
Page 1, left column  
 

In the paragraph “I started thinking about these questions after …” Please change 

 

“Not only is a paper that was already cited more likely to be cited again, it is even more likely to 

be cited in the future.” 

 

for 

 

“This way a paper that was already cited is more likely to be cited again, and after it is cited 

again it is even more likely to be cited in the future.” 

 

as it was in my version of the article 

 

In the paragraph “Years ago the sociologist of science Robert…” Please change 

 

“the name Matthew Effect was accepted by thousands of people who did not read the original 

quote in the Bible” 

 

for 

 

“the name Matthew Effect was repeated by thousands of people who did not read the Bible” 

 

as it was in my version of the article. If they just read the original quote in Gospel according to 

Matthew, they will not be compelled to question the name “Matthew effect”. They need to read 

other Gospels to see that the same words appear there too. 

 

Alternatively, you can remove the whole paragraph on “Matthew effect”. 

 

Page 1, right column  
 

In the paragraph “We decided to see if we could answer this…” please change the opening 

sentence for “I decided to see if I could answer this…” 

 

In the same paragraph please change 

 

“Bulwer-Lytton is considered so bad by most literary critics that” 

 

for 

 

“Bulwer-Lytton is considered so bad by some literary critics that” 

 

I do not have the data that more than 50% of literary critics think so. It may be that most literary 

critics do not know who Bulwer-Lytton is. 

 

In the paragraph “I developed an online quiz …” please remove  

 

“Over 9,000 subjects tried to determine which writer was which. 

Their score was about 50% correct, or what could be gotten by random guessing. This suggests 

that the quality of Dickens’s prose is indistinguishable from that of Bulwer-Lytton.” 

 

This information is given in the next page. There is no need to say it twice. 



 

 

Page 2, left column  

 

Please change   

 

“This turns out to be a formidable task and quiz takers are often surprised to learn the correct 

answers.” 

 

for  

 

“The quiz turned out to be a formidable task and the takers are often surprised to learn the 

correct answers.” 

 

In my original text, that paragraph followed the description of the quiz. Now you inserted sample 

questions in between. As a result, it is not clear what “This” is. 

 

In the paragraph “There are two possible answers to each test …” please change 

 

“With the average score of 48% our quiz-takers lost a point or two to randomness.” 

 

For  

 

“With the average score of 48% our quiz-takers lost two points to randomness.” 

 

48% is two percentile points less than 50%, this I can understand. Where one point can come 

from? I still think that my original phrase “With the average score of 48% our quiz-takers lost to 

a monkey”  is better. 

 

In the same paragraph “Table 1 shows what fraction of people that attributed quotes to Dickens.” 

is ungrammatical. Should be “Table 1 shows the fraction of people that attributed quotes to 

Dickens.” or  “Table 1 shows what fraction of people attributed quotes to Dickens.” 

 

Page 4, left column 
 

Here the whole new paragraph 

 
Of course, the method used in this investigation has limitations. A novel is characterized not 
just by its descriptive prose, but by character development, plot construction, and the overall narrative 
arc—and Dickens in particular is remembered for his use of the novel to critique Victorian society—all 
qualities that would not be measured by comparing single paragraphs. 

 

was added in my name. Please replace it with  

 

“Of course, the method used in this investigation has limitations. A novel is characterized not 

just by its prose style, but also by its plot and characters. The method compares only prose styles. 

Note, however, that the Bulwer-Lytton quotation, used as an epigraph for the wretched writing 

contest
4
 is just as long as those used in the quiz. At the very least results of the quiz show that the 

contest could well be named after Dickens.  In addition, in   a related experiment, publishers had 

rejected Booker prize-winning novels submitted as works by aspiring authors
7
. The publishers 

were given the whole chapters of the books, not just paragraphs, but still failed to spot great 

prose. The phenomenon studied in the article is not limited to literary genius. Recently I 

conducted a similar test using masterpieces of modern art
8
.” 



 

Please also add these references: 

 

7. Calvert, Jonathan and Will Iredale. 2006. “Publishers toss Booker winners into the reject pile” 

The Sunday Times January 1, 2006; http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/news/uk/article784051.ece 

 

8. Simkin. M.V. 2007. “My Statistician Could Have Painted That! A Statistical Inquiry into 

Modern Art.” Significance. 14:93-96. Also available at http://arxiv.org/abs/physics/0703091 

    

 

Finally, the paragraph  

 

“I began this paper with a question: Are famous writers distinguishable in some measurable 

way from their obscure colleagues? The answer is: Yes, they have more readers.” 

 

was the last one in my version of the article. And it is meant to be the final paragraph. Please 

keep it so. 


