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Self- Correction

Make it required

Make it normative

User Interface/Experience Make it easy

M Make it rewarding
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If transparency 1s optional,
mcentives will always favor those who opt out
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ASSOCIATION FOR
Editorial PSYCHOLOGICAL SCIENCE

Transparency Is Now the Default
at Psychological Science
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Hardwicke et al. (2018)
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Transparency doesn’t guarantee credibility.
Transparency guarantees ™®
we’ll get the credibility we deserve.
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Make it required Make it required

M Make it rewarding ~_° Make it rewarding

Make it normative Make it normative

User Interface/Experience Make it easy User Interface/Experience Make it easy
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“We typically expect
that errors will be caught
n the peer review process.”
- Uhiversity of Melbourne [an
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RESEARCH ARTICLE SUMMARY

PSYCHOLOGY

Estimating the reproducibility of
psychological science

p-value

Open Science Collaboration®

tion Power




1 m 8 psychology articles (Nuilten et
published from ©85t0 2083  **"
m 8 top journals
had a pvalue with a ““gross inconsistency”
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RESEARCH ARTICLE SUMMARY

PSYCHOLOGY

Estimating the reproducibility of
psychological science

p-value

Open Science Collaboration®

tion Power




Handling editor may or
may not send revision to
external reviewers

Handling editor may
choose Tier 2 or Tier 3
depending on the nature of
the revision

Psychological Science Peer Review Workflow

Manuscript

Submitted STAR Editor Roles

Tier 1 Review <«—Ad-hoc advice
Reject Handling editors

evaluate submission

Assigntoa

Revision handling editor

» Tier 2 Review <«—  Ad-hoc advice

Handling editor invites
external reviewers,
Reject considers reviews and
STAR input, and makes
a decision

Light transparency
checks

Revise and
resubmit

Conditional
accept

Tier 3 Review

Handling editor
Reject considers outcome of
(hopefully in-depth transparency
very rarel) review

\]
Revise and

Accept!
resubmit p
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-« In-depth transparency checks



ASSOCIATION FOR
Editorial PSYCHOLOGICAL SCIENCE

Why Should You Trust Research
Published in Psychological Science?
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POSTPUFICATION (RITIQLEIN PSYXH I OGY

Post-Publication Critique Policy and Restriction Statements in Prominent Psychology Journals

Accepts PPC (Whamond,
B Archive et al, 2025)

No Explicit
No Implicit

Yes

Journal Policy
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POSTPUHICATION (RITIQLEIN PSYXHIOGY

Hman scum

Replication bullies
Methodological terrorists
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Artist: KC Green
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"Al this i1s normal science, not crisis.
Areplication failure is not a
scientific problem;
it 1s an opportunity to find limiting
conditions and contextual effects.

(¥ course studies don’t always replicate.”

-Fske, Shachter, & Taylor (2016)
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Journals

Economics and Finance

™ T INSTITUTE for
L. .1 REPLICATION

American Economic Journal: Applied Economics

American Economic Journal: Economic Policy

American Economic Journal: Macroeconomics

American Economic Review
American Economic Review: Insights
Economic Journal

Journal of Development Economics
Journal of Political Economy

Review of Economic Studies
Quarterly Journal of Economics

Political Science

American Journal of Political Science
American Political Science Review
Journal of Politics

State Politics & Policy Quarterly

Institute for Replication @i4replication.bsky.social - 5mo
We are thrilled to announce a new collaboration with Psychological
Science.

Papers published in PS following January 1st, 2024 will be
candidates for I14R to computationally reproduce, stress-test and
replicate.

Q21 tib Q15
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Meta
Analysis

Systematic
Reviews

Critically Appraised
Sources

Randomized
Controlled Trials (RCT)

Controlled Trials
(Non-RCT)

Cohort Studies

Case Control Studies

Image:

Case Reports / Case Series https://beryliveylibrary
.wordpress.com/2022/
08/17/what-does-my-
Background Information & Expert Opinion prof-mean-by-levels-
of-evidence-food-
nutrition-science/
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flature ARTICLES

human behaViour https://doi.org/10.1038/541562-019-0787-z

Corrected: Author correction

Comparing meta-analyses and preregistered
multiple-laboratory replication projects

Amanda Kvarven'?, Eirik Stremland'? and Magnus Johannesson ®2*

..Imeta-analytic effect sizes are almost three times as large
as replication effect sizes.
We also implement three methods for correcting meta-analysis
for bias, but these methods do not substantively improve the
meta-analytic results.
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Transparency is 5. Journals arepart 8. Acrisis can

necessary for credibility of the problem look a lot like

Transparencyis hardto 6. Expect more from ‘normal

change journals science’

Require transparency® 7. Peerreviewisnot 9. Meta-analysis

Transparency 1s magic 1S not magic
not magic (love your critics)




James Heathers ' |
@jamesheathers S

"Science is self-correcting” - sure, *when we
correct it*, not because of Magical Progress

(tm).
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THANK YOU.

simine(@gmail.com

, (@siminevazire

CREDITS: This presentation template was created
Slidesgoincluding icons by Flaticon and infographics &
images by Freepik
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