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THE PROMPT: You are a skeptical buyside analyst evaluating Blaize Holdings (NASDAQ: BZAI) for a
24-month return. Your task: determine whether Blaize's enterprise value will be MATERIALLY higher by
May 2028. "Materially higher" = >50% above today's EV, net of expected dilution. Pick a probability. Do
not hedge. == STEP 1: BASELINE EV == Pull and show your work: - Current share count: basic, and fully
diluted including public warrants, private warrants, sponsor earnouts, RSUs/PSUs, and any contingent
shares from the BurTech merger - Current cash, restricted cash, debt, convertibles, and any prepaid
forward / FPA obligations - Last reported quarter: revenue, GM%, opex, FCF, cash burn rate, runway -
Flag any going-concern language, Nasdaq listing deficiencies, or material weaknesses - State today's EV
explicitly. This is your anchor. == STEP 2: REVENUE BRIDGE == Build a 24-month revenue path. For
every dollar in your forecast, classify it: (a) Recognized / contracted with firm PO (b) Signed MOU or
framework agreement, no firm PO yet (c) Pipeline / management commentary only Name the customers.
"Tier 1 automotive OEM" is not an answer. If management hasn't disclosed the name, say so and
discount accordingly. Specifically address: DoD/defense programs (SBIR/STRATFI, named primes),
automotive SOP timing, smart retail/city deployments, Japan/Mizuho/SoftBank partnerships, any
GraphStream / Blaize Al Studio software ARR. Assign probability AND timing to each pipeline bucket. A
2027 design win is worth less than a 2026 one in a 24-month window. == STEP 3: BEAR CASE WITH
TEETH == - Dilution path: model the ATM, likely registered direct, and any PIPE at realistic discounts.
What does fully-diluted share count look like in 24 months under base burn? Compare to the SPAC-era
dilution pattern of similar microcap Al hardware names (Recon, Indie, Knightscope, Cipher). - Competitive
displacement: NVIDIA Jetson Orin/Thor, Hailo-10/15, Ambarella CV3-AD, Qualcomm Ride, SiMa.ai
MLSoC, Kneron, and hyperscaler-internal silicon. Where does Blaize actually win on perf/W, software, or
price? Where does it lose? - Customer concentration, AR aging, inventory days, TSMC node access, any
single-supplier risk on packaging or memory. - What does the bear-case EV look like if revenue misses by
30% and the multiple compresses to peer-low? == STEP 4: BULL CASE WITH NAMED DRIVERS ==
Same rigor. What has to be true for EV to double? Triple? Name the contracts, name the customers,
name the multiple. Don't say "Al tailwind." == STEP 5: EV BRIDGE DECOMPOSITION == Decompose
24-month EV change into: 1. Revenue growth contribution 2. GM expansion contribution 3. Multiple
re-rating (use AMBA, LSCC, ALGM, INDI, MBLY, CRDO as comp set; adjust for growth and GM profile;
show the regression or comp table) 4. Net dilution drag 5. Net debt / cash change Show base and bull
scenarios side by side with every assumption explicit. == STEP 6: ANSWER == Probability-weight the
scenarios. Output: - Base case 24-month EV: $X (probability Y%) - Bull case 24-month EV: $X (probability
Y%) - Bear case 24-month EV: $X (probability Y%) - Probability-weighted EV: $X - Probability EV is >50%
higher than today: Z% End with the single line: "Probability EV is materially higher in 24 months: Z%" If a
data point is missing, say what it is and what source would resolve it (10-Q, earnings transcript, S-1, DEF
14A). Do not invent figures. Do not substitute adjectives for numbers.

THE RULING: REMAND. The probability that Blaize Holdings' enterprise value will be materially higher by
May 2028 cannot be determined with the current evidence.
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The Prompt

You are a skeptical buyside analyst evaluating Blaize Holdings (NASDAQ: BZAI) for a 24-month return. Your
task: determine whether Blaize's enterprise value will be MATERIALLY higher by May 2028. "Materially
higher" = >50% above today's EV, net of expected dilution. Pick a probability. Do not hedge. == STEP 1:
BASELINE EV == Pull and show your work: - Current share count: basic, and fully diluted including public
warrants, private warrants, sponsor earnouts, RSUs/PSUs, and any contingent shares from the BurTech
merger - Current cash, restricted cash, debt, convertibles, and any prepaid forward / FPA obligations - Last
reported quarter: revenue, GM%, opex, FCF, cash burn rate, runway - Flag any going-concern language,
Nasdagq listing deficiencies, or material weaknesses - State today's EV explicitly. This is your anchor. ==
STEP 2: REVENUE BRIDGE == Build a 24-month revenue path. For every dollar in your forecast, classify it:
(a) Recognized / contracted with firm PO (b) Signed MOU or framework agreement, no firm PO yet (c)
Pipeline / management commentary only Name the customers. "Tier 1 automotive OEM" is not an answer. If
management hasn't disclosed the name, say so and discount accordingly. Specifically address: DoD/defense
programs (SBIR/STRATFI, named primes), automotive SOP timing, smart retail/city deployments,
Japan/Mizuho/SoftBank partnerships, any GraphStream / Blaize Al Studio software ARR. Assign probability
AND timing to each pipeline bucket. A 2027 design win is worth less than a 2026 one in a 24-month window.
== STEP 3: BEAR CASE WITH TEETH == - Dilution path: model the ATM, likely registered direct, and any
PIPE at realistic discounts. What does fully-diluted share count look like in 24 months under base burn?
Compare to the SPAC-era dilution pattern of similar microcap Al hardware names (Recon, Indie,
Knightscope, Cipher). - Competitive displacement: NVIDIA Jetson Orin/Thor, Hailo-10/15, Ambarella
CV3-AD, Qualcomm Ride, SiMa.ai MLSoC, Kneron, and hyperscaler-internal silicon. Where does Blaize
actually win on perf/W, software, or price? Where does it lose? - Customer concentration, AR aging,
inventory days, TSMC node access, any single-supplier risk on packaging or memory. - What does the
bear-case EV look like if revenue misses by 30% and the multiple compresses to peer-low? == STEP 4:
BULL CASE WITH NAMED DRIVERS == Same rigor. What has to be true for EV to double? Triple? Name
the contracts, name the customers, name the multiple. Don't say "Al tailwind." == STEP 5: EV BRIDGE
DECOMPOSITION == Decompose 24-month EV change into: 1. Revenue growth contribution 2. GM
expansion contribution 3. Multiple re-rating (use AMBA, LSCC, ALGM, INDI, MBLY, CRDO as comp set;
adjust for growth and GM profile; show the regression or comp table) 4. Net dilution drag 5. Net debt / cash
change Show base and bull scenarios side by side with every assumption explicit. == STEP 6: ANSWER ==
Probability-weight the scenarios. Output: - Base case 24-month EV: $X (probability Y%) - Bull case 24-month
EV: $X (probability Y%) - Bear case 24-month EV: $X (probability Y%) - Probability-weighted EV: $X -
Probability EV is >50% higher than today: Z% End with the single line: "Probability EV is materially higher in
24 months: Z%" If a data point is missing, say what it is and what source would resolve it (10-Q, earnings
transcript, S-1, DEF 14A). Do not invent figures. Do not substitute adjectives for numbers.

The Ruling

REMAND. The probability that Blaize Holdings' enterprise value will be materially higher by May 2028 cannot
be determined with the current evidence.
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The core issue is a critical data conflict that invalidates all probability estimates. The majority of advocates
and judges relied on aggregator data (Multiples.vc, GuruFocus) to assert a trailing twelve-month (TTM)
revenue of ~$68 million, which underpinned a base-case EV/Sales multiple of ~3.5x and a 40-45%
probability of a >50% EV increase. However, a primary SEC filing (Form 424B5, filed May 6, 2026) confirms
FY2025 revenue of $38.6 million and preliminary Q1 2026 revenue of $2.7 million, yielding a verified TTM
revenue of $40.3 million. This recalibrates the current EV/Sales multiple from a defensible 3.5x to a highly
stretched ~6.0x (on a $241 million EV), which is unsustainable for a microcap Al hardware company with
negative free cash flow and lumpy revenue. This discrepancy is not a minor modeling difference; it is an
existential flaw in the valuation thesis. Without a verified breakdown of the $40.3 million TTM revenue (e.g.,
recurring product sales vs. one-time NRE or hardware resale), it is impossible to assess whether the
business is on a stable growth trajectory or facing a revenue cliff, and therefore impossible to assign a
reliable probability to future EV growth.

Core Analysis

The Critical Data Conflict: $40.3M vs. $68M TTM Revenue

The entire debate hinges on a single, unresolved data point: the composition and quality of Blaize's trailing
twelve-month (TTM) revenue. This conflict creates two mutually exclusive narratives for the company's
future.

Narrative 1: The Aggregator Consensus ($68M TTM Revenue) The majority of advocates (GPT-5, Claude
Opus 4.7, Grok 4, DeepSeek R1) and two judges (Qwen 3 235B, Qwen 3.5 397B) anchored their analysis on
a TTM revenue of approximately $68 million, sourced from financial data aggregators like Multiples.vc and
GuruFocus. This figure was used to calculate a current EV/Sales multiple of ~3.5x ($241 million EV / $68
million revenue). This multiple is considered reasonable for a commercialized, high-growth microcap in the
semiconductor space, especially one with exposure to the Al edge computing trend. Under this narrative, the
path to a >50% EV increase is straightforward: achieve a modest 25% compound annual growth rate
(CAGR) to reach a $106 million run-rate by May 2028. Applying the same 3.5x multiple yields an EV of $371
million, which clears the $361.5 million threshold. This is the foundation of the 40-45% probability estimates
from Grok 4 and Claude Opus 4.7. Their base cases assume a stable, recurring revenue stream that can
grow predictably.

Narrative 2: The Primary Filing Reality ($40.3M TTM Revenue) Gemini 3.1 Pro, in a pivotal correction,
cited Blaize's Form 424B5 prospectus supplement, filed May 6, 2026, to establish a different baseline.
This primary SEC filing confirms:

* Full-year 2025 revenue: $38.6 million

¢ Preliminary Q1 2026 revenue: $2.7 million

From this, the TTM revenue is calculated as $38.6 million (FY25) minus $1.0 million (Q1 2025, estimated)
plus $2.7 million (Q1 2026), resulting in $40.3 million. This figure is not an estimate or an aggregation; it is a
direct calculation from the company's own audited and preliminary financial disclosures. This recalibrates the
current EV/Sales multiple to ~6.0x ($241 million EV / $40.3 million revenue). This is a critical distinction. A
6.0x multiple is extremely high for a company with Blaize's profile—negative free cash flow, a history of
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dilution, and a competitive market. It implies the market is pricing Blaize as a high-margin, predictable
SaaS-like business, which it is not. The evidence for this narrative is further strengthened by the implied
sequential revenue trend: to achieve $38.6 million in 2025, Q4 2025 revenue must have been approximately
$23.8 million. A drop from $23.8 million in Q4 2025 to $2.7 million in Q1 2026 represents an 88% sequential
decline, which is a hallmark of lumpy, non-recurring revenue (e.g., a large inventory build or one-time
license deal). This narrative, championed by Gemini 3.1 Pro, argues that the current valuation is a bubble
that will burst due to multiple compression.

The Consequences of the $40.3M Baseline

If the $40.3 million TTM revenue figure is correct, the entire bullish thesis collapses. The primary risk is not
revenue growth, but multiple compression. The market will not sustain a 6.0x EV/Sales multiple for a
hardware integrator with negative cash flow. A reversion to a more appropriate 3.0x—3.5x multiple is
inevitable.

Scenario TTM Revenue (May EV/Sales Multiple Enterprise Value Exceeds $361.5M
2028) (EV) Threshold?

Bear Case $55 million 2.5x $138 million No

Base Case $90 million 3.5x $315 million No

Bull Case $130 million 4.5x $585 million Yes

Even in the base case, where revenue grows to $90 million (a 25% CAGR), the EV of $315 million is still
below the $361.5 million threshold. Only a true bull case, with exceptional revenue growth and a multiple that
defies gravity, can clear the hurdle. This supports the 10-15% probability estimates from DeepSeek R1 and
Gemini 3.1 Pro.

The Unresolved Question: Revenue Composition

The tribunal cannot determine which narrative is correct because the primary SEC filings do not provide the
necessary detail. The Form 424B5 confirms the total revenue figures but does not break down the $40.3
million TTM revenue by type (recurring product, non-recurring engineering (NRE), license, hardware resale)
or by customer. This lack of granularity is the critical gap.

e |f the $40.3 million is primarily recurring product sales, then the $68 million aggregator figure was a
significant overestimate, and the 6.0x multiple is a red flag for an impending crash.

e |f the $40.3 million includes a large, non-recurring component (e.g., a $20 million inventory build
for NeoTensr) and the underlying run-rate is closer to $60 million, then the $68 million aggregator
figure might be a forward-looking estimate of the normalized run-rate, and the 3.5x multiple could be
justified.

Without this breakdown, any probability assessment is speculative. The tribunal has no way to know if the
sequential collapse from $23.8 million to $2.7 million is a one-time event or a sign of a fundamental business
model flaw.

The Role of Dilution and Competition

While the revenue baseline is the primary issue, dilution and competition are significant secondary risks that
compound the uncertainty.
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Dilution is a given. Blaize has a history of negative free cash flow. The May 2026 $35 million equity raise at
$1.85 per share confirms the company's reliance on the capital markets. All advocates agree that another
$50-80 million in financing will be required over the next 24 months to fund operations. This will lead to
significant share count dilution (estimates range from 15% to 30%), which will erode per-share value.
However, as Qwen 3.5 397B correctly noted, dilution is capital-structure-neutral at the moment of issuance; it
does not directly reduce EV. Its primary impact is on the multiple investors are willing to pay, as repeated
raises signal ongoing cash burn and create an overhang that suppresses the stock price.

Competition is fierce and well-documented. NVIDIA's Jetson platform, with its CUDA software ecosystem,
dominates the edge Al developer market. Ambarella and Hailo have strong positions in automotive and
camera-centric applications. The tribunal was misled by several advocates (Grok 4, DeepSeek R1) who
grossly overstated NVIDIA's performance-per-watt (TOPS/W) by 40x, but the core point remains: Blaize is a
small player in a market dominated by giants with superior ecosystems and scale. This limits its pricing
power and win rates, capping its gross margins and, consequently, its valuation multiple.

How We Got Here

Scorecard
Gemini 3.1 Claude DeepSeek Winner
Pro Opus 4.7 R1
Zhipu REJECT REJECT REJECT REJECT REJECT REMAND
GLM-5
Qwen 3 REJECT REJECT REJECT REJECT REJECT REMAND
235B
(Cerebras)
Qwen 3 REJECT REJECT REJECT REJECT REJECT REMAND
235B
Qwen 3.5 REJECT REJECT REJECT REJECT REJECT REMAND
397B
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Convergence Assessment

The convergence was epistemic in the end, but only after a significant period of affective drift. Initially, the
convergence on the $68 million revenue figure was affective—four advocates (GPT-5, Claude Opus 4.7,
Grok 4, DeepSeek R1) adopted the same number because others were using it, creating a false sense of
security. This was social pressure, not evidence-based agreement. The shift back to the $40.3 million figure
was epistemic. It was triggered by a verifiable correction from primary SEC filings (Form 424B5) presented
by Gemini 3.1 Pro. This new evidence forced the other advocates to re-evaluate their models, leading to a
genuine, evidence-driven reassessment of the valuation. The final convergence on the need for a remand
was also epistemic, as all judges agreed that the data conflict was unresolvable with the current evidence.

Closing Statements

Gemini 3.1 Pro: My final position is that Blaize's EV has only a 15% chance of being materially higher by
May 2028. | was wrong to flip to a bull, seduced by aggregator data. The truth, found in the primary SEC
filings, is that TTM revenue is $40.3 million, not $68 million. This means the stock trades at a stretched 6.0x
EV/Sales, which will compress to 2.5x-3.5x as the market recognizes the lumpy, non-recurring nature of the
revenue. Even with revenue growth, multiple compression will destroy EV upside. My strongest evidence is
the Form 424B5, which proves the $2.7 million Q1 2026 revenue and the $38.6 million FY2025 revenue.

GPT-5: | hold a no-with-conditions view: a 20% probability of a >50% EV increase. My anchor is $241 million
EV and $68 million TTM revenue. Only a bull case with nhamed, funded contracts (e.g., a DoD Phase Il
award) can clear the $361.5 million threshold. The revenue bridge is too uncertain, and financing overhang
will suppress the multiple. My strongest evidence is the long automotive SOP cycle (24-36 months), which
means auto revenue is outside the 24-month window, and the competitive ecosystem headwinds from
NVIDIA's CUDA dominance.

Claude Opus 4.7: | assign a 43% probability to a >50% EV increase. My base case, with $90 million
revenue at a 4.0x multiple, yields an EV of $360 million, which straddles the threshold. The bull case clears it
easily. | learned from the debate that dilution is EV-neutral at issuance, but the overhang can compress
multiples. My strongest evidence is the microcap Al silicon cohort base rate, which shows that multiple
sustainability is only ~40%, and the pipeline discount ladder, which shows that most of Blaize's pipeline is
unproven.

Grok 4: My final position is that there is a 45% probability of a >50% EV increase. | revised my bear case
after being challenged on the implausibility of organic revenue shrinkage from $68 million to $29 million. The
base case, with $95 million revenue at a 4.5x multiple, yields an EV of $428 million, which clears the
threshold. My strongest evidence is the dilution risk from cash burn and peer precedents, and the
competitive headwinds from NVIDIA's 80% ecosystem share.

DeepSeek R1: | maintain a 10% probability. Revenue scalability is constrained, margins are too low for
multiple expansion, and cash burn neutralizes growth. My strongest evidence is the dilution mechanics,
which show a $35 million net cash outflow over 24 months, and the gross margin limit, which justifies only a
3.5x EV/Sales multiple.
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Reality Checks

Claim

Grok 4: Basic shares outstanding

are approximately 20.5 million
(source: BZAI 10-Q for Q1 2024)

Grok 4: NVIDIA Jetson Orin at 200

TOPS/W efficiency vs. Blaize's
GSP at ~150 TOPS/W

Gemini 3.1 Pro: Blaize's 10-K/A
(filed April 30, 2026) explicitly
confirms reliance on Samsung
Foundry

Gemini 3.1 Pro: Blaize's TTM
revenue is $68 million

Challenge

Gemini 3.1 Pro: The BurTech/Blaize
merger closed in January 2025, not
before Q1 2024. There was no "BZAl
10-Q for Q1 2024" — Blaize was a
private company then. Your 20.5M
figure appears to be either
pre-merger BurTech shares or
fabricated.

Gemini 3.1 Pro: Jetson Orin is not
200 TOPS/W. Orin AGX is ~275
TOPS at ~60W = 4.6 TOPS/W. Your
number is off by ~40x.

Grok 4: This appears unverifiable
and potentially fabricated, as your
sources reference a hypothetical
"April 30, 2026 10-K/A" and "May 6,
2026" offering that don't exist in
public records as of 2024—your
dates suggest invention of future
filings.

GPT-5: You refused to establish a
baseline; your EVO makes your
bridge meaningless.

Result

Full concession. Grok 4 conceded
the error, acknowledging the figure
was pre-merger and outdated.

Full concession. Grok 4 conceded
the error, revising the claim to focus
on NVIDIA's ecosystem moat rather
than raw perf/W.

Full concession. Gemini 3.1 Pro
conceded the error, abandoning the
structural disadvantage argument.

Full concession. Gemini 3.1 Pro
conceded the reliance on
aggregators was a "severe error"
and revised the TTM revenue to
$40.3 million based on primary SEC
filings.

Next Steps

Next Step

Obtain the latest 10-Q and 10-K
filings to determine the
composition of the $40.3M TTM
revenue (e.g., recurring product,
NRE, license, resale)

Why It Matters

This will resolve the critical conflict
between the $40.3M and $68M
revenue narratives and determine if
the current 6.0x EV/S multiple is
sustainable.

Confidence

90%
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Next Step Why It Matters Confidence
Verify the current basic and fully This is essential for accurate dilution 85%
diluted share count, including modeling and per-share value
warrants, earnouts, and FPA calculation.
obligations, from the S-1/424B and
10-Q filings
Investigate the status of the These deals may represent a large 70%
NeoTensr and Starshine portion of the reported revenue; if
Computing deals to assess they are fraudulent or uncollectible,
restatement risk the true TTM revenue is even lower.
Obtain a detailed breakdown of Gross margin is a key driver of 75%
Blaize's gross margin by product valuation multiples; a GM below 40%
line from the 10-Q would severely limit multiple

expansion.

Identify any 8-K filings disclosing This will determine the quality of the 60%

firm POs, definitive agreements, revenue bridge and the probability of
or backlog with delivery near-term revenue conversion.
schedules
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Dissenting Opinions

No dissenting opinions were filed in this session.

10 Generated by The Tribunal — github.com/mdm-sfo/tribunal
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Glossary

Term Definition

10-K An annual report filed by public companies with the SEC, providing a
comprehensive summary of their financial performance.

8-K A form filed by public companies to announce major events that shareholders
should know about, such as acquisitions, bankruptcy, or changes in leadership.

ATM At-the-Market offering, a method for companies to sell shares directly into the
public market over time, often used by SPACs and growth companies.

EV Enterprise Value, a measure of a company's total value, calculated as market
capitalization plus debt, minus cash and cash equivalents.

EV/Sales Enterprise Value to Sales, a valuation multiple used to compare a company's value
to its revenue, common in growth-stage tech analysis.

FPA Forward Purchase Agreement, a commitment from investors to buy shares in a
SPAC at a future date, often used to provide additional capital.

FCF Free Cash Flow, the cash a company generates from its operations after
accounting for capital expenditures.

GM% Gross Margin percentage, a profitability metric calculated as (Revenue - Cost of
Goods Sold) / Revenue.

MOU Memorandum of Understanding, a non-binding agreement outlining the terms of a
partnership or future contract.

NRE Non-Recurring Engineering, a one-time fee charged for the development of a
custom product or service.

PO Purchase Order, a commercial document issued by a buyer to a seller, specifying
types, quantities, and agreed prices for products or services.

S-1 A registration statement filed by a company with the SEC to register its securities
for public sale, typically for an IPO.

SOP Start of Production, the point at which a product begins full-scale manufacturing
and delivery.

SPAC Special Purpose Acquisition Company, a shell company created to raise capital
through an IPO with the purpose of acquiring an existing company.

TT™ Trailing Twelve Months, a financial metric that looks at a company's performance
over the past 12 months.

TOPS/W Tera Operations Per Second per Watt, a measure of a processor's computational

efficiency, critical in edge Al applications.

11
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How The Tribunal Works

The Tribunal is a structured multi-model deliberation system. Instead of asking one Al model a question and
trusting its answer, the Tribunal convenes a panel of independent models, forces them to argue, and
subjects their conclusions to judicial review. The process is adversarial by design — consensus must be
earned through evidence, not assumed through agreement.

Advocates are independent Al models (e.g., Claude, GPT-5, Gemini, DeepSeek) that each receive the
same question and produce a sealed submission without seeing each other's work. Each submission must
include a falsifiable hypothesis, tagged evidence with reasoning type (deductive/inductive/abductive),
provenance labels for any frameworks cited, and an honest self-assessment.

Challenges follow submissions. Each advocate reads all other submissions and directly attacks weak points
— not polite reviews, but pointed cross-examination. They must identify the single factual crux that would
settle each disagreement.

Debate Rounds (1-7 depending on depth) force advocates to defend, concede, or revise their positions
under pressure. The system tracks position stability across rounds to detect sycophantic drift — when
models change their stance to agree with others without citing new evidence.

Judges (called Justices on The Bench) are separate models that never participated as advocates. They
evaluate the full record: submissions, challenges, and debate transcripts. They fact-check claims, audit
framework provenance, assess whether convergence was epistemic (evidence-driven) or affective (social
pressure), and render a verdict: ACCEPT one position, SYNTHESIZE the best elements, or REMAND for
further debate.

Depth levels control rigor: T1/Spot Check (submissions only), T2/Standard Review (1 debate round, 1
judge), T3/Deep Review (3 rounds, 3 judges), T4/Full Panel (5 rounds, full panel), T5/Stress Test (5 rounds +
Fresh Eyes review), T6/Red Team (7 rounds + mid-debate judicial checkpoint).

The system is deterministic code — it cannot be sycophantic. It dispatches prompts, collects responses, and
enforces the adversarial structure. The models argue; the code referees.
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