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English Wikipedia Size in Volumes

Wikipedia pure text version in print (multimedia excluded)

• 12 stacks

• 2319 volumes (Britannica size)

• 5.2 million articles (as of July 2016)

• 3.068 billion words (as of July 2016)
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Wikitext as a palimpsest

�you cannot change the content of Wikipedia, you can
only supply a new one. �
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Wikitext as a palimpsest

Revision history of a Wikipedia article
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Model of Communication

• Receiver = we
• Sender = ?

�the free encyclopedia that anyone can edit.�
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The Gang of 500 vs. The Anonymous Horde
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Jimmy Wales: The Gang of 500

Jimmy Wales:

• 73.4% of all the edits � 2% of the users (1400 people)

• 50% of all the edits � 0.7% of the users (524 people)1

1Swartz 2006
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What Is an Edit?

Two types of edits:

1. uploading textual content

2. �wikisation� of a content already uploaded
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Aaron Swartz: The Anonymous Horde

Top 10 contributors to �Alan Alda� entry

1. by edits: 7 registered vs. 3 anonymous

2. by letters added: 8 anonymous vs. 2 registered
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Aaron Swartz: The Anonymous Horde

Apparent exceptions

1. translations

2. plagiarism
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Alternatives: Persistent Word View and

Persistent Word Revision
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Persistent Word View

Persistent Word View (PWV) is based on

1. number of letters she input

2. the popularity of the content2

Top 10% most active editors generated 86% of Persistent Word
View (Feb. 2006)

2Priedhorsky 2007
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Persistent Word Revision

Persistent Word Revision (PWR) is

The sum total of subsequent revisions persisted by the
words in a revision.3

3Research:Content persistence
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Persistent Word View vs. Persistent Word Revision

• PWV stresses a role of a reader

• PWR � editors decide of the value of the content
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Veri�cation of Swartz's thesis and Problems

Arising
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Research Sample

30 random entries from Polish Wikipedia (�Random article�):

1. Powstanie Kantonalistów

2. Gmina Czarnylas

3. Aurora (telenowela)

4. Podró» na Tajemnicz¡ Wysp¦

5. Oberwiera

6. Park Narodowy Aªtaj-Tawanbogd

7. Ko±cióª ±w. Mikoªaja w Wilnie

8. Kla�er am Hoch�cht

9. Anthaxia attenuata

10. Jerzy Panek (polityk)

11. Wojna z terroryzmem

12. FSO Polonez Analog

13. Strange Frontier

14. Praszywe (Dolina �atana)

15. Chelmsley Wood

16. Droga krajowa B5 (Niemcy)

17. San Roque (Mariany Póªnocne)

18. Krupy (powiat sokoªowski)

19. Alex MacDowall

20. Scottish Premier League (2002/2003)

21. Bitwa pod Olszanic¡

22. Rodrigo Oliveira de Bittencourt

23. Hrabstwo White (Tennessee)

24. Bradford (Ohio)

25. Most Królowej Jadwigi w Poznaniu

26. Walenty Fory±

27. (Get A) Grip (On Yourself)

28. Andrzej Ekiert

29. Droga krajowa nr 471 (W¦gry)

30. Wyganki
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The Double Face of Wiki Text
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Output Version of Wikipedia Article

Front-end: Output Version of Wikipedia Article (OVA)
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Input Version of Wikipedia Article

Back-end: Input Version of Wikipedia Article (IVA)
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IVA vs. OVA

• IVA is easy to determinate, calculated automatically, but
includes WikiMarkUp

• OVA is what we actually see, what counts for a reader, but is
di�cult to precise
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Methodological problems

• Wiki MarkuUp Language

• Non-textual content: links, bibliography, tables, sounds,
images, graphics, diagrams, schemes etc.

• Styles: headings, lists, tables etc.

• Tranclusion (templates)

• Photos and other multimedia (WikiCommons)
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Concise as a Wikipedia Article
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The size of articles

The size of articles

developed more than 10 lines 6 20%
somehow developed 4-10 lines 6 40%
undeveloped less than 4 lines 12 40%

• only 13% of articles had more than 50 revisions.

• average OVA in the research sample: 1961 chars

• average IVA in the research sample: 3960 chars

• average IVA in the Polish Wikipedia: 2718 chars (Feb., 2014)
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The Authors
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Presumptions

• In most of the cases articles � up to 2 authors.

• The First Author � the biggest contribution in terms of OVA

• The Second Author � the second biggest contribution in
terms of OVA
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The First Author

• 11 of 30 articles � only one human author (9 of 11 � a bot
contribution)

• The whole group of the First Authors consists of 29 members.

• A Wikipedist Cojan (ranked as 21st pro�lic editor in Wikipedia)
happened to be the First Author of two random articles.

• 2 of 29 First Authors happened to be a bot: Tsca.bot and
MalarzBOT.

• Only 2 of 29 First Authors were anonymous
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The Second Author

• 8 of 30 articles � the Second Author added some facts or
notes, 22 of 30 � redaction & wikisation only

• 2 of 8 factual intervention was made by anonymous, 6 of 8 by
registered users.

• A Wikipedist Lowdown (one of the most pro�lic editors in
Wikipedia) happened to be the Second Author of 2 random
articles.
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Authors

The characteristics of 1st and 2nd authors of articles

all registered anonymous bot
1st authors 29 25 (86%) 2 (7%) 2 (7%)
2nd authors 21 14 (67%) 4 (19%) 3 (14%)
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Copied Content Problem
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A Case of �Wojna z terroryzmem� (�War on terrorism�)

• At 10:34 am, on 5 August 2005, an anonymous user A added
a sentence:

�Such understood �war on terrorism� caused 25 000
civilian deaths�

• At 6:01pm, on 29 August 2005 another anonymous user B
removed this sentence and wrote instead a new one:

�They [opponents of USA policy] also point out the
numerous civilian casualties (several thousand) due
to military operations.�

• Result?
• The user B was granted the authorship of the sentence.
• The user A hasn't been counted as an author of the �nal

version of the entry at all.
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Conclusions. Ritual vs. Con�ict View of

Communication
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Results

OVA Contribution

chars %
registered 40940 90,78%
anonymous 3353 7,43%
bots 806 1,79%
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Pareto Principle vs. Long Tail

• Gang of 500 Theory → Pareto principle

• Anonymous Horde → Long Tail (Anderson 2006)
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Ritual View of Communication

�In a ritual de�nition, communication is linked to terms
such as 'sharing,' 'participation,' 'association,'
'fellowship,' and 'the possession of a common faith.' This
de�nition exploits the ancient identity and common roots
of the terms 'commonness,' 'communion,' 'community,'
and 'communication.' A ritual view of communication is
directed not toward the extension of messages in space,
but toward the maintenance of society in time; not
the act of imparting information, but the representation

of shared beliefs.�4

4Carey 2009: 15
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Con�ict View of Communication

Con�ict View of Communication5

5Conf. Jemielniak 2006: 124
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