








Extended Data Fig. 2 | Reasons for selecting paper? (Select all which apply). 
Data collected via survey of our reproducers after completing their reports. 
This figure illustrates the responses to the question: ‘For what reasons did you 
select your specific paper to reproduce and/or replicate from the list of papers 
provided?
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Extended Data Fig. 3 | Percentage of papers with a replication folder. The 
total sample is 1150 papers with 120 papers per year from 2019 to 2023 and 110 
papers per year from 2018 to 2014. Each journal has 10 papers per year except 
American Economic Review: Insights which only formally became a journal in 
2019 (and are omitted in earlier years). The journals sampled over correspond 
to those used in the manuscript’s main analysis, three from political science 
and nine from economics. The political science journals include: American 
Journal of Political Science, American Political Science Review, and Journal of 
Politics. The economics journals include: American Economic Review, Quarterly 
Journal of Economics, Review of Economic Studies, Journal of Political Economy, 
American Economic Journal: Macroeconomics, American Economic Journal: 
Applied Economics, American Economic Journal: Economic Policy, American 
Economic Review: Insights, Economic Journal.



Extended Data Fig. 4 | Percentage of papers with a replication folder by 
discipline. Panel (a) is for papers published in economics journals where Panel 
(b) is for papers published in political science. The total sample is the same as 
Extended Data Fig. 3 is 1150 papers, where 850 papers are in the economics 
sample and 300 papers are in the political science sample.
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Extended Data Fig. 5 | Percentage replication folders’ with contents 
conditional on they should have a replication folder. Each subfigure 
represents the proportion of the replication folders which affirmatively (‘Yes’) 
contained the variable (displayed as the title). The ‘Not Yes’ in the legend 
corresponds to those replication folders which did not affirm (‘No’) or had only 
‘Some’ of the required contents. Each sample is over those observations where 
categories are applicable (i.e. not all replication packages require the same 
contents).



Extended Data Fig. 6 | Percentage replication folders’ with contents 
conditional on they should have a replication folder. Each subfigure 
represents the proportion of the replication folders which affirmatively  
(‘Yes’) contained the variable (displayed as the title). The ‘Not Yes’ in the  
legend corresponds to those replication folders which did not affirm (‘No’)  
or had only ‘Some’ of the required contents. Each sample is over those 
observations where categories are applicable (i.e. not all replication packages 
require the same contents).
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Extended Data Fig. 7 | Reasons unable to conduct robustness checks. This Figure illustrates the share of teams who were unable to perform robustness checks 
(top-left), replications (top-right), key variable recodes (bottom-right) or extensions (bottom-left) for various reasons represented by the different coloured bars.



Extended Data Fig. 8 | Distributions of t-statistics for original studies and 
re-analyses. The top panels display a histogram of test statistics for t ∈ [0, 5], 
with bins of width 0.1. The top left panel includes all original studies in our data 
set. The top right panel includes all re-analysis estimates in our data set. Vertical 
reference lines are displayed at conventional two-tailed significance levels.  

We superimpose an Epanechnikov kernel (which includes renormalization at 0). 
The bottom figures display histograms of test statistics for p-values  ∈ [0.0025, 
0.1500], with bins of width 0.0025, among original studies and those from 
re-analyses, respectively.
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Extended Data Fig. 9 | Distributions of t-statistics and P-values by field. We 
restrict the sample to articles published in the indicated field journals. Top 
panels display histograms of test statistics for t ∈ [0, 5], with bins of width 0.1 
respectively. Vertical reference lines are displayed at conventional two-tailed 

significance levels. We superimpose an Epanechnikov kernel density curve 
(which includes renormalization at 0). Bottom panels display histograms of 
test statistics for p-values  ∈ [0.0025, 0.1500], with bins of width 0.0025.



Extended Data Fig. 10 | Relative reproduced effect size. 48% of relative effect 
sizes are exactly equal to or greater than 1. This figure illustrates the ratio of 
re-analysis estimates and original estimates. The standardized effect sizes are 
normalized so that 1 equals the original effect size. A positive value indicates 
that the re-analysis estimate is in the same direction as in the original study.  
A negative value indicates that the re-analysis estimate is not in the same 
direction as in the original study. Outliers (3%) are excluded for visibility.










