Supplementary Material

Comparison between original Night Watch and Replica -
Summary

The key differences summaries for each comparison was copied from document 1 (containing all
the ChatGPT ouputs) and pasted into this document. Each batch contains 5 summaries (except
batch 4, which contains 6).

Each batch was summarised into 200 words by ChatGPT. At the end, the 4 summaries where input
into ChatGPT once again and summarised into a final 400-word summary.

Batch 1

One key difference between both transcripts is the way the participants engage with the
painting.

The first participant gives a more personal interpretation of the painting and reflects on the
emotions and feelings it evokes for them. They give an impressionistic overview of the painting,
including different figures and groups of people in the painting and how it feels to observe the
entire piece as a whole. They provide some thought-provoking and creative observations,
paying attention to the details like the girl, the man with the gun and the old figures that look
different.

The second participant, on the other hand, provides more factual and objective information
about the painting. They tend to focus on specific elements of the painting, describing the color,
lighting and composition of the painting. They also provide more information about the history
of the painting and its restoration, and identify specific elements such as a dog, chicken or dove,
and the presence of Rembrandt himself in the painting. They note that the painting is quite
large and they have to focus on certain parts of the painting in order to take it all in, and provide
a more structured observation rather than providing an impressionistic overview as the first
participant did.

The key difference between both transcripts would be the level of detail and depth of analysis
provided by the second transcript as compared to the first transcript. The first transcript
provides a more general overview of the viewer's observations as they move their attention
around the painting, noting various elements such as figures, clothing, and lighting. While the
second transcript gives a more detailed description of the painting and its elements, comparing
and contrasting different aspects of the painting, such as the details in the clothing and faces
of the figures, and the lighting. This transcript also speaks about the specific composition and
elements of the painting, how they capture the viewer's attention, and also mentions the piece
that is cut off from the painting which is not in the first transcript. The second transcript appears
to have more focus on analyzing the different elements of the painting and provides more detail
about their observations, while the first transcript provides a more general overview of their
viewing experience.
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The key difference between both transcripts is the focus of the descriptions. The first transcript
primarily focuses on the emotional impact of the painting and the person's feelings and
impressions of it, while the second transcript primarily focuses on the factual aspects of the
painting and the person’s observations and descriptions of its various elements.

The first transcript is highly emotive, the person is describing their personal experience of
looking at the painting, showing their awe and amazement, trying to understand the meaning,
their curiosity and appreciation for the details, colors and light, expressing it as a once in a
lifetime experience and showing their engagement with the art.

On the other hand, the second transcript is more analytical, the person is describing what they
see in the painting, providing a factual description of its elements, reflecting on the size of the
painting, the difficulty of understanding the scene and the chaos of the people, and providing
some observations on the details and the technique but doesn't express any strong emotion
towards it.

The key difference between the two transcripts is the level of detail and analysis provided in the
second transcript compared to the first. The first transcript primarily expresses the speaker's
emotions and feelings upon seeing the painting, whereas the second transcript provides a more
in-depth and analytical commentary on the painting's composition, lighting, and details. The
first transcript focuses on expressing their admiration and surprise at seeing the painting, their
feeling privileged and the size of the painting, the second transcript is more detailed and
analytical, providing observations and insights into the various elements and techniques used
in the painting.

Batch 2

The key difference between the two transcripts is in their level of detail and analysis. The first
transcript provides a more detailed and in-depth description of the painting, including
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observations about the lighting, composition, and expressions on the figures' faces. The speaker
also makes inferences about the historical context of the painting and their own emotional
response to it. In contrast, the second transcript focuses on more structural and numerical
observations, counting the figures in the painting and noting some of their characteristics and
clothing. The observations are more objective in nature, less focused on emotions and less use
of emotive language.

The key difference between both transcripts is the emotional tone of the participant's responses
to the painting. In the first transcript, the participant is in awe of the painting, describing it as
"prachtig” (beautiful) and "bizar" (strange) and praising its level of detail and realism. They are
fascinated by the different stories that seem to be told within the painting and are pleased by
the realistic portrayal of people.

On the other hand, the participant in the second transcript is confused by the painting, and
seems to be unable to understand it. They describe the painting as "ouderwets" (old-fashioned)
and say that it is dark, giving them a "somber” (sombre) feeling. They express that they would
not want to look at the painting for a whole day because it gives them an uncomfortable feeling.
They find the painting hard to understand, and don't want to talk about it.

In summary, the main difference between the two transcripts is that the first participant seems
to be very impressed by the painting, while the second participant is confused and
uncomfortable with the painting.

The key difference between both transcripts would be their focus, one is more objectively
focused on describing the elements of the painting, and the other one is more subjective,
providing an account of the speaker's personal emotional response to the painting.

The first transcript provides a detailed description of the painting, observing elements such as
weapons, drums, and figures, and speculating on their actions and relationships. The speaker
makes many observations about the painting and tries to understand the meaning behind the
painting. They point out the elements of the painting and make observations on their
positioning, lighting and also on their relevance to the painting.

On the other hand, the second transcript focuses more on the emotional response to the
painting. The speaker describes that they find the painting a bit somber, and that it doesn't
evoke much emotion in them. They also express a preference for more color in the painting and
mention that the painting feels blurred to them in the beginning. They also make observations
about details and colors getting more vivid, but these observations are more related to the
emotional response than the visual elements of the painting.
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In summary, the first transcript is more objective in nature, providing a detailed account of the
visual elements of the painting, while the second transcript is more subjective, providing an
account of the speaker's personal emotional response to the painting.

The key difference between the two transcripts is that the first transcript is more focused on the
individual's emotional response to the painting, describing their feelings and impressions, while
the second transcript is more focused on the specific elements of the painting and their
composition and how they interact with each other.

The first transcript is more personal, as the person describes their sense of awe and wonder at
being close to the painting, while they express uncertainty as to whether it is the real painting.
They also describe how the lighting and shadows draw their attention to certain details and how
different elements in the painting catch their eye. They focus more on their personal feelings
and thoughts

On the other hand, the second transcript is more analytical and objective in nature, as the person
describes the elements of the painting, such as the lighting, the positioning of figures, and
background elements. They point out the details of the painting and how the different elements
interact with each other. They focus more on the painting itself, its composition and the details

Both transcripts share that they are both describing the same painting, Rembrandt's The Night

Watch, but the first transcript is more personal and emotional in nature, while the second
transcript is more analytical and objective.
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Batch 3

The key difference between the two transcripts is the overall tone and focus of the descriptions.
The first transcript primarily expresses awe and wonder at the artwork, focusing on its intricate
details, dynamic lighting, and the way the faces are "lit up” or "highlighted."” The person seems
deeply moved by the painting and finds it fascinating to look at. The second transcript, on the
other hand, is more analytical, noting specific details and making observations about the
painting and expressing some confusion or questions about certain elements. The person in this
transcript tends to compare it with other painting and express their reasons for prefering that
painting. It also tends to express their observations of the different elements they see and their
confusion about the location of the painting.

The key difference between the two transcripts is the level of detail and analysis provided by
the speaker. The first transcript provides a more in-depth and thorough description of the
painting, including information on the composition, color palette, historical context, and
individual figures. The speaker also makes more interpretive statements, such as suggesting
that the central figure is drawing the most attention, and noting that the overall composition
creates a "mikado-effect.” In contrast, the second transcript provides a more general and
surface-level description of the painting, focusing primarily on the activity of the figures, the
presence of weapons and musical instruments, and noting the lighting. The speaker makes less
interpretive statements and less focus on the individual figures, and their actions and meaning
in the scene. Also the second speaker does not elaborate much about the painting but mention
some interesting points about the painting and its past.

A key difference between the two transcripts is the level of subjectivity and personal opinion
expressed by the participants. The first transcript expresses a lot of personal opinions, such as
the participant saying they would rather see something modern and that they don't feel
particularly moved by the painting. Additionally, they have a comment on girls being in the
painting. On the other hand, the second transcript is more focused on describing specific details
of the painting and comparing it to the original, with less personal opinion and commentary.
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The second participant also seems to have a better knowledge of the painting and its historical
context.

The key difference between both transcripts is that the first speaker is describing an in-depth,
personal and detailed reflection on their observation of the painting while the second speaker
is mostly focused on recognizing and identifying the painting, speculating on its historical
context, the techniques and methods used and trying to understand the message. The first
speaker is also focusing on the specific elements and aspects that are catching their attention,
how they are evoking emotions and also providing their impression of the painting as a whole,
while in the second transcript, the speaker is mostly trying to understand the details and history
of the painting, rather than having an emotional connection to it.

One key difference between the two transcripts is the level of detail and observation provided
by the participants. The first participant provides a more detailed and in-depth description of
the elements of the painting, including the contrast, fabrics, and characters. They also reflect on
the overall composition and how it draws the viewer in. On the other hand, the second
participant provides a more straightforward and general description of the painting, identifying
it as a part of the Night Watch and listing the elements they can see in the painting, such as a
main character and children.

Another key difference is the level of engagement of the participant with the painting. The first
participant seems to be more engaged with the painting, providing a more detailed description,
and providing their interpretation, reflections, and emotional responses to the painting, while
the second participant provides a more general and surface level description, identifying what
can be seen in the painting.

The other key difference is the level of language proficiency, with the first transcript showing a
more refined language use, and the second participant making some errors and using more
colloquial language.

Batch 4

The key difference between the two transcripts is in the level of personal engagement and
emotional response to the painting. The first transcript provides a detailed and personal
description of the person’s impressions and observations of the painting, with a focus on their
own emotional response to the painting, and the way it makes them feel. The person speaks
about the colors, the expressions on the faces of the people in the painting, the details that can
be observed up close and the sense of the people in the painting having secrets. They convey a
sense of fascination and interest in the painting.
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On the other hand, the second transcript is more focused on providing general and factual
information about the painting. The person notes that the painting is “bekend” (familiar), they
mention the lighting in the painting, and point out that some figures in the painting are
somewhat obscured by darkness. They also mention elements of the painting such as the spears
and lances in the corner, and the man with the large gun who is looking at it interested. They
also mention the historical aspect of the painting, about how it originally was bigger and how
it was cut down to fit the current space it hangs in. They also mention the restoration, the pose
and the background. They also provide critiques of the brushstrokes and the general style of
the painting, noting that they prefer more color. While they point out some of the other details,
they don’t convey the same level of personal engagement or emotional response to the painting
as the first transcript does.

The key ’‘Ifference between the two transcripts is the level of familiarity and certainty the
speakers have with the painting they are discussing.

The first transcript is spoken by someone who is quite familiar with the painting “The Night
Watch”, they refer to it by name and have knowledge about it’s history and restoration process.
They also have a sense of awe and admiration for the painting, discussing the details and hidden
elements within the painting.

The second transcript, on the other hand, is spoken by someone who is less familiar with the
painting and is not sure if the painting they are looking at is the Night Watch or not. They are
trying to make sense of what they are seeing, analyzing the different elements in the painting,
and interpreting them. They also express uncertainty about what is happening in the painting
and the story behind it.

The key difference between the two transcripts is the level of knowledge and familiarity the
speakers have with the artwork they are describing. The first speaker seems to have more
knowledge and familiarity with the artwork, as they are able to identify the painting as the
“Nachtwacht” by Rembrandt van Rijn and provide detailed descriptions of various elements
within the painting such as clothing, borduursels, and facial expressions. The second speaker,
on the other hand, seems to be less familiar with the artwork and is unable to identify the
painting with certainty. They also less detailed in their descriptions and instead focus more on
interpreting the overall scene and the emotions conveyed by the painting.

The key difference between both transcripts is the level of detail and analysis provided by the
speaker about the painting. The first transcript primarily describes the painting in terms of its
appearance, mentioning elements such as a dog and weapons, and expresses confusion about
the meaning of the painting.
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In contrast, the second transcript provides a more detailed and analytical description of the
painting. The speaker mentions specific elements such as lances, a panier, and the clothing of
the figures. They also think about the painting in terms of the layers of varnish, and the lines of
the painting, and also thinking about the fact that part of the painting was cut off and how that
would have affected the overall composition. They describe the man in the poofy pants, and
also think about the context of the painting and what it might depict. They are trying to
understand the meaning of the painting, and make connections and associations.

In summary, the first participant is describing the painting in terms of its appearance, while the
second participant is providing a more detailed and analytical description, trying to understand
the meaning and context of the painting.

The key difference between the two transcripts is that in the first one, the speaker is describing
an artwork that they are observing but they do not give a title or any specific information about
the artwork. However, in the second transcript, the speaker identifies the artwork as “De
Nachtwacht” (The Night Watch) by Rembrandt. The speaker in the second transcript seems to
have more knowledge about the artwork and is able to provide more detailed and specific
information about the painting such as the skill required for the detailed stitching and the
hidden figures in the background. Also the second participant has more of a personal opinion
on the artwork and would not hang it on their own wall.

One key difference between the two transcripts is the level of knowledge and familiarity that
the individuals have with the painting. The first transcript is from someone who seems to have
less knowledge about the painting, and is trying to make sense of what they are seeing,
describing different figures and objects, and trying to interpret the scene depicted in the
painting. They express uncertainty about some aspects of the painting, and don’t seem to have
a deep understanding of the painting. On the other hand, the second transcript is from someone
who has a more extensive knowledge of the painting and is able to comment on its composition,
use of light, and attention to detail. They refer to the painting as a "known" and "famous" piece
and have an overall opinion that it is "interesting” and well-composed. They also have a better
understanding of the historical context of the painting, such as the changes it may have
undergone, and the artist himself. They also point out some of the unconventional elements of
the painting that may be less obvious to someone with less knowledge of the work.
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Summaries

Prompt:
Please provide a 200 word summary for the following text:

Summary Batch 1

The two transcripts are about two people's observations of a painting. The key difference
between them is the level of detail and depth of analysis provided by the second transcripf]
compared to the first. The first transcript provides a more general overview of the viewer's
observations as they move their attention around the painting, noting various elements
such as figures, clothing, and lighting. The second transcript gives a more detailed
description of the painting and its elements, comparing and contrasting different aspects
of the painting, such as the details in the clothing and faces of the figures, and the lighting.
It also mentions the piece that is cut off from the painting which is not in the first]
transcript. Furthermore, it provides more information about the history of the painting
and its restoration, and identifies specific elements such as a dog, chicken or dove, and
the presence of Rembrandt himself in the painting. Additionally, the second transcript is
more analytical, providing factual description of its elements and reflecting on the size of]
the painting, the difficulty of understanding the scene and the chaos of the people. In
contrast, the first transcript is more emotive, focusing on the personal experience of
looking at the painting, showing their awe and amazement, trying to understand the|
meaning, and expressing it as a once in a lifetime experience.

Summary Batch 2

The main difference between the two transcripts discussed in the text is the focus of the
speaker's observations and their emotional tone. The first transcript is more detailed and
in-depth, with the speaker providing a detailed description of the painting, including
observations about the lighting, composition, and expressions on the figures' faces. The

also make inferences about the historical context of the painting and their own emotional

response to it, describing it as "prachtig" (beautiful) and "bizar" (strange) and praising its
level of detail and realism. The second transcript, in contrast, is more focused on structural
and numerical observations, counting the figures in the painting and noting some of thei

characteristics and clothing. The observations are more objective in nature, less focused
on emotions and less use of emotive language. The participant in the second transcript
describes the painting as "ouderwets" (old-fashioned) and says that it is dark, giving them
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a "somber” (sombre) feeling. They express that they would not want to look at the painting
for a whole day because it gives them an uncomfortable feeling. In summary, the main

difference between the two transcripts is that the first participant seems to be ver
impressed by the painting, while the second participant is confused and uncomfortable
with the painting.

Summary Batch 3

The main difference between the two transcripts is the tone, focus and level of detail
provided by the speakers. The first transcript is more emotional and expresses awe and
wonder towards the artwork, focusing on its intricate details, dynamic lighting and
highlights on the faces. The person in the first transcript is deeply moved by the painting
and finds it fascinating. In contrast, the second transcript is more analytical, providing a
more general and surface-level description of the painting, focusing primarily on the
activity of the figures and their presence of weapons and musical instruments. It also notes
the lighting and makes less interpretive statements and less focus on the individual figures
and their meaning in the scene. Additionally, the second speaker seems to have a bette
knowledge of the painting and its historical context. Another key difference is the level off
engagement with the painting, the first speaker seems to be more engaged, providing a
more detailed description and a personal reflection, while the second speaker is more
focused on recognizing, identifying and understanding the details and history of the

Summary Batch 4

The text describes two transcripts of different people discussing the same painting, and
highlights the key differences between them. The main difference between the two
transcripts is the level of personal engagement and emotional response to the painting,
as well as the level of familiarity and certainty the speakers have with the painting. The
first transcript is spoken by someone who is quite familiar with the painting, “The Night
Watch”, they refer to it by name and have knowledge about its history and restoration
process. They also have a sense of awe and admiration for the painting, discussing the

details and hidden elements within the painting. On the other hand, the second transcript
is spoken by someone who is less familiar with the painting and is not sure if the painting
they are looking at is the Night Watch or not. They are trying to make sense of what the

are seeing, analyzing the different elements in the painting, and interpreting them. They
also express uncertainty about what is happening in the painting and the story behind it.
Additionally, the first transcript tends to describe the painting in terms of its appearance
and express confusion about the meaning of the painting, while the second transcript
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provides a more detailed and analytical description of the painting, with the speake
focusing on specific elements such as lances, a panier and the clothing of the figures, and

also thinking about the painting in terms of the layers of varnish, and the lines of the
painting and how it was cut off and how that would have affected the overall composition.

Overall Summary

Prompt:

(fed all summaries above)

The text describes the differences between two transcripts of two people's observations of a
painting. The first transcript is more emotive, focusing on the personal experience of looking
at the painting, showing awe and amazement, trying to understand the meaning, and
expressing it as a once in a lifetime experience. The person in this transcript is deeply moved
by the painting and finds it fascinating, providing a detailed description of the painting and its
intricate details, dynamic lighting and highlights on the faces, and expressing its beauty and
realism.

The second transcript is more analytical, providing a more general and surface-level description
of the painting, focusing primarily on the activity of the figures and their presence of weapons
and musical instruments. It also notes the lighting, but makes less interpretive statements and
has less focus on the individual figures and their meaning in the scene. Additionally, the second
speaker seems to have a better knowledge of the painting and its historical context, including
information on its restoration and the identification of specific elements such as a dog, chicken
or dove, and the presence of Rembrandt himself in the painting.

The main difference between the two transcripts is the tone, focus, and level of detail provided
by the speakers. The first transcript is more emotional and expresses awe and wonder towards
the artwork, while the second transcript is more analytical, providing objective observations
and less emotive language. Additionally, the second speaker seems to be more knowledgeable
about the painting and its historical context, but less engaged with the painting, providing a
more general and surface-level description of the painting.

Page 11 of 11



