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We thank the reviewers for their generous comments on the paper.

Tom Clune, in his review, points out a potential sixth hypothesis to explain our results.
We agree this is a possibility, and indeed it’s consistent with other observations we
have made of the software development process for these models. We will be happy
to add this to the discussion of the results in the paper.

Tom also raises a concern with our focus on code correctness, potentially to the exclu-
sion of other interpretations of model quality, specifically the issue of productivity. This
is an important question that we have pondered during our research, and we hope to
investigate this in future work. We will add a comment to this effect in the paper, to
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clarify how we chose to focus the analysis for this study.
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