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Comparison of Technical Papers 

 The Art of Digital Publishing: A foundation of combined standards to support the future 

of publishing by Daniel Lynch and Content Conditioning and Distribution for Dynamic Virtual 

World by Jeff Terrace are reports that explain the benefits of new techniques and software within 

the realm of Computer Science. In his essay, Lynch demonstrates “the documentation, 

philosophy, and implementation of a web-based typesetting platform” (Lynch 7), 

LaTeX2HTML5, while Jeff Terrace deals with a Metaverse platform called Sirikata that aims to 

“support large, complex worlds” (Terrace 3) with today’s technology. From here, we will 

compare the essays in terms of the quality of their communication, design, and syntax and 

cadence. 

 Clear communication is the most important aspect to a technical essay. In this category, 

Jeffrey Terrace comes out as the stronger communicator of the two. Terrace’s writing is 

refreshingly easy to understand. Even though Terrace’s topic is more technical, he manages to 

pick words that are the more audience-friendly; Lynch’s less technical topic, on the other hand, 

seems to be held back by his run-on sentences. Terrace utilizes examples extensively to his 

advantage, while Lynch chooses only to sprinkle examples here and there. However, Lynch 

manages to use his graphics as aids better than Terrace. After each graphic, he explains the 

graphic and ties it into the writing, whereas Terrace either does not fully tie the graphic into the 
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writing or does so too late. Unfortunately, Lynch’s good usage of graphics does not make up for 

the lack of examples because they require a greater amount of analysis by the reader. 

 The design of a technical essay can greatly influence the reader’s ability to understand the 

information. Often times, a reader’s first impression comes from the design of the essay. In my 

analysis, the report that illustrates stronger design principles is the dissertation of Jeff Terrace. 

The wider spacing of lines and larger font size make the essay feel less cramped and confusing. 

The usage of differing font sizes for titles eliminates the possibility of the essay feeling like a 

manual, which is what Lynch’s essay comes off as at times. Lynch’s small font size strains the 

eyes of the reader, and the writing feels too close to the top and bottom of the page. Lastly, the 

margin on the left side is much larger than Lynch’s margin. This is the preferred design because 

it allows the readers to move their eyes less as they’re reading. In fact, Wikipedia recently 

updated their site to be more center-focused in the same manner. Along with this seemingly 

inconsequential design factor, Terrace manages to rise above Lynch in design. 

 When it came to syntax and cadence, Lynch really took a nosedive. Lynch’s abstract and 

introductions were often riddled with confusing phrases, such as: 

First, in closing the gap for non-web-technical authors to express ideas and concepts 

through Web technology without the knowledge of coding or user interface design, by 

mapping a typesetting language to interactive programming. Second, in providing deep, 

educational experiences for our youth to engage more in the sciences, and begin to use 

exploration and creativity in learning through interactive textbooks. (Lynch 6) 

His sentences did not flow well because they were often either too long or poorly punctuated. 

Furthermore, the essay was full of mistakes, from grammatical errors to typos, such as “This can 
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be very useful, espcially [sic] for porting” (Lynch 82). On the other hand, Terrace’s essay had 

great flow. He used transitional words tastefully and varied his sentence length. The sentences 

did not feel like blocks of information because they were divided up elegantly. For example, on 

page 13, Terrace writes, “In contrast to using distance as an importance metric, a space server 

might have to search all other space servers to answer a Pinto query. However, using distance 

would mean that an observer can only see objects within a fixed distance—resulting in a poor 

user experience.” This division is important because it gives the reader pacing, contributing to a 

better reading experience. 

 While Lynch may not have succeeded in creating an essay that is well-organized, he 

excelled in adding in useful graphics that enhanced the essay. When the topic got too technical, 

he was persistent in providing further visual aid. In comparison, Terrace handled the details and 

the presentation of his essay exceptionally well. He provided enough explanation in the 

beginning for inexperienced readers and enough depth for his actual audience, the faculty of 

Princeton University. If both authors were to revise these reports again in the near future, my 

recommendation for Lynch would be to proofread his essay and work on his design. My 

recommendations for Terrace would be tie in his graphics and explain technical terms better in 

the later parts of his essay. 

 In conclusion, Terrace had the stronger report because the report’s design was well-

thought out, the syntax was simple, his sentence lengths were varied, and the sections of the 

report flowed into each other smoothly. Everything from font sizes to margins were planned, and 

he did not have grammatical errors. However, I believe that Lynch will be able to improve his 

reports in the future with the help of practice, peer-review, and proofreading.  


