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Abstract
Agent skills in production systems are jointly determined by
natural-language instructions, executable code, persistent work-
flow state, and verification logic. Scientific PDF translation
exposes the interaction among these components particularly
clearly: a fluent target paragraph can coexist with omitted
source prose, damaged mathematical notation, incorrect ob-
ject ownership, or a misleading completion status. We intro-
duce SkillWeave, a framework for turning such failures into
evidence-driven updates at the appropriate system layer. The
framework traces each observed defect through source extrac-
tion, translation catalogs, accepted text, layout composition, and
rendered artifacts; it then records whether the resulting change
belongs in instructions, code, workflow control, verification, or
a document-local repair.

We evaluate the framework through four engine versions,
six fixed fixtures, 48 mechanism probes, seven full or ablated
conditions, and eight native-region restoration trials. Across the
four normal fixtures, shared acceptance rose from 3/4 to 4/4.
Recognition of 24 mathematical positives rose from 0/24 to 24/24
while 24 negative probes retained zero false positives. Removing
either of two recognition mechanisms lost 12 positives, and all
eight restoration trials satisfied both source-region fidelity and
outside-region consistency checks. A subsequent longitudinal
case study on three pages of a real paper shows how deterministic
layout invariants, inherited SVG clipping, glyph ownership, and
source-coverage checks emerged from repeated use. These
results establish evidence for specific engine mechanisms and
motivate a document-level protocol for evaluating instruction
effects, transfer, and semantic quality.

1. Introduction
A visible failure in a translated paper rarely identifies its own
cause. A missing superscript may originate in the language
model, the extractor, the layout engine, or the verifier. Likewise,
a job may report that every issued translation entry has been
submitted while source prose remains absent from the catalog.
The engineering problem is therefore broader than prompt
revision: the system must determine which component failed,
preserve enough evidence to support that diagnosis, and place
the correction where future tasks can reuse it.

Prior work provides several useful pieces of this process. Skil-
lOpt proposes budgeted edits to skill text under a fixed execution
harness and selects candidates using task traces (Yang et al.,

2026). GEPA studies reflective prompt evolution (Agrawal et al.,
2025), while TextGrad treats textual feedback as a mechanism
for optimizing compound AI systems (Yuksekgonul et al., 2024).
SkillsBench evaluates skills through matched task conditions (Li
et al., 2026), and EvoSkill and SkillFoundry address the dis-
covery and evolution of reusable skill libraries (Alzubi et al.,
2026; Shen et al., 2026). Building on these ideas, SkillWeave
studies a different but complementary question: when a real
document fails, should the experience update instructions, exe-
cutable mechanisms, workflow state transitions, verification, or
a bounded repair artifact?

Scientific PDF translation makes this question concrete be-
cause the output combines language, geometry, and native
document objects. The relevant quality dimensions include
semantic fidelity, source coverage, formula preservation, navi-
gation, readable layout, and an honest delivery state. A single
scalar “success” label obscures the mechanisms that produce
those dimensions. We therefore represent system evolution as a
set of layer-specific changes supported by explicit artifacts and
reproducible checks.

The translation pipeline uses the host language model for
terminology selection and target-text generation, supported by
deterministic source analysis and PDF composition. Visual
feedback then informs local repairs and reusable engine updates.
This division of work supports both source-aware translation and
efficient revision: compatible unchanged pages can be reused
while corrected pages are regenerated and inspected.

Our contributions are fourfold:
• We formulate skill evolution as coordinated updates to in-

structions, code, workflow, and verification, with evidence
routing that links visible failures to these layers.

• We provide controlled version replay, mechanism probes,
and targeted ablations that isolate two mathematical-object
recognition mechanisms.

• We distinguish catalog completion, source coverage, visible
target coverage, native-object fidelity, and semantic review,
and show why each requires separate evidence.

• We report document cases connecting local defects to
reusable coverage, caption, clipping, and glyph-ownership
rules, together with a measured page-reuse experiment and a
protocol for model-level attribution.
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S Instructions
translation policy
semantic constraints

C Code
extraction · ownership
layout · native objects

W Workflow
durable batches
recovery · repair

V Verification
coverage · fidelity
rendered artifact

1 Task evidence
source · target · traces
user findings · visual review

2 Causal diagnosis
locate mechanism
select reusable update

3 Candidate
replay · compare · record

evidence → diagnosis → versioned update → verification

Figure 1. The SkillWeave evidence loop. The upper row contains four independently evolvable components. The lower row turns task artifacts
into a causal diagnosis and a versioned candidate that is replayed under verification.

Table 1. Positioning of SkillWeave relative to related work. The final column identifies the connection rather than a performance ranking.

Work Primary object of study Connection to SkillWeave

SkillOpt (Yang et al., 2026) Skill text, task traces, and candidate selection Motivates controlled edits and validation-separated
selection

GEPA (Agrawal et al., 2025) Reflective prompt evolution Motivates experience-driven candidate generation
TextGrad (Yuksekgonul et al.,
2024)

Textual optimization in compound AI systems Establishes prior work on multi-component textual
feedback

SkillsBench (Li et al., 2026) Paired evaluation of skill utility across tasks Motivates matched execution conditions
EvoSkill / SkillFoundry (Alzubi
et al., 2026; Shen et al., 2026)

Discovery and evolution of reusable skill libraries Relates to experience accumulation and reusable
mechanisms

SkillWeave Instructions, engines, workflows, verification, and
rendered artifacts

Focuses on scientific-object fidelity and evidence
scope

2. Problem Formulation and Causal Diagnosis
Let 𝑑 denote a source PDF and 𝑀 the host model. We represent
the system state as

𝑍 = (𝑆, 𝐶,𝑊,𝑉), (1)

where 𝑆 contains instructions and translation policies, 𝐶 con-
tains executable extraction and layout mechanisms, 𝑊 contains
persistent workflow state and recovery logic, and 𝑉 contains me-
chanical and visual verification. Executing the system produces
a candidate artifact 𝑦 and trace 𝜏; verification produces evidence
𝑒:

(𝑦, 𝜏) = 𝐻 (𝑀, 𝑑; 𝑆, 𝐶,𝑊),
𝑒 = 𝑉 (𝑑, 𝑦, 𝜏).

(2)

An update is a structured change Δ𝑍 = (Δ𝑆,Δ𝐶,Δ𝑊,Δ𝑉).
A single defect may require more than one component. For
example, repairing a damaged formula may require both native-
object restoration in 𝐶 and a new preservation check in 𝑉 .
2.1 Executable Boundaries Determine Repair Scope
A translation client can fill only entries that the extractor has
issued. Source prose outside the catalog therefore requires either

an extraction update or a post-processing path that reads the
source region directly. This interface boundary distinguishes
mechanical composition from host-assisted document repair. It
also explains why complete submission of issued entries cannot
establish complete source coverage.
2.2 Reusable Rules and Document Repairs
A reusable update is expressed through conditions such as font
identity, glyph geometry, syntax, column membership, or local
spatial relations, and it is replayed on additional samples. A
document-local repair may use coordinates specific to one PDF,
so its evidence applies to that artifact. The repair becomes a
claim about general capability only after its mechanism has been
abstracted into document-independent conditions and tested
beyond the original page.

3. Method: Evidence-Driven Multi-Layer
Updates

3.1 End-to-End Translation Workflow
The automated translation pipeline combines a vision-capable
language model with a deterministic Python document engine.
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Observed defect Diagnostic evidence Update destination

Source prose omitted Missing from extracted catalog C: extraction / region
ownership

Wrong term or qualifier Source present; target meaning
differs

S: translation / glossary
policy

Completed work lost Accepted group absent after
resume W: persistence / recovery

Damaged formula certified Rendered defect; checker is
silent

C + V: restoration +
verification

Figure 2. Examples of evidence routing. Each visible defect is linked to the intermediate evidence needed for diagnosis and to the system
component that owns the reusable correction.

The model generates translations within this pipeline, while
Python manages extraction, document structure, composition,
and validation. We use mechanical layout specifically for the
programmatic operations that consume accepted target text and
produce a PDF. A complete translation task follows six stages:
1. Create and extract. The engine records the source PDF,

selected pages, language pair, and policies in a durable
job. It extracts text regions and page geometry, identifies
protected scientific objects, and creates a translation catalog
with stable identifiers and mathematical placeholders. An
independent source-block audit identifies potential omissions
for inspection.

2. Prepare context and translate. Python gathers terminology
candidates and geometric evidence for words split across
lines or columns. The host model reviews this evidence
in the paper’s context, establishes a shared glossary, and
generates target-language text while preserving mathematical
and link placeholders. Short extracts use one worker; longer
documents may distribute consecutive groups across workers.
Completed batches are collected promptly so that subsequent
groups can proceed.

3. Collect and compose. Python validates response struc-
ture, saves available translations, and composes the bilingual
PDF. It controls fonts, line wrapping, source anchors, glyph
ownership, clipping, and native-object restoration. Program-
matic checks produce a separate issue checklist alongside
the candidate.

4. Inspect visually. The host renders the actual candidate and
compares every requested page with the source at readable
resolution. This review checks source coverage, legibility,
formulas, figures, captions, and visible overlap or clipping.
An additional independent linguistic review can be requested
separately.

5. Repair and recheck. The model diagnoses visible defects
and selects an existing local repair or authors a bounded

correction. Python recomposes changed pages and reassem-
bles the complete PDF, reusing compatible unchanged pages.
The model inspects newly rendered or repaired pages; prior
visual review is retained for verified unchanged pages.

6. Deliver and retain evidence. The host delivers the final
PDF and its issue checklist, preserving the job, accepted text,
intermediate candidates, and repair records for recovery and
subsequent skill improvement. An unresolved content or
layout defect remains explicit in the delivery status.

Candidate availability is a prerequisite for visual verification.
The engine therefore materializes available target text before
applying acceptance criteria. When ordinary composition fails,
source-anchored recovery or a page-local emergency renderer
retains the translated content for inspection. Output availability,
programmatic checks, visual verification, and final acceptance
are tracked separately. Diagnostics are stored with the candidate
in an issue checklist and repair manifest, leaving the document’s
reading area available for its original content.
3.2 Inference Cost and Host-Model Requirements
The automated translation pipeline incurs model usage dur-
ing terminology selection and translation generation, followed
by visual inspection, semantic judgment, and any required re-
pair reasoning or code generation. Its deterministic Python
components—extraction, validation, composition, rasterization,
and execution of saved repairs—consume compute time and
memory without model inference. Zero-token execution there-
fore applies to these programmatic components. Orchestration
adds token usage when the host reads instructions, context,
images, or tool results and decides subsequent actions. We ac-
count for the model-assisted pipeline and its mechanical-layout
component separately.

Token accounting distinguishes context preparation and trans-
lation, review, repair reasoning, and orchestration, with each
component including its applicable input and output usage. Vi-
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sual review additionally incurs image-input usage according to
the host model’s accounting scheme. Mechanical-layout runtime
is recorded separately. Reusing accepted translations avoids
regeneration, while consolidating diagnosis and repairs reduces
repeated model interactions. The runtime measurements in
Section 5.4 describe elapsed execution; token usage requires
separate instrumentation.

The end-to-end host requires visual input capability together
with scientific-language competence, instruction following, and
tool use. It must be able to compare rendered pages with
the source and inspect small mathematical or graphical details.
Text-only workers may generate translation groups when a vision-
capable host performs the page review and repair loop. Model
quality can affect terminology, semantic fidelity, defect detection,
and the quality of repair decisions. Deterministic layout rules
and native-object preservation are designed to constrain variation
in document geometry across capable host models. We therefore
expect broadly comparable layout quality among models that
satisfy these requirements, while the magnitude of remaining
differences in language quality and repair success calls for a
controlled cross-model evaluation.
3.3 Source-Aware Translation and Composition
Document-wide terminology preparation links language gener-
ation to source structure. Python proposes recurring technical
terms, model and dataset names, and abbreviation definitions
from the requested catalog. The host model selects their trans-
lations using representative context and supplies the resulting
glossary to every translation group. Geometry-backed reading
hints identify hyphenated words and adjacent column fragments
while preserving the original source entries. The model resolves
ambiguous joins and terms in context, and the durable job retains
a stable glossary across batches.

Source coverage is checked independently of catalog submis-
sion. The audit reads source text blocks and compares their
spatial and textual support with translated regions, flagging
prose, titles, captions, and notes that may have been omitted
or absorbed into preserved objects. Findings retain their page
and region identity, including repeated text at different locations.
The host distinguishes genuine omissions from intentionally
preserved table cells, chart interiors, author information, code,
and references. Available translations remain renderable while
these findings are investigated.

Composition assigns ownership at a finer granularity than a
whole table or figure envelope. Table titles and captions enter
the translation catalog while cells and numerical data retain their
native appearance. Geometrically connected caption lines are
merged across font-weight changes, with independent headings
preserved as separate regions. Plot labels and digits remain
attached to their graphics; prose and footnotes retain their own
mathematical objects. Native bullet evidence preserves list
boundaries, and numbered URL footnotes retain their source
alignment. Recognizable marginal stamps are removed from
the target side when their bounds are clear of prose, while the
source panel preserves the original page.

Local prose repairs use the same registered fonts, measured
layout, and native formula assets as ordinary composition. This
shared repair interface checks font roles, glyph availability,

spacing, and region bounds before producing a candidate for
visual inspection. It makes the typography and mathematical-
preservation rules reusable across routine composition and
host-directed repairs.
3.4 Failure Records
Each failure record identifies the source page, output page, re-
gion, observed damage, expected behavior, and evidence path.
Diagnosis proceeds through the source PDF, extracted page
model, translation catalog, accepted target text, layout manifest,
and final render. This sequence distinguishes three materially
different states: source content omitted during extraction, ac-
cepted content omitted during rendering, and content rendered
with an incorrect meaning or appearance. Durable records also
allow a later session to resume from the same evidence rather
than reconstructing the failure from memory.
3.5 Stable Update Locations
Open-source implementation reference. The formula-
preservation implementation draws on the open-source Ba-
belDOC codebase (BabelDOC contributors, 2026), particularly
its treatment of formula characters as structured intermediate
objects. This design informed the handling of glyphs with un-
reliable Unicode mappings: the engine identifies native glyphs
through their geometric envelope and baseline alignment, then
preserves their source appearance during bilingual composition.
The corresponding implementation records this connection in
its formula-object module.

Conventions requiring semantic judgment belong in 𝑆, includ-
ing terminology, qualifications, and preservation of complete
meaning. Deterministic constraints belong in 𝐶, including
column boundaries, glyph ownership, source-native formula
restoration, and marker order. Interruption recovery, partial sub-
mission, and retries belong in 𝑊 . Independent source coverage,
native-object comparison, and final-artifact inspection belong in
𝑉 . Recording the selected layer keeps the natural-language skill
description aligned with the actual engine behavior.
3.6 Incremental Page Revision
Revision reuses verified mechanical artifacts at page granularity.
The engine computes a signature from each page’s frozen model
and accepted translation entries, then compares it with the latest
compatible completed attempt. Reuse also depends on source
identity, engine fingerprint, fonts, render policy, and artifact
hashes. Changed pages are rendered and substituted into the
complete PDF; unchanged page diagnostics are retained, and
global page mapping and navigation are checked again. An
incompatible or damaged cache triggers the appropriate full
processing path.

The cache is bound to an immutable mechanical attempt.
Separately saved host repairs are tracked in their own manifest
and reapplied where needed after revision. Visual review follows
the resulting changes: newly rendered and repaired pages are
inspected, while verified unchanged pages retain their earlier
review. This design limits local revision work while preserv-
ing the provenance of both programmatic and host-directed
modifications.
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Table 2. Reusable update units abstracted from observed failures.

Failure mechanism Reusable update Verification target

Oversized mathematical font cell shields prose Share concrete glyph identity between prose
removal and formula restoration

Adjacent prose and mathematical ink

Cross-column formula grouping Enforce column membership during formula
composition

Independent objects on the same baseline

Local overflow degrades a full document Preserve only affected pages while healthy
pages continue composition

Affected-page set and document status

Catalog completes while title or caption is
absent

Verify titles, captions, and appendices against
source regions

Source coverage outside catalog counts

Recovery reissues completed groups Collect saved responses before dispatching
remaining work

Accepted groups and submission history

3.7 Bounded Changes and Persistent Evidence
We record modification budgets as a vector containing edited
instruction paragraphs, code modules, and workflow transitions.
These components have different meanings and should not be
collapsed into a single learning-rate metaphor. Every candidate
is linked to an engine version, source input, replay command,
artifact hashes, and an acceptance decision. The current imple-
mentation includes durable translation jobs, public submission
and revision interfaces, a model-assisted translation pipeline,
and bounded native-region repair. Automated routing and long-
horizon candidate scheduling remain targets for future system
work.

Repair prioritizes missing content and visible damage to text,
formulas, tables, or figures. Triage excludes fully off-page draw-
ing objects and groups repeated findings by page, object, and
cause. The host consolidates diagnosed defects into one repair
candidate and reinspects the affected regions; an additional
pass addresses a concrete residual defect. Configurable time
checkpoints limit extended diagnosis and route reproducible
mechanism failures to engine maintenance. Diagnosis, repair
authoring, execution, rendering, and review are recorded sepa-
rately so that model interaction cost can be distinguished from
program runtime.
3.8 Candidate Acceptance
System evolution balances quality and cost. We represent an
outcome by

𝑄 = (𝑞sem, 𝑞src, 𝑞obj, 𝑞nav, 𝑞layout,−𝑐), (3)

where the components measure semantic fidelity, source cov-
erage, object fidelity, navigation, layout, and cost. Missing
observations remain explicitly unscored. Hard requirements
such as complete critical prose and intact formulas are evaluated
before speed. A candidate is accepted when all hard constraints
hold, a declared primary metric improves, and no protected
metric regresses.

Verification itself evolves and therefore requires external
anchors. A reduced warning count can indicate either a repaired
generator or a relaxed checker. We distinguish these explanations
with previously fixed translations, independently authored source
expectations, expected formula-object counts, and rendered
comparisons. Product-policy changes, such as preserving an

unsafe page with an explicit incomplete status, are evaluated
separately from normal translation quality.

4. Experimental Setup
The controlled study was executed on one macOS host with
Python 3.11.9 and a fixed dependency environment. Three
historical engines were unpacked from their recorded wheels,
while version 0.4.1 was copied from a source snapshot. Each ver-
sion ran under an isolated working directory and PYTHONPATH;
module paths, package hashes, and full commands are preserved
with the evidence.

The page-reuse experiment separately measures one local
revision to a six-page CLIP extract using saved target text.
Supporting regressions exercise extraction, source coverage,
context preparation, repair typography, and cache validity on the
revised implementation. These records have their own source
and runtime fingerprints, preserving the configuration of the
historical cross-version experiments.
4.1 Fixed Fixtures
Four normal fixtures cover a single-column page, a two-column
page, formulas and links, and a page containing a table, figure,
and footnote. Two stress fixtures cover an expanded translation
that exceeds local capacity and a scan without a text layer. Source
expectations and target references were authored independently
of current extraction. The expansion case measures capacity
handling, while the scan case exercises the OCR boundary and
delivery status.
4.2 Mechanism Probes
The probe set crosses two fonts (Times Italic and Helvetica
Oblique), three sizes (10, 12, and 15 pt), two page-position
configurations, and four content roles. Inline variables and
standalone equations form 24 positives; italic emphasis and
the pronoun “I” form 24 negatives. These probes intentionally
target known mechanism families. Their role is to expose
causal behavior under controlled variation; document-level
generalization is evaluated separately.
4.3 Ablation and Scoring
Each ablation runs in an isolated process that temporarily dis-
ables recognition of short italic algebra, context-sensitive italic
variables, or both. Positive probes pass when the expected native
mathematical object is detected; negatives pass when no object is
created. Cross-version fixtures use shared source, target, object,
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1 Freeze
source · target
engine · environment

2 Propose
causal edit
explicit invariants

3 Replay
fixed cases
artifact hashes

4 Decide
hard constraints
benefit · cost

candidate archive + repeated development evidence

Human-agent protocol automation target

Figure 3. Candidate-gating protocol. Inputs and environments are frozen before a causal change is proposed. Repeated development replay
remains attached to the candidate history, while final evaluation uses document-level separation.

Table 3. Experimental scale and the question addressed by each component. Conditions share templates and therefore are reported separately from
independent document counts.

Experiment Scale and controls Question

Cross-version replay 4 versions × 6 fixed fixtures = 24 tasks How did engine and delivery behavior change?
Structural probes 48 PDFs × 7 conditions = 336 extractions How do known mechanisms respond to font and

geometry variation?
Mechanism ablation Full, no algebra, no context, and neither Which recognition mechanism explains the gain?
Native restoration 8 damage injections, 2 pages checked per case Does local restoration preserve the target and its

surroundings?
Regression suite 540-test study run and 572-test later run Do the measured changes preserve existing behavior?

and layout requirements. Stress fixtures are evaluated through
their delivery state and page-preservation behavior.

5. Results
5.1 Cross-Version Replay
Single-column, two-column, and table/figure fixtures pass in all
four versions. The formula fixture changes when ordinary-font
mathematical recognition is introduced. Because a version
comparison reflects the entire codebase, this result establishes a
system-level difference. The ablation study below then narrows
the explanation to two recognition paths.

The change in the stress cases concerns failure isolation and
status semantics. Version 0.4.x preserves the affected source
page and records translation_complete=false; healthy
pages remain composable, and accepted translations remain
recoverable. We report this contract separately from normal
translation quality.
5.2 Mechanism Probes and Ablation
Disabling short-algebra recognition removes protection from
every standalone equation while leaving context-supported in-
line variables intact. Disabling context recognition produces the
complementary pattern. Removing both reproduces the recog-
nition behavior of versions 0.2.0 and 0.3.1. The 24 negatives
retain zero false positives across all conditions, showing that the
tested emphasis and pronoun structures remain separated from

mathematical objects. A broader independent corpus is needed
to estimate precision in naturally occurring papers.
5.3 Catalog Completion and Visible Delivery
Catalog coverage asks whether issued entries were submitted.
Source coverage determines whether the catalog denominator
includes the required source prose. Rendered coverage then asks
whether accepted text appears on the target panel. Occlusion,
vector-formula damage, and semantic errors require rendered
and semantic review. Treating these measurements separately
prevents a completed catalog from standing in for a completed
document.
5.4 Runtime Cost
The cost of a delivered artifact is better described as a sum of
stages:

𝑇delivery = 𝑇extract + 𝑇translate + 𝑇layout

+ 𝑇repair + 𝑇verify.
(4)

The controlled replay measures only part of this expression. In
an earlier scheduling observation, 17 entries containing 6,612
source-template characters took 229.42 seconds with serial
model calls and 109.77 seconds with three-way parallelism, a
52.15% reduction for that task. We retain this observation as
evidence about scheduling, while stable acceleration requires
repeated measurements under a common delivery contract.
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0.2.0 0.3.1 0.4.0 0.4.1

Single column

Two columns

Mathematics + links

Table + figure + footnote

PASS PASS PASS PASS

PASS PASS PASS PASS

FAIL
math=0

FAIL
math=0 PASS PASS

PASS PASS PASS PASS

Fixed inputs and translations across engine versions

Figure 4. Replay of four normal fixtures with identical source files and fixed translations. Earlier versions satisfy text coverage on the mathematics
fixture but create no native formula objects; versions 0.4.0 and 0.4.1 recognize the protected objects and pass the shared acceptance conditions.

Table 4. Normal fixtures and stress behavior. Scanned pages follow the explicit needs-ocr path.

Version Normal fixtures passed Formula objects Expansion stress Scan

0.2.0 3/4 0 Draft with findings needs-ocr

0.3.1 3/4 0 Draft with findings needs-ocr

0.4.0 4/4 2 Page preserved; complete=false Page preserved; needs-ocr
0.4.1 4/4 2 Page preserved; complete=false Page preserved; needs-ocr

Inline variable
recognition

Display equation
recognition

Italic emphasis
correct rejection

Pronoun I
correct rejection

v0.2.0

v0.3.1

v0.4.0

v0.4.1

v0.4.1 - algebra

v0.4.1 - context

v0.4.1 - both

0% 0% 100% 100%

0% 0% 100% 100%

100% 100% 100% 100%

100% 100% 100% 100%

100% 0% 100% 100%

0% 100% 100% 100%

0% 0% 100% 100%

ablations

Mechanism probes (12 variants per role)

Figure 5. Probe results. Each cell aggregates 12 structural variants. The upper rows compare versions; the lower rows remove recognition
mechanisms from version 0.4.1.

Incremental revision cost. A recorded CLIP experiment used
six nonconsecutive source pages (4, 10, 21, 22, 44, and 46)
and 73 previously accepted translation entries matched by exact
source template and paragraph count. Following full generation,
one meaning-preserving text revision on page 10 triggered incre-
mental processing. Table 7 reports 65.75 versus 9.65 seconds for
composition and 93.74 versus 37.11 seconds for the complete
finalization call, corresponding to speedups of 6.81 and 2.53,

respectively. The other five pages had identical rendered pixels
at the same resolution, and their existing diagnostics were re-
tained. Preflight still took 23.03 seconds for the revised complex
page and global checks. These measurements characterize one
layout-and-validation revision with saved translations; language
generation and host review have separate costs.



SkillWeave 8

Table 5. Ablation in version 0.4.1.

Condition Pass TP FP Precision / Recall

Full 48/48 24 0 1.00 / 1.00
No short algebra 36/48 12 0 1.00 / 0.50
No context rule 36/48 12 0 1.00 / 0.50
Neither 24/48 0 0 – / 0.00

0 20 40 60 80 100
Text coverage (%)

Single column

Mathematics

Expansion stress

100
100

100
100

100
0

(a) Two coverage measures
Submitted catalog Rendered target

(b) Stress-case state

Catalog submitted 100%

Rendered target 0%

Source fallback page 1

Translation complete false

Figure 6. Catalog submission and rendered target coverage answer different questions. In the expansion stress case, every issued entry is submitted
while the target panel contains none of the expected translation and the task explicitly records an incomplete delivery.

Table 6. Quality measurements and the evidence that complements each one.

Measurement Directly supported judgment Complementary evidence

Catalog coverage Submission of issued entries Source coverage for catalog omissions
Source-fragment coverage Inclusion of annotated source fragments Broader annotation for document completeness
Target text-layer coverage Extractability of expected target text Rendering and semantic review for occlusion and

meaning
Mechanical certification Passage of implemented checks External rendering and source comparison for blind

spots
Rendered or semantic review Visual or semantic quality in reviewed regions Independent documents for transfer

Table 7. Recorded CLIP revision runtime in seconds. Full processing
covers six pages; incremental processing changes page 10 and reuses
five pages.

Stage Full Incremental

Composition 65.75 9.65
Preflight 24.17 23.03
Complete finalization 93.74 37.11

5.5 Visual Case: Mathematics in Ordinary Fonts
The visual case supplies evidence complementary to object
counts. The earlier engine creates zero formula objects and
visibly wraps the display equation. Version 0.4.1 creates two
formula objects and retains source geometry. Inline variables
differ less dramatically at thumbnail scale, so object inventories
and readable-resolution crops are both necessary. The underlying
reusable conditions ask whether a span uses an ordinary italic
font, whether it forms a bounded algebraic relation, and whether
an isolated letter has nearby mathematical context on the same

line. These conditions can be tested across fonts and positions
without depending on a document name or page number.
5.6 Bounded Native Restoration
When the source formula remains intact, native restoration
reduces the uncertainty introduced by OCR or formula regener-
ation. The repair interface requires a one-to-one source/output
mapping, equal-scale bilingual panels, and a source region con-
tained by an explicit clearing region. For render operator 𝑅𝑟 at
resolution 𝑟, the checks are

𝑅288 (source clip) = 𝑅288 (restored clip), (5)
𝑅144 (before,Ω𝑐) = 𝑅144 (after,Ω𝑐), (6)

where Ω is the declared edit region with a 0.5-pt antialiasing
mask at its boundary. All eight cases pass both checks, covering
16 page-level outside-region comparisons.

6. Document-Level Case Studies
Historical document work spans multiple evidence scopes. A
51-page technical report was reviewed around specified high-
impact issues; a 30-page mathematical report received full-page
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0 2 4 6 8
Mechanical wall time (s); fixed-reference replay, one run

Single column

Two columns

Mathematics + links

Table + figure

7.97

6.71

6.92

7.17

Font registration Composition Mechanical audit Preflight Other stages

Figure 7. Mechanical-layout wall time for four normal version-0.4.1 fixtures. Each bar is one sequential run with fixed target text. Language
generation, diagnosis, host repair, and final review are recorded separately.

Inline
context

(a)
Source PDF

(b)
v0.3.1

(c)
v0.4.1

Display
equation

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 8. Rendered crops from the source and two engine versions. Version 0.3.1 treats the standalone equation as ordinary text and reflows it.
Version 0.4.1 preserves the native PDF glyphs and layout.

formula removed

(a) Injected damage (b) Native restoration

(c) Verification

Repairs passed 8 / 8

Source clip 288 dpi exact

Outside region 144 dpi exact

Pages per repair 2

Figure 9. Damage injection, restoration from the native source PDF, and verification. Eight trials cover four font sizes and two page widths.

Table 8. Restoration constraints and tested scope.

Constraint Tested scope Extension

Page geometry Two pages, equal-scale panels Continuations and unequal panels
require a second protocol

Native formula 8/8 at 288 dpi Given source region
Outside region 16 pages at 144 dpi 0.5-pt boundary mask
Task state Separate candidate and proof Independent validation status

review; later CBD and AIGB documents focused on titles, cap-
tions, appendices, and reported regions. These materials drove

different system layers: extraction and formula ownership en-
tered the engine, interruption recovery entered the workflow,
visual inspection and source coverage entered the skill instruc-
tions, and bounded region restoration remained attached to
document-specific candidates.

Because the review protocols differ, we treat these artifacts as
traceable cases rather than pool their page counts into a single
accuracy estimate. Their value lies in identifying recurring
mechanisms and establishing the provenance of later regression
tests.



SkillWeave 10

0.2.0 0.3.1 0.4.0 0.4.1

300

350

400

450

500

550
P

as
si

ng
 re

gr
es

si
on

 te
st

s

311

379

517
540

(a) Historical test coverage (b) Cross-layer changes

0.2.0 Durable standalone kernel

0.3.1 Formula · table · navigation

0.4.0 Page fallback · status

0.4.1 Coverage · accents · repair

Figure 10. Engineering progression recorded in historical acceptance runs. Test counts reflect expanding regression coverage; document accuracy
and semantic quality use separate evaluations.

Table 9. Scope of historical document evidence.

Document Recorded scope Supported conclusion

DeepSeek technical report v0.3.1; 51 pages; 353 current entries Revision acceptance for specified major issues
DeepSeekMath v0.4.0; 30 pages; 161 entries; full-page review Complete example delivery with a retained source

navigation issue
CBD v0.4.1; 23 pages; 115 entries Review of titles, captions, appendices, and reported

regions
AIGB v0.4.1; 12 pages Multiple regions and page-12 revision; remaining

style findings recorded
GAVE Formula on page 5 of an 11-page draft Local restoration of one formula and its explanation

Candidate availability and visual verification. On DDPM
page 7, a collision check initially rejected the translated layout
because the protected region around Figure 7 intersected its
caption region. The resulting source-only output prevented
inspection of the translated candidate. After the workflow was
changed to retain translated content despite quality findings,
visual review found no visible obstruction corresponding to
that warning. Subsequent local repairs addressed mathematical
glyphs and citation wrapping. This case motivated separate
states for candidate availability and acceptance, together with
visual review of the actual artifact. The final output appears in
Appendix C. The source-only fallback recorded in the version-
replay tables belongs to the earlier workflow evaluated in those
experiments.

List structure across fragmented text blocks. On AIGB page
5, inline mathematics split a numbered list across extraction
blocks. The initial translation merged two items and lost bold
labels and hanging indentation. The engine update grouped frag-
ments by item, retained label weight, and aligned continuation
lines with the body text to the right of the marker. Regression
checks and visual inspection of the regenerated page supported
the correction. This case illustrates how a visible formatting
defect can be traced to structural extraction and converted into a
reusable layout rule; Appendix C shows the corrected output.

Caption coverage and object ownership. TIGER extraction
failures exposed table captions excluded by a preservation rule,
fragmented subfigure captions, and numbered URL footnotes
that lost their source arrangement. The resulting rules separate
captions from table cells, join complete subcaptions using
relative geometry, recover bullet structure from native symbols,
and preserve URL-footnote blocks. Recorded re-extraction
placed six table captions in the translation catalog and recovered
complete subcaptions and three research-question items. A
fresh regression job verified that normal composition translated
a table caption while retaining table data. Additional regressions
cover bold caption continuations misclassified as headings and
chart digits incorrectly reassigned to neighboring prose. These
cases connect ownership and reading-order errors to reusable
extraction rules.

The focused supporting suite passed 54 tests spanning in-
cremental revision, translation-prevention rules, independent
source coverage, terminology and reading context, caption flow,
and grouped translation. It includes fresh-job composition,
unchanged-page equivalence, and invalid-cache fallback. These
checks establish the tested implementation behaviors; document-
level semantic quality is assessed through the evaluation protocol
in Section 7.
6.1 Geometry, Object Ownership, and Source Coverage
We repeatedly processed physical pages 4, 5, and 8 of Times-
Net to examine three interacting mechanisms: source-aligned
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geometry, ownership of graphical and mathematical objects,
and completeness of source extraction. Each observed failure
informed an engine revision, and the resulting artifacts preserve
the connection between diagnosis, implementation, and visible
output.

Page 4 shows that header rules, equation placement, line
spacing, heading baselines, and panel gutters are deterministic
layout invariants. Moving them into the manifest and preflight
turns a recurring reconstruction task into mechanical behavior.
Page 5 exposes a shared object-ownership problem: diagram
labels belong to the diagram, SVG glyph visibility depends
on inherited clipping, and prose removal must use concrete
glyph identity rather than oversized font metrics. The resulting
clipping and cleanup mechanisms pass the regression suite and
a clean replay of the same page.

Page 8 marks a different boundary. Layout and preflight pass,
yet a complex figure-text wrap causes classification results and
the caption to enter a preserved compound object. Issued-entry
completion therefore coexists with incomplete source coverage.
The host repair recovers three regions while preserving the table
and chart labels. This case motivates a general extraction rule for
complex wraps and reinforces the need to verify source coverage
independently of catalog and layout status.

7. Protocol for Strict Validation and Attribution
Deliberately selected training samples. During skill self-
evolution, we used five challenging pages from four papers as
development training samples: TimesNet page 4, RankMixer
page 7, AIGB pages 5 and 7, and DDPM page 7. These pages
were deliberately selected for their demanding combinations of
mathematical notation, figures, tables, and multi-column text.
Here, training consists of iterative task execution, user feedback,
diagnosis, and updates to the skill’s instructions and executable
mechanisms. The samples expose complementary problems,
including formula placement, dense table boundaries, numbered-
list structure, subplot labels, and native mathematical glyphs
embedded in prose. Appendix C reproduces the final bilingual
outputs. Their role in candidate development determines their
placement in the development partition of the evaluation protocol
below.

Candidate versions should be frozen before documents are
grouped by source and template similarity into development,
validation, and final-test partitions. Pages from the same paper,
small variants of one template, and probes derived from them
share one group identity. Once a test failure influences a change,
that document joins the development history; future transfer
evaluation uses a new source.

To separate instruction effects from engine effects, the four
cells in Fig. 11 combine old and new instructions with old and
new engines while holding the host model, reasoning configura-
tion, tools, input, and clean-session conditions fixed. Repeated
stochastic runs are aggregated by document. Letting 𝑄(𝑆, 𝐶)
denote the declared quality vector under instructions 𝑆 and
engine 𝐶, the instruction effect at a fixed engine is

Δ𝑆𝑄 = 𝑄(𝑆new, 𝐶fixed) −𝑄(𝑆old, 𝐶fixed). (7)

A complementary host-model comparison should hold the
skill, engine, documents, tools, and review policy fixed while

varying the vision-capable model. Report semantic quality,
source coverage, visible defects, repair success, token usage, and
elapsed delivery time across repeated runs. A shared-target-text
condition can isolate review and repair differences, while an
end-to-end condition measures the combined effects of trans-
lation generation and subsequent inspection. This comparison
tests the expectation of limited layout variation under a common
deterministic engine. Critical source coverage, mathematical
integrity, numerical correctness, and readable layout are treated
as hard constraints. Semantic accuracy, repaired-page count, in-
tervention count, and total delivery cost are compared after those
constraints hold. The final report uses sealed test documents
and records model versions and repetition conditions.

8. Limitations and Discussion
The controlled mechanism evidence comes from four normal
fixtures and 48 probes constructed around known failure fami-
lies. It supports the corresponding conditional rules; broader
PDF transfer requires a larger, source-independent document
collection. Cross-version replay evaluates whole systems, while
the targeted ablations isolate only two recognition paths. Fixed
target text controls language generation, so semantic translation
quality belongs to the model-level experiment proposed above.

Native restoration results apply to the recorded page mappings,
crop boxes, renderers, and resolutions. Historical cases also
combine user selection, document difficulty, and accumulated
engineering experience. The TimesNet pages are part of the
development history. Comparisons with SkillOpt or GEPA under
a common task harness, automated causal routing, cross-viewer
rendering consistency, and document-level held-out evaluation
are natural next steps.

Real use and controlled evidence play complementary roles.
User feedback surfaces reading failures that automated scores
have not yet modeled; controlled replay makes version and
mechanism effects comparable. Over time, task evidence can
produce candidate rules, regression tests, and new document-
level experiments. Much of the scientific work lies in defining
the failure, selecting the mechanism, and choosing a verification
target that supports the intended claim.

9. Conclusion
SkillWeave treats a scientific-PDF skill as a coordinated sys-
tem of instructions, executable mechanisms, workflow state,
and verification. Version replay, mechanism probes, ablation,
and native-restoration trials establish concrete improvements
in ordinary-font mathematical recognition and bounded repair.
The longitudinal cases clarify the division of labor: instructions
govern decisions, code implements clipping, ownership, and
geometry, workflow state makes recovery durable, and indepen-
dent source coverage catches omissions beyond issued catalogs.
Reusable skill improvement follows when local document ev-
idence is abstracted into stable mechanisms and every claim
remains connected to an inspectable artifact.
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Table 10. Longitudinal TimesNet development cases. Wall-clock intervals come from the recorded run scopes; all pages share one document
identity.

Case Observed requirement or failure Update and result
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Visual source coverage split the material into three target regions. The mechanical draft arrived in 96.60
s; the delivery including supplementation and review took 577.24 s.
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A. Evidence Index and Reproduction
All experimental figures are generated from measured data or
explicitly identified historical records. The concept figures and
the proposed attribution protocol describe methods and planned
cells. The project includes vector PDF/SVG figures, PNG

Table 11. Evidence files distributed with the research package.

Material Location Purpose

Versions and
commands

evidence/provenance.
json

Wheel hashes, interpreter,
and commands

Cross-version
replay

evidence/replay/
<version>/report.json

Outputs and diagnostics for
24 tasks

Probes and la-
bels

evidence/
probe-manifest.json

Forty-eight PDFs, labels, and
hashes

Extraction and
ablation

evidence/
probes-results/

336 recognition records and
module paths

Restoration
proof

evidence/repair-study.
json

Candidate hashes and
checked regions

Continuous
cases

evidence/
continuous-task-case.
json

Page 4/5/8 traces, timings,
hashes, and scope

Regression
records

evidence/pytest.xml;
continuous-regression.
xml

Complete test-suite results

Editable fig-
ures

figures/; scripts/make_
figures.py

Rebuildable vector figures

previews, the structured article source, replay reports, probe
manifests, restoration proofs, and the continuous-task record.

The original study regression contains 540 passing tests. The
later continuous-task engine update contains 572 passing tests.
Replays copy each historical wheel or source snapshot into an
isolated directory and set PYTHONPATH accordingly. New runs

https://github.com/funstory-ai/BabelDOC
https://github.com/funstory-ai/BabelDOC
https://github.com/funstory-ai/BabelDOC
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should use fresh output directories so that recorded evidence
remains immutable.

Supporting implementation evidence is distributed
in evidence/: incremental-layout-benchmark.
json contains the CLIP revision timings;
pipeline-regressions.xml records the 54 focused
checks; and implementation-provenance.json binds
those checks to source-file hashes. The historical experiment
records and the supporting implementation checks retain their
separate run configurations.

B. Runtime Fingerprints
The exact engine fingerprints for versions 0.2.0, 0.3.1, 0.4.0,
and 0.4.1 are stored in evidence/provenance.json. Source
and output hashes for the TimesNet page sequence are stored in
evidence/continuous-task-case.json.



C. Training Samples Used During Skill Self-Evolution
Figures 12–16 show the final outputs for the five deliberately selected development training samples in Section 7. Each complete image places the English source on the left and
the Chinese translation on the right. The pages concentrate difficult formulas, figures, tables, and layout structures. Images were rendered from the delivered PDFs at 300 dpi; the
accompanying manifest records page mappings and artifact hashes.

Figure 12. TimesNet, source page 4: final bilingual output used as a development training sample. The page combines a temporal-variation diagram, inline mathematical notation, and three display
equations. It supported refinements to formula anchors, line spacing, and source-aligned layout.



Figure 13. RankMixer, source page 7: final bilingual output used as a development training sample. Three performance tables coexist with a latency formula, numbered explanations, and separate
application scenarios. The final output retains the native tables and restores the structure of the scenario list.



Figure 14. AIGB, source page 5: final bilingual output used as a development training sample. Dense inline notation, display equations, a theorem, and numbered behavioral constraints stress object
preservation and reading order. This version includes the corrected two-item list, bold labels, and hanging indentation.



Figure 15. AIGB, source page 7: final bilingual output used as a development training sample. An ablation table and three groups of plots share a two-column page with explanatory prose. The final
output preserves the table and plot content while maintaining readable captions and subplot labels.



Figure 16. DDPM, source page 7: final bilingual output used as a development training sample. Rate–distortion plots and generated-image grids are interleaved with captions and mathematical
expressions. The final output includes repaired native hats, bold variables, and subscripts in prose and captions.
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