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1. Dos of winning a Nobel Prize
· Be firm on your opinions. 
· Do not fall back after criticism.
· Work with a focused mindset.
· Work in a team that is focused despite criticism.
Don'ts of winning a Nobel Prize
· Criticize other people's personalities. 
· Give up upon rejection.
· Argue with those who criticize you. 
2. In my view, Watson aimed to show how his lack of interest in the genes transfers from one generation to other open doors for him. The author also explains how his life was transformed by meeting Francis Crick and his future changes. Finally, Watson also describes how academic resolutions during those times were a hindrance to discovering the double helix. 
3. I believe that the behavior for both Crick and Watson is typical for scientists. The analytical nature of scientists where they are always quick to see errors and criticize. The other professionals that might behave similarly are astrologers. The professionals in predicting the various aspects of people's lives and personalities may tend to be very analytical. Therefore, they might be very quick to note mistakes in their observance and be quick to make conclusions. 
4. Crick and Watson used certain tactics so as to win. The models they applied was different from other scientists. Stick and ball was the strategy applied which brought out various possible structures of the DNA. The other scientists used experimental methods thus if Crick and Watson applied similar tactics, they would not have won the prize. 
5. I attribute the success of Watson to the scientific intuition. The scientific perception made him change school to pursue scientific studies regarding Xray and genes transfer. 
6. Emotions play a critical role in scientific truth, according to the author. If people do not control their emotions in scientific research, the project might fail. This occurs mostly when there is criticism in the process. The feelings of discouragement may bring down the project. If Crick and Watson did not control their emotions when they faced rejection and criticism for their work, they might have given up. The aspect of beauty is also significant in the scientific inventions because Crick and Watson realized that apart from being powerful and mysterious, the DNA is also a beautiful object. 
7. Relationships play a significant role in the progress of research. A good relationship is a catalyst for progress. A good example is a relationship between Watson and Crick, where were it not for Crick's contribution; he could not have progressed in his quest for DNA knowledge. On the other hand, a bad relationship can inhibit the progress in research. There was the strained relationship between Wilkins and Pauling and the two students Crick and Watson, which threatened the two's success in their quest for successful research in DNA. When they tried using the model of Pauling the 3-D model, their colleagues criticized them heavily. The two had recorded incorrect Xray measurements. When they used correct measurements, they were also criticized, thus inhibiting the progress of the research. 
8. There are positive reviewers of the Double Helix book. Kirstin Purves is a psychiatrist having studied psychology. She, however, has interests in integrating experimental psychology to statistical genetics. The two are vital in the understanding of etiological development disorder. Kirstin gave positive reviews about the book by recommending the book to anyone who may have an interest in understanding their existential rage. Kirstin did a positive review because her high interests are in the quest for understanding the autobiography of the minds behind the DNA structure. Jonathan Coleman is a lecturer in statistical genetics. His interests are in the application of genetic epidemiology and statistical genetics. He uses the two in studying psychiatric disorders in his field of psychology. He said that the book was detailed enough that he could not add any more details. The positive reviews are because the interests are in using the information on DNA to delve deeper into the study of psychology. Vicki Doronina pursued a Ph.D. in Molecular Biology. She has worked as a postdoc in several universities in the Russel group in the UK. She explains that though the book has controversies, the book remains engaging and very significant to the study of molecular biology. In my opinion, therefore, the positive review is regarding the deep understanding of the DNA structure to molecular biology. 
9. The book also has readers who found it not worth, thus giving negative reviews. Jimmy James, an electrical engineer, read the book and claimed that it is not worth it. The reviewer does so because his educational background is mostly not biological, but in physics, trying to explain the biological terms in DNA might be a challenge to the individual. Tim Radford was a freelance journalist as well as an author of scientific work. He has awards where he scooped the Association of British Science Writers four times. Regarding the book by Watson, Tim states that Watson needs to be modest in his works. Therefore, in my opinion, the freelance journalist being a science writer also has some aspects of scientists criticizing any mistake without delving deeper to understand the source of the happening.
10. There is a pattern on the reviews delivered, both negative and positive. Most of the reviewers acknowledge that the book has some controversies. Conversely, they also highlight their significance in their fields of study. 


