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One good place for the textual analysis is this: http://wiki.epicurism.info/Principal_Doctrine_9/

I don't always agree with the Epicurism wiki perspective, but in this case I do think it makes
sense that "Epicurus presents here a logical defense for his belief that the various pleasures are
in an important sense independent: if, he hypothesizes, all pleasures could be somehow
"condensed", so that their sum total could be experienced all at the same time, then one
pleasure would not differ from any other. Yet the pleasures do differ, Epicurus implies, since
they cannot be thus condensed -- another syllogism by negative hypothesis, demonstrating
that the opposite is in fact true."

I definitely agree that Epicurus regularly uses syllogisms by negative hypothesis on a regular
basis. And as the last part of the analysis indicates, there is probably some complicated context
involved here.

1https://www.epicureanfriends.com/thread/839-pd09-condensed-pleasure/?postID=2656#post2656
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