Online Appendix for the Paper:  
Does “Precocious Research Creativity” Account for Notable 
Late Career Research Achievements by Political Scientists?


Our Data Set

	We observe here as well as in our manuscript that our base data set is the one for Hill’s (2021) PS paper that presents seven descriptively derived research career paths that were followed by different subsets of his sample of political scientists who began their careers in research institutions in 1988 and 1989. The replication data set is available at Hill (2020).  Notably, in his PS paper Hill describes those alternative research paths but does not test hypotheses about what might account for why scholars follow different ones.  
	We also adopted Hill’s data collection procedures discussed in his paper and Online Appendix in adding to our data the comparable 1990 cohort of political scientists entering their first assistant professor appointments in PhD granting institutions as reported in PS.  Thus, like Hill, to document these scholars’ publication records we relied on complete vita when they were available on one or another website for each individual, and we supplemented partial publication records on such sites with additional searches in the Social Science Citation Index, JSTOR, ResearchGate, and Amazon for book publications.
Hill’s data set, and ours, were created from publicly available sources such as those listed above.  Of particular note, however, is the fact that his and our data sets include variables which could be used to identify individual subjects.  We explain below how we would eliminate that possibility in the data set we would archive with the Harvard Dataverse if our paper is accepted for publication and under the guidance of the editors of PS.
	Also, because the rankings of scholarly journals and book publishers are central to the value of this data set, we note that Hill summarized evidence in his Online Appendix for the over-time and over-ratings-groups validity of those rankings from Garand and Giles (2003, 294-302), Garand, Giles, Blais, and McLean (2009, 715-717), Garand and Giles (2011, 379-382).
	Like he did, we also added Perspectives on Politics and Political Analysis, journals that begin publication after the Garand and Giles (2003) paper appeared, to our tier 2 article list based on their reported Impact Factors.  

The Journals and Book Publishers in the Top Tier Ranks
As stated in our paper, we adopted Hill’s decision to combine the original “tier 1” and “tier 2” journals and “tier 1” and “tier 2” book publishers into one top tier category for each kind of publication. The original tier 1 journals in the Garand and Giles (2003) data set, in rank order, were the American Political Science Review, the American Journal of Political Science, and the Journal of Politics.
The original tier 2 journals in the Garand and Giles data, also in rank order, were World Politics, International Organization, British Journal of Political Science, American Sociological Review, American Economic Review, Comparative Politics, American Journal of Sociology, Comparative Political Studies, PS: Political Science and Politics, Political Research Quarterly, International Studies Quarterly, Political Science Quarterly, Public Opinion Quarterly, Journal of Conflict Resolution, International Security, Legislative Studies Quarterly, Political Theory, and the Public Administration Review.
The tier 1 book publishers in the Garand and Giles (2011) survey were, in rank order, Cambridge University Press, Princeton University Press, Oxford University Press, and the University of Chicago Press.
The tier 2 book publishers, again in rank order, were Harvard University Press, Cornell University Press, the University of Michigan Press, Yale University Press, and the University Press of Kansas. 

Our Compliance with the APSA’s Statement of Principles and Guidance for Human Subjects Research
	As explained above, the original data set includes variables that could be used to identify specific subjects which were collected from public sources and which evidently were acceptable under the human subjects data requirements of PS in the year the Hill paper was published.  Such public data do not appear to be explicitly considered in the new and more comprehensive principles for the protection of human subjects adopted in 2022 for papers newly submitted to PS:  Political Science and Politics and the American Political Science Review.  However, if our paper is accepted for publication, we will adopt the advice of the PS editors –  based on the APSA’s 2022 Statement of Principles and Guidance for Human Subjects Research –  to ensure respondent confidentiality and protection from harm for the information we report in our paper and in the data set that would be archived on the Harvard Dataverse site.
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