The Unreadability ofj
Dynamic Readability

A visual field quide to academic
obscurantism, cognitive bandwidth,
and the architecture of text.
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Clarity is Not Simplicity. | "™"™

Simplicity
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Clarity is navigability—the property of a symbolic structure that allows a
reader to maintain orientation within it under bounded cognitive conditions.
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Informational Intent of Author Signaling

Difficulty is not the enemy. Unnavigable difficulty is.
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' The Diagnostic Toolkit: Surface Opacity

Metric 1: Average Noun Stack Length (ANSL) ‘ Metric 2: Recursive Qualification Depth (RQD)
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The Diagnostic Toolkit: Structural Opacity
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Metric 3: Semantic Density Ratio (SDR)
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Metric 4: Referential Fog Index (RFI)
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3 World-Topological Coupling (WTC)

The Root Pathology: Disciplinary Epistemic Health

Citation-Topological Closure (CTC)
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The Gravity of Citation-Topological Closure
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Theory references

o Appears as A7 /|l Internal coherence 18
“Sophistication” Nl R B il increases

World contact
decays

i+ The discourse becomes a
5 As World-Anchor Density drops to zero, propositions Ez{ftﬁgiﬂ wﬁlalﬂ?ﬂfndrjs
Q are warranted only by other propositions. 5 \ g : 5
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"Historical Archetype I:
Kircher’s Cathedral

[ e B
Density Without Fog.
Kircher’s work was
overwhelmingly dense, but
organized architecturally rather

than linearly. /l

Cognitive load is distributed
across a legible space.
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Even though Kircher was historically
wrong about almost everything, he

was navigably wrong.
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Historical Archetype II:
Swedenborg’s Rendering Failure
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The Swedenborgian = = o
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When ambient symbolic =< =N '
density exceeds cognitive SR
bandwidth to recover SRR
propositions, the mind B
hallucinates implied —
coherence. < | i
This architecture is organized for
immersion, not navigation. You - L= ICH R, r v <’
are meant to feel understood, '| R o SN
not to become informed. _i — e
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The Dynamic Readability
Potential (DRP) Formalism
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Self-Application: Tracking the Trajectory
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A paper about
readability metrics
must apply them to
itself.

By Section 6, the paper’s
world-contact

decayed, and it became
the pathology it was
diagnosing.

0 +
g Semantic Density Ratio across Paper Sections 7
M bility threshold
rIn’tr«::ductir.m T {\'g;
ANSL: 1.3 (Healthy). S
RQD < 2.0. Iz LLLLLLL =
L | < The Inflection Point:
—— | Metastasizing Qualification.
RQD spikes to 4.3. >
ANSL hits 2.8.
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“At some point we stopped explaining
the world to each other and began
explaining papers about papers.”
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We Inherited the Density.
We Lost the Cathedral.
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Readability is the |
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Academic writing should be more like a cathedral and less like
a filing cabinet: organized for traversal, not for storage.
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Appendix: Typographic Salience Inflation (TSI)

— Version B: Marginalized

— Version A: High Salience
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INSTITUTIONAL
RIGOR & SALIENCE

= Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetur
adipiscing elit. Sed do eiusmod tempor incididunt
ut labore et dolore magna aliqua. Ut enim ad minim
veniam, quis nostrud exercitation ullamco laboris
nisi ut aliquip ex ea commodo consequat.

L

)

=

|

1
1

Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet,
consectetur adipiscing elit. Sed do
eiusmod tempor incididunt ut labore
et dolore magna aliqua. Ut enim ad
minim veniam, quis nostrud

exercitation ullamco laboris nisi ut
aliquip ex ea commodo consagquat. \
]
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Visual authority is not neutral. Readers infer theoretical importance from stochastic formatting choices.
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“ A document's spatial authority often
masks its propositional emptiness.

L ——

& NotebookLM



Switch Off the Fog Machine

Final RQD: 1.4 1
Final ANSL: 1.5 {
LFinal WTC: .78 1

=
Final SDR: ©.82 1
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N _Recovery confirmed. Barely.
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Difficulty is not the enemy of clarity; unnavigability is. Construct architectures
through which difficult ideas can be traversed by finite minds.




