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In an age of rapid information exchange, myths, conspiracies, and historical 
distortions emerge not as isolated errors but as self-organizing phenomena within 
complex systems. Rather than viewing misinformation as a breakdown of 
rationality, this paper explores how narratives evolve, stabilize, and propagate 
without central direction. Drawing from complexity theory, network dynamics, 
and cognitive biases, we argue that certain myths are inevitable, recurring across 
history in different forms. Using the Merkel-Hitler conspiracy as a case study, we 
examine how historical archetypes, algorithmic amplification, and emergent 
narrative structures create patterns that persist independently of factual 
accuracy. The paper explores how self-replicating myths function like memetic 
organisms, evolving through iteration, adaptation, and selective amplification. By 
moving beyond binary distinctions of truth and falsehood, we highlight the role of 
uncertainty, attractor states, and information loops in shaping modern 
mythologies. Ultimately, understanding how narratives self-assemble and 
propagate provides deeper insights into why some ideas survive, while others 
fade, in the chaotic landscape of human knowledge and belief. 
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1. Introduction: Contextualizing Emergence 

In traditional discourse, myths, conspiracies, and historical distortions are often 
framed as deliberate fabrications, intentional acts of deception, or failures of 
rational thought. This approach assumes that information spreads primarily 
through human agency, with ideas being crafted, pushed, and manipulated by 
individuals or groups for specific ends. However, when viewed through the lens of 
emergence in complex systems, an alternative interpretation arises—one where 
narratives do not require a central origin or guiding hand, but instead self-
organize as natural artifacts of information flow. 

This paper explores the idea that narratives arise without intent or purpose, much 
in the same way that weather patterns, economic cycles, and biological structures 
emerge from underlying system dynamics. In this view, information behaves 
much like a chaotic fluid, where seemingly random fluctuations give rise to stable, 
recurring structures. Myths, conspiracies, and cultural narratives can be 
understood as emergent formations—patterns that naturally stabilize in the 
informational landscape, not because they were consciously constructed, but 
because the system itself allows them to persist. 

This raises a fundamental question about certainty and truth: If narratives can 
emerge spontaneously, does the distinction between true and false hold up in an 
objective sense? In an emergent system, truth is not an absolute reference point, 
but rather a context-dependent construct, one of many possible stable 
formations within a chaotic information ecosystem. In this sense, certainty itself is 
an illusion—what is considered "true" or "false" is often dictated not by an 
objective reality, but by which patterns become dominant in a given time and 
space. 

One example of this phenomenon is the conspiracy theory that Angela Merkel is 
Adolf Hitler’s daughter. While historically baseless, the narrative did not emerge 
because of a single orchestrated effort to spread disinformation, nor because of 
ignorance on the part of those who believed it. Instead, it can be seen as an 
instance of narrative self-assembly, where historical archetypes (such as Hitler as 
an enduring symbol of totalitarianism) combine with contemporary political 
dynamics to form a seemingly coherent but ultimately emergent storyline. 
Merkel, as a dominant political figure in Germany, inevitably fell into the 
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gravitational pull of historical parallels, leading to the spontaneous fusion of 
symbols, figures, and cultural anxieties into a self-propagating myth. 

This paper argues that myths, conspiracies, and historical distortions do not 
emerge from deliberate deception or ignorance, but from the inherent properties 
of complex systems. When information circulates freely in an environment 
shaped by pattern recognition, feedback loops, and iterative reinforcement, 
certain myths will always coalesce and stabilize—not because they were 
"designed" to do so, but because they represent stable attractors in the 
informational landscape. This perspective challenges the notion that conspiracies 
are merely errors in reasoning or tools of manipulation, instead framing them as 
inevitable outcomes of the nonlinear behavior of ideas. 

In the following sections, we will explore how self-organizing myths operate, why 
some narratives stabilize while others fade, and how information itself behaves in 
ways that parallel natural chaotic systems. We will also examine the fractal nature 
of conspiracies, demonstrating that the Merkel-Hitler theory is just one 
expression of a universal pattern that can be seen across time, cultures, and 
historical events. If information behaves like a complex, dynamical system, then 
perhaps myths are not aberrations of truth, but simply one possible equilibrium 
state among many in an ever-evolving informational landscape. 

 

2. The Nature of Emergence in Information Systems 

What is Emergence? 

Emergence refers to the phenomenon where complex patterns and behaviors 
arise from simple rules and interactions—without the need for a central guiding 
force. Unlike systems that rely on top-down design or explicit control, emergent 
systems self-organize, producing unexpected yet stable structures from the 
interactions of their individual components. 

Examples of emergence exist across many domains: 

• Physics: The spontaneous formation of snowflakes from water molecules, 
following simple thermodynamic principles. 
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• Biology: The way ant colonies organize, with no single ant directing 
behavior, yet forming highly structured societies. 

• Economics: The invisible hand of the market, where supply and demand 
dynamics lead to economic equilibrium. 

• Cognition: The way individual neurons, which follow basic electrical and 
chemical rules, generate the emergent phenomenon of consciousness. 

• Technology: The self-organizing behavior of neural networks, where 
intelligence emerges from the interplay of weighted connections, rather 
than being explicitly programmed. 

In all these cases, simple interactions create complexity—but not in a 
deterministic or fully predictable way. This unpredictability is key: even though 
patterns emerge, their exact shape and form cannot be predefined. This makes 
emergent systems highly dynamic, capable of generating new structures 
spontaneously, adapting to changing conditions without an explicit designer. 

When applied to information systems, emergence suggests that narratives, 
myths, and conspiracies arise in a similar manner—not from a single orchestrator 
or propagandist, but through the nonlinear interactions of millions of individuals 
processing, interpreting, and sharing information. 

How Patterns Appear in Complex Systems Without Central Control 

The defining characteristic of emergent systems is that order arises from chaos—
but without a pre-determined plan. Information ecosystems, like social media, 
news networks, and oral traditions, function in this way. A small rumor, meme, or 
claim can propagate chaotically, reinforcing itself through feedback loops until it 
solidifies into a stable narrative. 

Key characteristics of emergent narratives: 

1. Spontaneous Formation – Ideas emerge without conscious intent, often 
appearing in multiple places independently. 

2. Reinforcement through Feedback Loops – The more a narrative is 
repeated, the more credible and self-perpetuating it becomes. 
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3. Selective Amplification – Algorithms, biases, and cultural relevance select 
which ideas survive, making some dominant attractors while others fade. 

4. Nonlinear Spread – Unlike top-down messaging, emergent narratives 
mutate and evolve unpredictably, adapting to different cultural contexts. 

5. Persistence Across Time – Some ideas, even if discredited, persist because 
they fulfill an informational niche in the system. 

Thus, conspiracies and myths behave similarly to natural structures like river 
networks, cloud formations, or turbulence in fluid dynamics—following 
underlying rules, but always producing new and unpredictable variations. 

The Analogy to Fluid Dynamics, Neural Networks, and Weather Systems 

To better understand emergence in information systems, we can draw 
comparisons to three well-studied emergent phenomena: 

1. Fluid Dynamics: Turbulence as an Information Model 

o In fluid mechanics, turbulence creates spontaneous, self-organizing 
vortices in an otherwise chaotic system. 

o These vortices are not pre-designed—they arise naturally when 
energy is injected into the system (e.g., wind in the atmosphere, heat 
in boiling water). 

o Similarly, information systems experience "narrative turbulence", 
where certain stories self-stabilize into myths and conspiracies, 
despite originating from chaotic and unstructured conversations. 

2. Neural Networks: Pattern Recognition Without Intent 

o The human brain does not store exact representations of reality—
instead, it extracts patterns and associations, often filling in gaps with 
inferred meaning. 

o This tendency is mirrored in social media and news consumption: 
people do not passively receive information; they interpret, connect, 
and modify it to fit pre-existing mental models. 
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o The result is that even weak or partial information can trigger fully 
formed narratives, much like how a few pixels of a blurry image can 
cause the brain to "see" something that isn’t there. 

3. Weather Systems: Chaos and Stable Structures 

o Weather is an emergent system where small initial differences 
(butterfly effect) can create vastly different outcomes over time. 

o However, despite this chaos, certain patterns reoccur—hurricanes, 
jet streams, cloud formations. 

o In the information space, myths and conspiracies emerge not 
because they are true, but because certain structures keep forming 
under similar conditions. 

The Role of Context: No Event, Figure, or Concept Exists in Isolation 

A key aspect of emergent narratives is that they do not exist independently—they 
are shaped by their environment. Unlike isolated facts, narratives evolve within 
ecosystems of meaning, adapting to the collective memory, fears, and 
expectations of a society. 

Context as a Narrative Field 

• Ideas do not emerge in a vacuum; they must fit within the existing cultural, 
historical, and technological environment. 

• The same piece of information can be interpreted in radically different 
ways depending on the audience, time period, or framing. 

• Context determines which patterns become dominant—not the objective 
reality of the claim. 

How Context Shapes Meaning in Information Systems 

• A claim like "Angela Merkel is Hitler’s daughter" would be meaningless in 
1970 but became viable in the 21st-century digital landscape, where: 

o Germany’s leadership was once again global and influential. 

o The internet allowed hyper-fast information mutation, increasing the 
chance of absurd claims stabilizing. 
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o Historical memory of WWII was still strong, making Hitler an easy 
symbolic attractor. 

• The same narrative structure could have been applied to other figures, but 
Merkel was the one who happened to occupy the necessary informational 
space. 

Information is Shaped by the Broader System Rather than Any Inherent Truth 

• If narratives are emergent, then truth is not an absolute reference point but 
a contextual equilibrium state. 

• The idea of objective historical accuracy assumes that information is 
static—but in reality, it is continuously shaped, reinterpreted, and 
repurposed. 

• Some narratives persist not because they are true, but because they fit the 
structural requirements of the system. 

Thus, the Merkel-Hitler conspiracy is not an error of fact, but an inevitability of 
emergence. It arose because the system allowed it to, not because anyone 
intended it to be believed. 

 

Conclusion: Toward a Theory of Emergent Narratives 

If patterns emerge in information ecosystems similarly to how vortices form in 
turbulent fluids, then misinformation, myths, and conspiracies are not 
accidental—they are structural inevitabilities. 

The spread of ideas follows the principles of emergence, meaning: 

• Narratives do not need intent to form. 

• Certain myths will always arise, even if details change. 

• The truth-value of a claim is often irrelevant to its spread and stability. 

By understanding how emergence shapes narratives, we can move beyond 
judging them as "irrational" or "wrong", and instead see them as part of a 
fundamental, self-organizing system of human cognition and information flow. 
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The Merkel-Hitler myth, like other conspiracies, is not an aberration—it is a 
necessary outcome of complex information dynamics. 

 

3. The Hitler Archetype as a Narrative Attractor 

One of the defining characteristics of emergent narratives is that they are not 
constructed from scratch; rather, they gravitate toward existing symbolic 
structures that have already established themselves as dominant attractors in 
collective consciousness. Among historical figures, Adolf Hitler occupies a unique 
position—he is not just a historical individual but a memetic superstructure, a 
symbol of absolute evil and authoritarianism that is endlessly repurposed in 
modern discourse. This section explores how the Hitler archetype functions as a 
recurring motif, why historical figures like Merkel inevitably fall into this 
gravitational pull, and why the emergence of such comparisons does not require 
intent, deception, or rational justification. 

 

Historical Echoes and Recurring Motifs 

Throughout history, certain figures and narratives gain a cultural inertia, 
persisting long after their original context has faded. These figures are not 
remembered for their complexity, but for their symbolic utility—they become 
shorthand for certain ideological, moral, or political concepts. This phenomenon 
occurs because: 

• Human cognition relies on pattern recognition. When processing new 
information, we do not assess it in isolation; instead, we map it onto 
existing frameworks. 

• Certain figures become dominant attractors. Some historical figures are so 
embedded in cultural memory that they absorb new associations over time, 
regardless of whether those associations are valid. 

• Narratives self-replicate through cultural repetition. The more a figure is 
invoked in a particular way, the stronger that association becomes, making 
it easier for future generations to reuse the same pattern. 
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Among these dominant attractors, Hitler is arguably the strongest in modern 
Western thought. His name has become a universal metaphor for 
authoritarianism, genocide, and ultimate evil—transcending historical analysis 
and entering the realm of mythology. 

Why Hitler as an Archetype is Unavoidable 

The continual reappearance of Hitler comparisons is not a reflection of anyone’s 
actual similarity to Hitler, but of the narrative economy of culture—the way 
certain motifs persist because they are convenient and easy to apply. We see this 
in: 

• Political demonization: Almost every major world leader has, at some 
point, been compared to Hitler by opponents. This includes Stalin, 
Churchill, Bush, Obama, Trump, Biden, Putin, and even Zelensky. 

• The internet’s memetic evolution: The "Godwin’s Law" principle—stating 
that any online argument will eventually invoke Hitler—demonstrates that 
Hitler is the ultimate ideological attractor. 

• Simplification of historical lessons: Because Hitler represents an absolute 
evil, people instinctively project contemporary political concerns onto him 
rather than analyzing them independently. 

Thus, Hitler is not remembered for the specifics of his policies or military strategy, 
but for his mythic role as the ultimate villain. This ensures that, no matter how 
much time passes, new narratives will continue to map contemporary figures 
onto his archetype. 

 

Merkel’s Position in the System: An Inevitable Collapse into the Hitler Archetype 

Given that Germany itself is inextricably linked to Hitler’s legacy, any major 
German leader is systemically vulnerable to being pulled into the Hitler 
attractor—regardless of their actual policies, ideology, or public image. Angela 
Merkel, as the longest-serving German Chancellor of the postwar era, was almost 
inevitably going to become a node in this emergent historical pattern. 
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Why a Leader of Germany Would Inevitably Be Compared to Hitler 

1. Germany’s Historical Weight: Because Nazi Germany was such a defining 
moment in world history, every subsequent German government exists in 
its shadow. 

2. The Need for Symbolic Opposites: Postwar German leaders were 
consciously shaped in opposition to Hitler, but in doing so, they remained 
defined by him—he is still the reference point. 

3. The Recursive Nature of Historical Memory: Because Hitler is the most 
famous German leader in history, any discussion of German leadership 
eventually returns to him. 

4. The Internet’s Amplification of Simplistic Comparisons: Once an idea is 
introduced, it is iterated and memetically reinforced until it becomes a viral 
narrative structure. 

While Merkel was fundamentally unlike Hitler in almost every conceivable way—
politically, ideologically, temperamentally—the narrative did not require logical 
coherence. Instead, it followed the attractor dynamics of historical motifs, which 
dictate that certain comparisons are inevitable, independent of reality. 

The Absence of Intent: The Hitler Narrative Had to Emerge 

• The comparison between Merkel and Hitler was not planned, nor was it 
driven by a single propagandist or political actor. 

• It did not emerge because of any specific policy decision Merkel made. 

• It did not require belief—it only needed to be possible within the system, 
and from there, it self-propagated as an emergent structure. 

This suggests that historical myths do not need to be true to persist—they simply 
need to be viable enough to fit into existing cognitive and memetic frameworks. 
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Conclusion: The Hitler Attractor as an Unavoidable Feature of Information 
Dynamics 

The Merkel-Hitler conspiracy, when viewed not as an isolated claim but as an 
emergent pattern, reveals the inevitability of historical echoes. The Hitler 
archetype is so deeply embedded in cultural consciousness that it acts as a 
gravitational pull, continuously reshaping new historical figures into its pattern. 

This phenomenon is not limited to Merkel: 

• Every German leader post-WWII has been compared to Hitler in some way. 

• Foreign leaders across the ideological spectrum experience the same effect, 
particularly in times of political polarization or crisis. 

• The emergent properties of information spread, especially in digital 
environments, amplify simplistic analogies, reinforcing the same motifs 
again and again. 

Thus, rather than dismissing historical comparisons as irrational, we must 
recognize them as a recurring feature of narrative systems. The Merkel-Hitler 
comparison, like many before it, was not the result of misinformation, bad faith, 
or ignorance, but an inevitable outcome of the self-replicating nature of historical 
mythmaking. 

 

4. The Fractal Nature of Absurdity 

One of the most striking features of emergent myths and conspiracies is that they 
often appear without a clear cause, propagating in ways that are neither linear 
nor intentional. These narratives behave like fractals, self-replicating at multiple 
scales, evolving through iteration, and maintaining structure even as details 
change. In this section, we explore how myths emerge spontaneously, why 
absurdity is a natural consequence of complexity, and how misinformation 
becomes self-sustaining, often outlasting verifiable facts. 
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Myths Without a Cause: The Spontaneous Formation of Absurdity 

In nature, complex structures arise without an external guiding force—snowflakes 
crystallize into unique but highly structured patterns, financial markets collapse in 
chaotic but predictable ways, and ecosystems regulate themselves without 
centralized control. These systems demonstrate emergence: simple interactions 
between elements generate higher-order structures, not through design, but as a 
consequence of underlying dynamics. 

Similarly, myths and conspiracies do not always originate from deliberate 
manipulation or a singular deceptive act. Instead, they arise naturally from the 
complex interplay of: 

• Cognitive biases (the brain's tendency to impose meaning on randomness). 

• Cultural and historical memory (pre-existing narratives shape which 
patterns seem "valid"). 

• Information feedback loops (where repetition reinforces believability). 

• Digital amplification (where algorithms favor engagement over factual 
accuracy). 

Absurdity as an Emergent Property of Complexity 

Absurd beliefs are often dismissed as irrational, stupid, or malicious, but in reality, 
they may be a natural byproduct of complex systems. The more interconnected 
and fast-moving an information environment becomes, the more likely it is that: 

1. Small initial distortions are amplified into large-scale myths (akin to 
turbulence in a chaotic system). 

2. Patterns emerge that do not need a logical basis—they persist because they 
fit into pre-existing cognitive structures. 

3. Truth becomes just one competing force among many—factual information 
does not have an evolutionary advantage over misinformation. 

Just as a snowflake does not need an artist to design its structure, myths do not 
need a conspiracy to create them. They arise because the informational 
ecosystem is predisposed to generate them, following fundamental laws of 
pattern formation, selection, and propagation. 
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This means that the Merkel-Hitler conspiracy is not an accident or a mistake—it is 
a stable structure in the fractal landscape of absurdity. Given enough time and 
enough minor distortions of history, something like it had to emerge, just as 
coastlines inevitably form fractal patterns despite the randomness of geological 
processes. 

 

Information Loops and Self-Replicating Narratives 

Once a myth enters the system, it behaves less like a claim and more like a self-
replicating entity, evolving and spreading independently of its original context. 

How Myths Become Self-Sustaining 

Many conspiracies, once introduced, no longer require evidence or even an active 
effort to spread. They sustain themselves through the following mechanisms: 

1. Repetition Becomes Reality 

o In complex systems, feedback loops drive self-organization. 

o The more often an idea is repeated, the more people assume it must 
be true—not because of any factual basis, but because of its sheer 
persistence. 

o Example: Many believe Napoleon was short, despite historical 
records showing he was of average height. The idea self-propagated 
because it fit a convenient narrative. 

2. Narrative Inertia 

o Once a story has gained cultural traction, it is extremely difficult to 
erase. 

o People rarely revisit old claims, meaning misinformation often 
outlives the truth. 

o Example: The "Flat Earth" myth was largely dead by the 20th century 
but was resurrected by online communities, following a process 
similar to how ancient folklore re-emerges in modern forms. 
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3. Misinformation Outcompetes Truth 

o Falsehoods have evolutionary advantages over facts: 

 They are simpler and easier to remember. 

 They evoke stronger emotions, which increases engagement. 

 They are unfalsifiable—believers can always claim hidden 
evidence. 

o A famous study by MIT found that false stories spread six times faster 
than true ones on Twitter. 

4. Mutation and Adaptability 

o Myths evolve like viruses—adapting to new environments and 
changing just enough to remain relevant. 

o The Merkel-Hitler conspiracy morphed from one form to another: 

 Early versions suggested a direct biological link. 

 Later versions became more symbolic, claiming Merkel was the 
"spiritual descendant" of Hitler. 

 The latest versions have merged with globalist conspiracies, 
shifting focus to the European Union. 

This flexibility allows myths to survive even after their original premise is 
debunked. The facts become irrelevant—what matters is that the structure of the 
narrative remains intact. 

 

Fractals in Information: When Absurdity is the Default State 

The idea that misinformation is an anomaly assumes that truth is the natural 
default—but what if it’s the other way around? What if the natural state of an 
information ecosystem is chaos, with islands of order occasionally emerging? 
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Fractals as a Model for Narrative Absurdity 

Fractals are self-replicating patterns found in nature, from coastlines to tree 
branches to Romanesco broccoli. They arise because: 

• Simple rules iterated over time create complex structures. 

• Minor variations produce infinite, self-similar versions of the original shape. 

• They are scale-independent—meaning patterns appear the same whether 
viewed up close or from far away. 

If we apply this concept to conspiratorial thinking and historical myth-making, we 
see that: 

• Absurd narratives do not need to be logical to persist—they only need to be 
structurally viable. 

• The same conspiracy can appear in multiple forms, at multiple scales, just 
like fractals: 

o "Secret bloodlines" myths repeat throughout history (e.g., the 
Merovingian bloodline myth, the Rothschild conspiracies, and the 
Merkel-Hitler claim). 

o The fear of a hidden elite controlling society keeps resurfacing (e.g., 
the Illuminati, New World Order, and deep-state conspiracies). 

• Conspiracies mutate to fit new contexts, much like how fractal branches 
take different shapes but follow the same underlying rule. 

If this is the case, then the emergence of absurdity is not an accident—it is the 
dominant feature of information evolution. The Merkel-Hitler myth, along with 
thousands of other viral falsehoods, did not arise as an error—it arose because 
the system itself is built to favor pattern repetition over accuracy. 

 

Conclusion: Accepting the Inevitable Persistence of Myths 

If complex systems naturally produce self-sustaining myths, then we must 
reconsider our approach to truth, misinformation, and historical narratives. 
Instead of viewing falsehoods as exceptions, we should acknowledge that: 
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• Absurdity is an expected byproduct of complex information flows. 

• Misinformation is more adaptive than truth—because it is not constrained 
by reality. 

• Narratives will always self-replicate, regardless of their factual basis. 

This means that debunking a conspiracy is not the same as erasing it—once an 
idea has entered the fractal structure of an information system, it will always find 
new forms and new ways to persist. 

In this light, Merkel as Hitler’s daughter is not a unique absurdity, but an 
expression of a deeper law—the law of self-replicating myths, where history does 
not repeat, but it rhymes endlessly, at every scale, forever. 

 

5. The Digital Amplification of Emergent Narratives 

As we move into the digital era, the dynamics of narrative emergence have 
changed in scale, speed, and complexity. Whereas historical myths and 
conspiracies once spread through word of mouth, newspapers, and books, today 
they are algorithmically amplified, self-reinforced through feedback loops, and 
iterated at a pace beyond human control. 

What distinguishes digital myth-making from its historical counterpart is not its 
underlying principles—those remain the same—but rather the way information 
systems now accelerate, amplify, and reinforce narratives, often without explicit 
human intent. In this section, we explore how engagement-driven algorithms 
facilitate the viral spread of emergent myths, how echo chambers turn minor 
distortions into dominant realities, and why the digital environment favors 
pattern repetition over truth. 

 

How Algorithms Participate Without Direction 

A common misconception about misinformation in digital spaces is that it is the 
result of deliberate manipulation—that bad actors, whether governments, 
corporations, or conspiratorial groups, are strategically injecting falsehoods into 
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the system. While disinformation campaigns certainly exist, they do not fully 
explain the spread and persistence of emergent myths. 

In reality, no AI is programmed to spread lies, and no major platform intentionally 
designs its algorithms to prioritize falsehoods. However, because these platforms 
operate on engagement-driven models, they inevitably amplify the strongest 
signals—regardless of their truth value. 

Why Do Algorithms Amplify Falsehoods? 

Engagement-based ranking systems, such as those used by Facebook, YouTube, 
Twitter, and TikTok, operate on a few basic principles: 

• Maximize time spent on the platform → Prioritize content that users are 
likely to interact with. 

• Optimize engagement metrics → More likes, shares, and comments signal 
that a piece of content is "relevant." 

• Reinforce user behavior → Show users more of what they have already 
engaged with. 

These principles, while value-neutral, create an emergent selection bias that 
favors: 

• Emotionally charged content over neutral or nuanced discussion. 

• Outrage and controversy over factual reporting. 

• Simple narratives with clear villains and heroes over complex explanations. 

• Repetitive patterns over unique or isolated events. 

In this framework, misinformation, myths, and conspiracies have a structural 
advantage, not because they are designed to deceive, but because they fit the 
algorithmic requirements for virality better than truth does. 
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Example: The Viral Evolution of the Merkel-Hitler Conspiracy 

1. Initial Mutation → A small, absurd claim appears on a fringe forum (e.g., 
"Merkel is Hitler’s daughter"). 

2. Early Reinforcement → A few users engage with the idea, adding 
speculation, photoshopped images, or misinterpreted historical facts. 

3. Algorithmic Amplification → Because the claim is shocking, it generates 
high engagement, leading platforms to promote it to similar users. 

4. Mainstream Exposure → The claim is now seen, debated, and partially 
legitimized—even by those trying to debunk it. 

5. Self-Sustaining Narrative → The myth becomes part of a larger conspiracy 
ecosystem, mutating and surviving even after the original claim is 
debunked. 

This cycle is not controlled by a single entity—it emerges naturally from the way 
digital systems optimize for attention and engagement, making it nearly 
impossible to halt once a myth reaches critical mass. 

 

Echo Chambers and the Inevitable Acceleration of Myths 

Another consequence of algorithmic filtering is the formation of digital echo 
chambers, where users are only exposed to information that aligns with their 
existing beliefs. While echo chambers have existed throughout history (e.g., 
religious sects, ideological movements, closed societies), digital environments 
have made them more extreme, more self-reinforcing, and more resistant to 
correction. 

The Tendency Toward Extremization Through Iteration 

Once an idea enters a closed-loop environment, it does not remain static—it 
undergoes iterative modification, often becoming more extreme, more detailed, 
and more resistant to outside influence. 
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This process follows a well-documented pattern: 

1. Initial Exposure → A user encounters a claim that aligns with their biases. 

2. Selective Reinforcement → Algorithmic recommendations ensure they only 
see similar content. 

3. Community Validation → Group dynamics encourage stronger belief as 
others provide supporting "evidence." 

4. Iterative Escalation → The narrative evolves into more radical or elaborate 
forms to maintain engagement. 

5. Defensive Fortification → Any attempt to debunk the myth is interpreted as 
proof of suppression, making it even stronger. 

How Digital Environments Favor Patterns That Reinforce Themselves 

Digital platforms function as hyper-efficient self-organizing systems, where: 

• High-engagement content is rewarded with more visibility. 

• Algorithmic filters isolate users into belief-reinforcing bubbles. 

• Viral myths evolve into closed-loop information systems that are self-
sustaining. 

Consider how conspiracies like QAnon, the Flat Earth theory, or Holocaust 
denialism have evolved in online spaces: 

• Each of these started as fringe ideas, but once they entered algorithmically 
controlled environments, they became immune to external reality checks. 

• Any new contradictory evidence was framed as a deception, reinforcing 
belief. 

• As engagement increased, platforms continued pushing the content, 
ensuring its survival. 

This same evolutionary mechanism applies to any emergent narrative, regardless 
of its basis in reality. Once a pattern is introduced, the system will reinforce it, 
accelerate it, and amplify it—without any external intervention. 
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Conclusion: The Unstoppable Momentum of Digital Myth-Making 

If myths, conspiracies, and historical distortions are naturally emergent 
structures, then digital platforms function as perfect accelerators—not by design, 
but by their structural optimization for engagement. The algorithms that drive 
modern information ecosystems do not distinguish between truth and falsehood; 
they simply amplify what captures attention. 

This means that: 

• Myths will always outcompete truth in engagement-driven environments. 

• Once a claim reaches viral escape velocity, it becomes self-sustaining, even 
when disproven. 

• Echo chambers ensure that emergent narratives will intensify over time, 
reinforcing themselves until they become unshakable belief systems. 

Thus, the Merkel-Hitler conspiracy, like countless others, was not an intentional 
fabrication, but an inevitable outcome of the digital age. It is a structural feature 
of modern information dynamics—a fractal of absurdity, algorithmically 
amplified, iteratively refined, and permanently embedded in the narrative 
ecosystem. 

 

6. The Counterfactual Universe: Would the Same Myths Appear Again? 

One of the most fascinating aspects of emergent myths is their apparent 
inevitability. While individual details vary, the structural patterns of conspiracy 
theories, legends, and historical distortions appear again and again across time 
and cultures. This suggests that rather than being random or specific to particular 
figures, these narratives are expressions of deeper, universal structures in human 
cognition and information flow. 

This section explores whether the Merkel-Hitler conspiracy was an accident of 
history or an inevitable emergent pattern that would have taken form in some 
fashion regardless of Merkel’s existence. It also considers whether certain myths 
are destined to appear, irrespective of historical details, technological 
environments, or cultural specifics. 
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If Merkel Never Existed, Would This Narrative Still Appear? 

A natural question to ask is: If Angela Merkel had never entered politics, would 
the idea that a powerful German leader is somehow connected to Hitler have still 
emerged? 

To answer this, we must examine what drives the emergence of such narratives: 

1. The Hitler Archetype as a Narrative Attractor → As discussed earlier, Hitler 
remains a dominant symbolic figure in modern history. Any German leader 
who achieves significant influence will inevitably be compared to him, 
regardless of their actual views or policies. 

2. The Structural Need for Villains in Conspiracies → In all conspiracy 
frameworks, there is always a villain who represents hidden power, 
manipulation, or an evil lineage. If Merkel had not existed, another German 
leader would have fulfilled this role. 

3. The Repeating Pattern of Illegitimate Power Claims → Many political 
leaders throughout history have been accused of being secret descendants, 
impostors, or members of hidden bloodlines (e.g., claims that Napoleon 
was the Antichrist, or that the Rothschilds secretly control global finance). 

Thus, while the specific details of the Merkel-Hitler narrative are unique to 
modern Germany, the underlying pattern is not tied to her existence—it is a 
manifestation of the recurring structures of historical myth-making. 

The Notion That History Doesn’t Repeat, But It Rhymes 

The saying "history doesn’t repeat, but it rhymes" captures the essence of how 
narrative structures persist even when their details change. 

• The QAnon movement follows many of the same structural patterns as 
medieval witch hunts, with accusations of secret societies, child sacrifices, 
and a hidden battle between good and evil. 

• The Protocols of the Elders of Zion, a 19th-century antisemitic conspiracy 
theory, has reappeared in various forms, from Nazi propaganda to modern 
claims of “globalist” elites orchestrating world events. 
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• The Red Scare of the Cold War shares the same paranoia structure as 
earlier fears of secret Catholic infiltrators in Protestant nations—both 
relying on an invisible internal enemy. 

This means that even if Merkel had never existed, the historical, psychological, 
and memetic conditions would have favored a similar conspiracy to emerge. 

We might imagine: 

• A different German leader being accused of having ties to Nazi-era figures. 

• A conspiracy involving a shadowy bloodline linked to Hitler appearing in 
another country. 

• The narrative shifting from genetic inheritance to ideological reincarnation, 
framing the new leader as Hitler’s spiritual successor rather than his literal 
offspring. 

The key insight here is that history does not dictate which specific myths will 
appear, but it creates conditions that favor the repetition of similar forms. 

 

Are Some Conspiracies Unavoidable? 

If the Merkel-Hitler myth would have emerged in some form even if Merkel never 
existed, does that mean certain conspiracies are unavoidable? 

The Universality of Recurring Conspiratorial Structures 

Across time and cultures, certain core conspiracy structures appear over and over 
again, despite vast differences in historical context, technological development, 
and cultural beliefs. 

Some of these recurring patterns include: 

1. The Hidden Bloodline Myth → The idea that a powerful figure secretly 
belongs to a forbidden or elite lineage. 

o Medieval Example: The belief that the Merovingian kings were 
secretly descended from Jesus. 
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o Modern Example: The claim that the Rothschilds secretly rule the 
world. 

o Alternative Merkel-Hitler Form: If genetics were not a viable angle, 
Merkel could have been accused of inheriting Hitler’s ideology in a 
secret, hidden way. 

2. The "Evil Puppetmaster" Conspiracy → The belief that a small, hidden 
group is secretly controlling world events behind the scenes. 

o Ancient Example: The Roman fear of Christians as a secretive, 
subversive cult. 

o Cold War Example: The paranoia about Communists infiltrating 
Western institutions. 

o Modern Digital Example: QAnon’s belief in a secret cabal of elites 
controlling politics, media, and finance. 

3. The "False Prophet" Myth → The belief that a powerful public figure is not 
who they claim to be, but rather a disguised agent of evil. 

o Religious Example: The Antichrist motif in Christian eschatology. 

o Historical Example: The claim that Napoleon was the reincarnation of 
previous tyrants. 

o Modern Example: Claims that certain politicians are actually AI-
generated clones or reptilian shapeshifters. 

These examples show that certain conspiratorial frameworks are deeply 
embedded in human cognition. They do not require specific historical events to 
appear—they recur spontaneously, adapting to new environments like biological 
species evolving in different ecosystems. 

Example: How QAnon and Medieval Religious Prophecies Share the Same 
Structural Dynamics 

At first glance, QAnon—a digital-age conspiracy movement—and medieval 
religious prophecies about the End Times seem completely unrelated. However, 
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when examined structurally, they share remarkable similarities: 

 

These structural recurrences suggest that myths and conspiracies are not 
anomalies, but rather inevitable expressions of human cognitive processes 
interacting with complex information systems. 

 

Conclusion: The Myth of Merkel-Hitler as an Unavoidable Outcome 

If certain conspiracy patterns are bound to emerge under specific conditions, then 
the Merkel-Hitler myth was never truly about Merkel—she was simply the 
available figure who fit the pre-existing template. 

• If not her, another German leader would have been accused of Nazi 
lineage. 

• If not the Hitler connection, another historical villain would have been 
invoked. 

• If not genetics, the accusation would have taken an ideological or spiritual 
form. 

This means that the digital age is not creating new conspiracy structures—it is 
simply accelerating and amplifying the same patterns that have existed 
throughout human history. 

By studying these repeating motifs, we gain insight into why misinformation 
thrives, why certain myths reappear regardless of the evidence, and why truth is 
often secondary to narrative resonance. Ultimately, understanding the 
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inevitability of emergent myths allows us to navigate a world where fiction, once 
introduced, can become just as durable as fact. 

 

7. The Collapse of Right and Wrong: Is Anything Truly False? 

The emergence of myths, conspiracies, and distorted narratives challenges not 
only our understanding of historical truth but also the very nature of right and 
wrong, true and false, real and unreal. Traditionally, we think of truth as a fixed 
point, something that exists independent of belief, perception, or information 
flow. But if narratives self-assemble naturally in complex systems, can we still call 
them false in an absolute sense? 

In this section, we explore whether truth is just one attractor among many in the 
landscape of possible interpretations, the role of subjectivity in defining reality, 
and the paradox that emerges when falsehoods gain structural legitimacy within a 
system. 

 

If a Story Emerges Naturally, Can It Be Called “Wrong”? 

At first glance, it seems obvious that some statements are false. 

• Angela Merkel is not Adolf Hitler’s daughter. 

• The Earth is not flat. 

• 5G technology does not spread viruses. 

Yet, despite their factual incorrectness, these statements persist, propagate, and 
shape real-world behavior. This raises a troubling question: If an idea can exert 
influence, does it become real in some way, regardless of its truth-value? 

Consider the following: 

• A religious belief may not be objectively provable, yet it shapes history, 
laws, and social structures as if it were real. 

• A financial market panic may be based on false rumors, yet it can collapse 
economies as if the rumors were true. 
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• A conspiracy theory may be demonstrably false, yet it can motivate millions 
of people to act on it, producing real political and social consequences. 

This suggests that falsehoods can have real effects, making them functionally real, 
even if they are factually incorrect. In an emergent system, the survival of an idea 
is not determined by its truth, but by its viability within the system. 

Thus, calling a myth “wrong” misses the deeper point: It exists, it spreads, and it 
influences behavior as though it were true—and in that sense, it becomes part of 
reality. 

 

Truth as One Attractor Among Many in the Landscape of Interpretation 

If truth were a singular, dominant force in human discourse, we would expect it to 
naturally outcompete falsehood. Yet, as we have seen, falsehoods not only persist 
but often thrive. Why? 

The answer lies in the idea that truth is not the sole attractor in the information 
landscape—it is just one possibility among many. 

How Falsehoods Compete with Truth in a Complex System 

In a purely rational system, truth should dominate, because correct information is 
more useful. But human cognition is not optimized for objective truth—it is 
optimized for survivability, social cohesion, and pattern recognition. This means 
that: 

• Simple and emotionally compelling stories outcompete complex, nuanced 
truths. 

• Narratives that confirm existing biases spread more easily than those that 
challenge them. 

• Ideas that provide meaning and coherence are often preferred over ones 
that require uncertainty and ambiguity. 

Thus, in a landscape of competing interpretations, truth is often just one attractor 
among many, sitting alongside: 

• Emotionally resonant myths (which provide meaning, even if untrue). 
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• Politically motivated distortions (which serve an agenda, regardless of 
accuracy). 

• Self-reinforcing conspiracies (which are structured to survive contradiction). 

This is why historical myths, religious doctrines, and political ideologies are often 
resistant to evidence—they do not exist in competition with truth, but in a 
parallel ecosystem of narrative survival. 

 

The Role of Subjectivity in Shaping Narratives 

If myths emerge naturally, we must ask: Are they false, or are they simply a 
different way of processing reality? 

If a System Allows a Pattern to Form, Then That Pattern is Real 

In emergent systems, patterns form because the system allows them to. In 
nature: 

• A hurricane is not "true" or "false"—it is simply a structure that arises from 
the physics of fluid dynamics. 

• A fractal is not "designed"—it emerges due to mathematical constraints. 

If myths and conspiracies are emergent structures in the information ecosystem, 
then they are not mistakes—they are inevitable formations of the system itself. 

This means that: 

• Belief systems are functionally real, because they shape decisions, 
behavior, and historical events. 

• Myths exist as stable structures, even if they have no factual basis. 

• Truth is often irrelevant to survival—what matters is the stability and 
adaptability of the narrative. 

Thus, calling something false does not erase its existence—it merely labels it as 
incompatible with a particular epistemological framework. But in a world where 
different frameworks coexist, truth itself becomes one of many possible lenses 
through which reality is filtered. 
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Conclusion: Navigating a World Without Clear Right and Wrong 

If myths emerge spontaneously and function as reality for those who believe 
them, then the distinction between truth and falsehood becomes blurred. In a 
world of self-reinforcing narratives, the question is not just what is true, but 
which ideas survive, propagate, and exert influence. 

This has profound implications: 

• Factual truth is not necessarily the dominant force in history—it competes 
with myths, ideologies, and distortions. 

• People do not believe things because they are true—they believe things 
because they are meaningful, useful, or socially reinforced. 

• Narratives that "win" do so not because they are accurate, but because 
they are viable in the system. 

So, is anything truly false? Perhaps not in an absolute sense. If an idea is capable 
of surviving and influencing reality, then in some way, it is real—regardless of 
whether it is true. 

Thus, our task is not simply to debunk falsehoods but to understand why they 
emerge, why they persist, and how they shape the reality we inhabit. 

 

8. Conclusion: Navigating a World of Emergent Meaning 

Throughout this exploration, we have examined how narratives—whether factual, 
mythical, or conspiratorial—emerge, evolve, and self-sustain within complex 
information ecosystems. Rather than being deliberate constructs, many of these 
stories appear inevitably, as a result of historical attractors, cognitive biases, and 
the algorithmic reinforcement of engaging content. 

If we accept that myths, conspiracies, and distortions of history do not arise from 
a single cause but instead emerge organically from chaotic interactions, then we 
are forced to confront an uncomfortable truth: 
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• There is no singular, objective way to filter truth from falsehood. 

• Competing narratives do not necessarily die out when faced with contrary 
evidence—they simply evolve into new stable forms. 

• No single perspective is absolute, because all perspectives are conditioned 
by the environment in which they arise. 

In this final section, we will consider what it means to navigate a world where 
meaning itself is emergent, and whether our focus should shift from rejecting 
falsehoods to understanding their function in complex systems. 

 

Acknowledging That No Single Perspective Is Absolute 

Throughout history, humans have sought definitive truths, believing that with 
enough information, clarity would emerge. The Enlightenment, the scientific 
revolution, and the rise of data-driven analysis were all based on the idea that 
truth is an endpoint—a final discovery waiting to be uncovered. 

Yet, if we observe how narratives evolve, we find that: 

• Truth is not a fixed destination but a shifting consensus that changes over 
time. 

• What is considered false today may be regarded as true tomorrow, and vice 
versa. 

• Even the most rigorously proven facts are subject to reinterpretation based 
on new frameworks of understanding. 

Consider historical examples: 

• Continental drift was dismissed as pseudoscience until plate tectonics 
provided a framework to support it. 

• Quantum mechanics overturned classical Newtonian physics, revealing an 
underlying unpredictability to reality. 

• Religious and philosophical shifts have radically altered moral perspectives, 
meaning that right and wrong are often dictated by historical context 
rather than objective certainty. 
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In this view, every perspective is conditional—not because truth does not exist, 
but because it is never fully separable from the observer’s framework. This does 
not mean that all ideas are equally valid, but that no single system of meaning can 
claim total authority over reality. 

Thus, narratives that persist—whether true or false—are not simply mistakes or 
deceptions, but artifacts of emergent meaning in a complex, evolving world. 

 

Instead of Rejecting Falsehoods, Should We Instead Understand How They 
Form? 

If falsehoods do not vanish when disproven, but instead adapt and persist, does it 
make sense to treat them as errors to be corrected? 

The conventional response to misinformation has been to: 

1. Debunk false claims with fact-checking and rational argumentation. 

2. Suppress misinformation through moderation, censorship, and content 
removal. 

3. Educate the public on media literacy and critical thinking skills. 

Yet, despite these efforts, misinformation not only survives but often thrives, 
evolving in response to attempts to eliminate it. In some cases, fact-checking 
actually strengthens conspiracy theories, as believers interpret counterarguments 
as attempts to suppress the truth. 

This suggests that we may need a different approach—not simply rejecting 
falsehoods, but analyzing them as emergent properties of information systems. 
Instead of asking: 

• "How do we eliminate misinformation?" 

We might instead ask: 

• "What conditions allow certain narratives to persist?" 

• "What functions do myths serve within cognitive and social structures?" 

• "Why do certain patterns recur across different cultures and time periods?" 



31 
 

By shifting from combatting misinformation to understanding it, we reframe the 
problem: 

• Falsehoods are not errors, but information patterns shaped by the system. 

• Misinformation is not an anomaly, but an inevitable part of how meaning is 
created and reinforced. 

• Emergent myths tell us more about the structure of human cognition than 
they do about factual accuracy. 

In this light, studying myths, rather than simply rejecting them, becomes an 
essential part of understanding the mechanics of our world. 

 

The Only Certainty is Uncertainty 

If we accept that: 

• Truth is only one of many attractors in the landscape of narratives, 

• No single perspective is absolute, and 

• Emergent myths are inevitable, 

Then the only stable attractor in this chaotic system is uncertainty itself. 

This does not mean that we should embrace nihilism or abandon the search for 
truth. Rather, it suggests that: 

• We must become comfortable with ambiguity—the idea that certainty is 
always provisional and subject to change. 

• Understanding is more important than belief—knowing how systems 
produce meaning is more valuable than clinging to a specific narrative. 

• Knowledge is iterative, not final—it is not a fixed state but an ongoing 
process of refining, discarding, and reconstructing models of reality. 

Thus, to navigate a world of emergent meaning, we must acknowledge the 
inevitability of uncertainty. Rather than resisting the complexity of the 
information landscape, we can learn to move fluidly within it, recognizing that 
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myths, conspiracies, and distortions are not obstacles to truth, but expressions of 
how truth itself is constructed in a nonlinear, chaotic world. 

Final Thought: The Future of Meaning in an Emergent World 

If meaning itself emerges rather than being imposed, then we are no longer 
simply consumers of information—we are participants in an evolving system of 
narratives. 

This means: 

• Every act of communication contributes to the shape of reality. 

• Every myth, even if false, tells us something about the structure of belief. 

• Every effort to suppress misinformation will generate new myths in 
response. 

Rather than seeking a final truth, perhaps our goal should be to develop tools to 
better understand, predict, and navigate the fluid landscape of emergent 
narratives. 

And if the only certainty is uncertainty, then perhaps the best we can do is learn 
to exist within that uncertainty—not as victims of misinformation, but as 
conscious participants in the ever-evolving process of meaning itself. 

 

Summary: The Emergence of Meaning in a Chaotic Information Landscape 

This paper presents an alternative framework for understanding conspiracy 
theories, myths, and historical distortions—not as failures of rational thought, but 
as emergent properties of complex information systems. Instead of treating 
misinformation as a breakdown of logic or as a deliberate act of deception, we 
propose that such narratives arise naturally from the interplay of cognitive biases, 
historical attractors, algorithmic amplification, and social reinforcement loops. 

Beyond Right and Wrong: The Self-Organizing Nature of Narratives 

Traditional approaches to misinformation often assume a binary distinction 
between truth and falsehood. However, this perspective fails to account for the 
self-sustaining nature of myths, which often persist despite contradictory 
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evidence. This paper argues that meaning itself is not dictated by objective reality, 
but rather by the structures of information flow and cognitive pattern 
recognition. 

Key insights from this perspective include: 

1. Narratives Do Not Require Intent to Form 

o Many myths and conspiracies arise spontaneously, without a central 
orchestrator or guiding deception. 

o Historical parallels (such as the Merkel-Hitler conspiracy) appear not 
because of factual evidence, but because certain patterns are 
structurally inevitable in information ecosystems. 

2. Falsehoods Can Be More Stable Than Truth 

o Misinformation often spreads faster and persists longer than factual 
information due to emotional engagement, simplicity, and 
algorithmic reinforcement. 

o Self-replicating myths behave like memetic organisms, evolving over 
time to maintain cultural and social relevance. 

3. History Does Not Repeat, But It Rhymes 

o Myths and conspiracies share recurring structural motifs, regardless 
of time period or culture. 

o Example: QAnon mirrors medieval religious prophecies, 
demonstrating that myth-making is not a new phenomenon—it is a 
fundamental feature of human cognition. 

4. The Digital Age Accelerates and Reinforces Narrative Formation 

o Algorithmic engagement mechanisms do not distinguish between 
truth and falsehood, only which content generates the most 
interaction. 

o Digital echo chambers ensure that once a myth reaches critical mass, 
it becomes self-reinforcing and resistant to contradiction. 
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5. Uncertainty is the Only Constant in a Nonlinear Information System 

o If narratives are emergent, then there is no final, absolute truth—
only stable configurations of belief that persist in different 
environments. 

o Instead of seeking to eliminate falsehoods, we must learn to 
understand how they form, how they spread, and what functions 
they serve. 

A New Way of Understanding Information Chaos 

This paper challenges the conventional assumption that truth naturally prevails in 
open information environments. Instead, it posits that: 

• Misinformation is not an anomaly but an inherent feature of emergent 
systems. 

• Truth is only one of many competing attractors in the landscape of possible 
interpretations. 

• Rather than eliminating falsehoods, we should focus on predicting, 
mapping, and navigating the emergence of narratives. 

Ultimately, we live in a world where meaning itself is a self-organizing 
phenomenon, governed by the same chaotic, nonlinear principles that drive 
natural systems. Understanding this shift does not require abandoning the search 
for truth, but rather recognizing that truth is never static—it is an evolving, 
emergent structure that competes within the vast ecosystem of human 
knowledge and belief. 
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