Table 1. Conceptual Differentiation of Complexity Suppression
[image: The image illustrates various factors leading to the persistence of simplified explanations and policies, including bounded rationality, cognitive constraints, state legibility, metric reactivity, organizational suppression of dissent, and consequential complexity.  AI-generated content may be incorrect.]
Table 2. Mechanisms of Complexity Suppression
[image: The diagram illustrates a hierarchy of decision-making processes, where higher-level judgments incorporate fewer details and handle greater uncertainties, while lower levels provide more specific, contextual information.  AI-generated content may be incorrect.]
Table 3. Structured Comparison of the Two Illustrations
[image: The diagram illustrates a complex comparison between the No Child Left Behind policy and UK pandemic preparedness, highlighting various factors such as educational performance, accountability measures, and the effects of COVID-19 on educational systems.  AI-generated content may be incorrect.]
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