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Introduction 

What role for grant-makers? 

 

Create an environment that is 
conducive to RTR 



1. Share your values 
2. Set ground rules  
3. Motivate 
4. Nudge  
5. Monitor 
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Regardless of the difficulty of 
doing RTR… 
 
… Being committed to RTR is like 
being pregnant: 
 
Either you are or you’re not. 
 
You might as well let your 
stakeholders know where you stand. 

Share your values 
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Key decisions: 

•  Whether to register? 
•  How to register? 
•  Where to register? 
•  When to register? 
 

Decision maker: 

•  Sponsor?  
•  Investigators? 

Set ground rules 
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Exploratory	
Analysis	

Confirmatory
Analysis	
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Nudge 

#1 
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Fig	2.	Reportedly	available	data.	

Kidwell	MC,	Lazarević	LB,	Baranski	E,	Hardwicke	TE,	Piechowski	S,	et	al.	(2016)	Badges	to	Acknowledge	Open	PracMces:	A	Simple,	Low-Cost,	
EffecMve	Method	for	Increasing	Transparency.	PLOS	Biology	14(5):	e1002456.	hUps://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.1002456	
hUp://journals.plos.org/plosbiology/arMcle?id=10.1371/journal.pbio.1002456	
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https://cos.io/prereg/ 
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#3 



http://www.bitss.org/education/manual-of-best-practices/ 
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Use checklists manually: 

•  PAP to assess the grantees’ 
adherence to the original 
protocol;  

•  DRESS for filing; 
•  CONSORT for reporting;  
•  APA for statistical output. 

Monitor 



You could also be given access 
to: 

•  The workflow diagram; 
•  All files, including command 
files. 

 

 

Monitor 
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STATCHECK		
… is	an	R	package	and	R-based	website	that	detects	
staMsMcal	misreporMng…	
…	reported	in	APA	format…	
…	by	comparing	reported	p-values	with	
recomputed	p-values…	
…	bearing	in	mind	that	p-values	can	straight-
forwardly	computed	from,	e.g.:	
– A	test	staMsMc		
– Nb	of	df	

Monitor 



Let’s give it a try: 

http://statcheck.io/index.php  

 

With Papers: 

Part_4_P1 

Part_4_P2 

Part_4_P3 

Monitor 



PROs: 
•  User friendly 
•  Does not require 
access to dataset 

•  Being piloted by 
an Elsevier 
journal. 

CONs 
•  Only works with 
APA-formatted 
data 

•  Assumes that only 
p-values are 
misreported (not 
test stat) 

•  Finds 60% of APA-
reported stats 

•  80% reliable. 
•  ? 
	

Monitor 



Nudge 

Assessing RTR 



RTR is achieved when: 

•  The PAP is implemented; 
•  Deviations from the PAP are 
indicated, justified and 
reasonable; 

•  All files are accessible; 
•  Results can be reproduced. 

 

Monitor 



Monitoring ≠ Controlling  

 

Monitoring:  

No consequences for grantees 

 

Controlling : 

Consequences (e.g. require 
amendments, suspend release of 
funding, etc.). 

Monitor 



Conclusion 



The success of your RTR strategy 
depends on: 

•  The strength of the 
organisation’s commitment to 
RTR; 

•  The clarity of its policies; 
•  The comprehensiveness of the 
strategy. 

Monitor 


