflation has vastly 
increased consumer surplus – we all enjoy incredible digital tools for little 
money – but has disrupted traditional capitalism (e.g., killing industries like 
DVD rentals or print encyclopedias). This case study supports the notion that 
continuous innovation can coexist with falling prices, but it requires 
adaptation (like companies focusing on ecosystems and services).

Energy Abundance (Renewables): We are beginning to see a deflationary trend 
in energy with solar and wind power. The cost of solar photovoltaic panels, for 
instance, fell about 90% in the last two decades. If this continues towards near-
zero-cost energy, it would be a cornerstone of a post-scarcity economy (since 
energy underpins all production). Already in some regions, renewable energy is 
so cheap that providers have to innovate pricing (such as dynamic pricing or 

https://computerhistory.org/blog/moores-law50-the-most-important-graph-in-human-history/#:~:text=of%20computing%20has%20fallen%20over,fold.%E2%80%9D%20%5B9
https://www.everedgeglobal.com/news/what-is-the-value-of-content-in-a-post-scarcity-world/#:~:text=In%20a%20%E2%80%9Cpost,studios%20have%20no%20solution%20either
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storage solutions) because at times excess energy is essentially free. This 
foreshadows a world where one major constraint – energy – is greatly relieved, 
allowing abundance in other areas (like water desalination, automated farming, 
etc., all energy-intensive but feasible if energy is cheap). Energy deflation has 
big systemic effects: oil industries contract, new business models emerge around 
managing surplus energy (like batteries, smart grids), and geopolitics shifts (less 
competition over oil resources). While not fully realized yet, the trajectory 
supports the idea of technology driving key resources toward abundance and 
deflation, forcing economic shifts.

Agricultural Mechanization: Going further back, the Green Revolution and 
earlier agricultural mechanization dramatically increased food output and 
lowered food prices worldwide (relative to income). In the early 20th century, 
farming went from employing the majority of the workforce to just a few percent 
in developed countries, due to machinery and later biotech. Food became 
abundant and cheap for many (though distribution still leaves gaps). This is a 
mini version of our scenario: one essential sector found ways to produce far 
more with far less labor, causing prices of staples to drop and freeing people to 
do other things. It wasn’t “hyperdeflation” in the sense of general prices, but it 
eliminated the specter of famine in many regions and made food expenditure a 
small part of household budgets (in the US, food went from ~40% of spending in 
1900 to <10% today). The social effect was massive – rural communities emptied 
out, farming became industrial, and new social issues arose (monocultures, 
environmental impacts). But humanity overall benefited from cheaper food. It 
illustrates both the positive impact of abundance and the disruption to 
traditional ways of life.

Contemporary Global Disinflation (1990s–2010s): On a macro scale, the last 
few decades until recently saw very low inflation globally, partly due to 
globalization and technology. Manufacturing shifted to low-cost regions 
(China, etc.), flooding world markets with inexpensive goods, while automation 
improved efficiency. Some economists, like those at the Hudson Institute, noted 
that the “forces of globalization [in the 2000s] have been stronger than at any 
time since the era of the Great Deflation” (A Tale of Two "Deflationary" Booms – 
The Gilded Age vs. Today | Hudson Institute). This contributed to modest 
deflationary pressures (especially in tradable goods prices), which central banks 
fought by lowering interest rates. Consumers in developed countries grew 

https://www.hudson.org/economics/a-tale-of-two-deflationary-booms-the-gilded-age-vs-today#:~:text=The%20forces%20of%20globalization%20during,era%20of%20%E2%80%9Cthe%20Great%20Deflation%E2%80%9D


accustomed to apparel, electronics, and household goods getting cheaper or 
better each year – a benefit of global supply chains and tech. The overall 
inflation stayed slightly positive only because services (housing, healthcare, 
education – often inherently scarce or regulated sectors) inflated. This real-
world trend supports the view that when supply constraints are lifted (by 
adding more producers or better tech), prices indeed fall and industries must 
adjust. It also hints that if the remaining expensive sectors (like services) were 
also technologized, broad deflation could occur – essentially the path to the 
post-scarcity scenario.

Each of these cases offers insight into a hyperdeflationary future. They show that 
deflation can result from positive developments (productivity, innovation) and not just 
monetary issues, and that society can in fact enjoy a higher standard of living during such 
deflation (e.g., late 1800s, tech sector gains). They also reveal challenges: societal norms 
had to change (thriftiness in Japan), business models had to pivot (tech and media 
industries), and policy had to sometimes intervene (central banks in Japan and US, 
government safety nets for displaced workers). The dominance of a hyperdeflationary 
model would magnify these dynamics to the whole economy. History suggests it’s 
plausible but requires redefining economic success – from constant growth and 
inflation to stability and equitable distribution of immense abundance.

Conclusion  

A hyperdeflationary post-capitalist society – one of ever-cheaper goods and technological 
plenty – represents a dramatic departure from the economic paradigms of the past. In this 
world, abundance, not scarcity, is the starting point for thinking about value. Prices 
continuously decline toward the marginal value of goods, which itself trends downward as 
innovation improves quality and reduces production costs. Consumers internalize this 
dynamic, making patience and prudence their guiding principles. What emerges is an 
economy where intelligence is shown by knowing when not to buy, and where the 
highest status may go to those who consume least impulsively yet enjoy the rich 
possibilities of abundance through careful choice.



Such a shift reverberates through every institution. Businesses must transform or perish 
in the face of relentless price pressures – favoring models of scale, continuous innovation, 
and new revenue paradigms over old models of high mark-up and scarcity rent. The 
concept of value detaches from price tags and attaches more to human-centric factors 
like experience, uniqueness, and personal fulfillment. With machines doing the heavy 
lifting of production, the role of humans in the economy transitions towards design, 
innovation, oversight, or in many cases, simply being beneficiaries of automated 
prosperity. This raises pivotal questions about income and purpose, likely answered by 
new social contracts (basic incomes, collective ownership, etc.) that ensure the benefits of 
hyper-efficiency are widely shared.

Financially, the system would need to accommodate or even embrace deflation – a 
reversal of the inflationary mindset that dominated 20th century policy. Tools to prevent 
vicious spirals (like perhaps built-in incentives to spend or invest) would be as important 
as those that once fought inflation. Wealth might concentrate in novel areas or demand 
new forms of redistribution to prevent instability. Ultimately, the macroeconomic 
trends in such a world point to slower growth in money terms but faster growth in real 
human welfare – an economy measured less by GDP and more by availability of goods, 
quality of life, and equitable access.

Crucially, this scenario also transforms social values. The population likely becomes 
more future-oriented and cautious by necessity, celebrating those who make optimal use 
of resources. Impulsive materialism fades; in its place, perhaps people channel their 
impulses into creative endeavors, social connection, or virtual experiences – things that 
don’t undermine their long-term interests. Societies might become at once more 
efficient and more altruistic: efficient in economic behavior, and altruistic in 
recognizing that with abundance, it makes sense to ensure everyone’s basic needs are met 
(since the cost to do so is low). Frugality as a norm can dovetail with environmental 
stewardship and community solidarity.

In drawing on parallels from history and today’s technology trends, we see that this 
hyperdeflationary future is not pure fantasy. The seeds are visible in the deflationary tech 
economy (with its falling costs and free digital goods), in episodes like the 19th century 
boom with falling prices, and in the cultural adjustments of societies like Japan. 
Extrapolated globally, and coupled with unprecedented technological progress, these 
trends herald a possible post-capitalist epoch. It’s a world where “getting more for less” 



becomes a permanent feature of life (“The Price of Tomorrow: Why Deflation is the Key 
to an Abundant Future” By Jeff Booth - Summary -) (“The Price of Tomorrow: Why 
Deflation is the Key to an Abundant Future” By Jeff Booth - Summary -) – and where 
human systems must evolve to harness this bounty responsibly.

The dominance of a hyperdeflationary model would ultimately force humanity to 
confront what the economy is for. When scarcity isn’t driving prices, and profit isn’t 
driving production, the focus can shift to purpose, well-being, and sustainability. It is 
both an opportunity and a challenge: opportunity in freeing people from want, and 
challenge in reorganizing economic life on new principles. In the end, the scenario 
describes a radical balance – a society with material abundance and falling prices, kept 
stable by foresighted norms and policies that encourage sharing the gains. If achieved, it 
could be a future of unparalleled prosperity where technological progress benefits 
everyone through low costs and ample supply, fundamentally altering how we value, how 
we work, and how we live.
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Economics of Post-Scarcity - Forte Labs) (Trekonomics: The Economics of Post-
Scarcity - Forte Labs)

EverEdge – “What’s the value of content in a post-scarcity world?” (2023) (What's 
the value of content in a post-scarcity world? - EverEdge Global) (What's the 
value of content in a post-scarcity world? - EverEdge Global)

Computer History Museum – “Moore’s Law @ 50” (2015)
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https://fortelabs.com/blog/trekonomics-productivity-in-a-post-scarcity-economy/#:~:text=The%20determinants%20of%20value%20for,around%20the%20world%20and%20beyond
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https://www.everedgeglobal.com/news/what-is-the-value-of-content-in-a-post-scarcity-world/#:~:text=In%20a%20%E2%80%9Cpost,studios%20have%20no%20solution%20either
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