Wikis
- A Web site developed collaboratively by a
community of users, allowing any user to

add and edit content.
« Wikipedia has:
29,562,448 pages
4,174,971 articles
18,504,474 users (Norway pop. = 4,953.000)
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Wikimedia Shop Several studies have been done to assess the reliability of Wikipedia. A

notable early study in the journal Nature said that in 2005, Wikipedi
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found that Wikipedia's depth ar\d coverage were of a high standard. Concerns
regarding readability were raised in a study published by the American Society of Clinical Oncologyl“’] and a study published in
Psychological Medicine (2012).1°)

ipedia is open to y and editing, so of its reliability usually include examinations of how quickly
false or misleading information is removed. An early study conducted by IBM researchers in 2003—two years following Wikipedia's
—found that is usually repaired extremely quickly—so quickly that most users will never see its effects"('!)
and concluded that ipedia had ffective self-healing ities".[12) A 2007 pes study stated that "42% of
damage is repaired almost i there are still of millions of damaged views."[1!

Several incidents have also been publicized in which false information has lasted for a long time in Wikipedia. In May 2005, a user
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