NVSQ Data Transparency Policy for Results Based on Experiments:
Changes in Article Submission Guidelines
Transparency is a key condition for robust and reliable knowledge, and the advancement of
scholarship over time. In order to improve the transparency of research published in NVSQ,
the journal is introducing a policy requiring authors of manuscripts reporting on data from
experiments to provide, upon submission, access to the data and the code that produced the
results reported. This will be a condition for the manuscript to proceed through the blind peer
review process.
The policy will be implemented as a pilot for papers reporting results of experiments only.
For manuscripts reporting on other types of data, the submission guidelines will not be
changed at this time.
Rationale
This policy is a step forward strengthening research in our field through greater transparency
about research design, data collection and analysis. Greater transparency of data and analytic
procedures will produce fairer, more constructive reviews and, ultimately, even higher quality
articles published in NVSQ. Reviewers can only evaluate the methodologies and findings
fully when authors describe the choices they made and provide the materials used in their
study.
Sample composition and research design features can affect the results of experiments, as can
sheer coincidence. To assist reviewers and readers in interpreting the research, it is important
that authors describe relevant features of the research design, data collection, and analysis.
Such details are also crucial to facilitate replication. NVSQ receives very few, and thus rarely
publishes replications, although we are open to doing so. Greater transparency will facilitate
the ability to reinforce, or question, research results through replication (Peters, 1973; Smith,
1994; Helmig, Spraul & Temp, 2012).
Greater transparency is also good for authors. Articles with open data appear to have a
citation advantage: they are cited more frequently in subsequent research (Colavizza et al.,
2020; Drachen et al., 2016). The evidence is not experimental: the higher citation rank of
articles providing access to data may be a result of higher research quality. Regardless of
whether the policy improves the quality of new research or attracts higher quality existing
research – if higher quality research is the result, then that is exactly what we want.
Previously, the official policy of our publisher, SAGE, was that authors were ‘encouraged’ to
make the data available. It is likely though that authors were not aware of this policy because
it was not mentioned on the journal website. In any case, this voluntary policy clearly did not
stimulate the provision of data because data are available for only a small fraction of papers
in the journal. Evidence indicates that a data sharing policy alone is ineffective without
enforcement (Stodden, Seiler, & Ma, 2018; Christensen et al., 2019). Even when authors
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include a phrase in their article such as 'data are available upon request,' research shows that
this does not mean that authors comply with such requests (Wicherts et al., 2006; Krawczyk
& Reuben, 2012). Therefore, we are making the provision of data a requirement for the
assignment of reviewers.
Data Transparency Guidance for Manuscripts using Experiments
Authors submitting manuscripts to NVSQ in which they are reporting on results from
experiments are kindly requested to provide a detailed description of the target sample and
the way in which the participants were invited, informed, instructed, paid, and debriefed.
Also, authors are requested to describe all decisions made and questions answered by the
participants and provide access to the stimulus materials and questionnaires. Most
importantly, authors are requested to share the data and code that produced the reported
findings available for the editors and reviewers. Please make sure you do so anonymously,
i.e. without identifying yourself as an author of the manuscript.
When you submit the data, please ensure that you are complying with the requirements of
your institution’s Institutional Review Board or Ethics Review Committee, the privacy laws
in your country such as the GDPR, and other regulations that may apply. Remove personal
information from the data you provide (Ursin et al., 2019). For example, avoid logging IP and
email addresses in online experiments and any other personal information of participants that
may identify their identities.
The journal will not host a separate archive. Instead, deposit the data at a platform of your
choice, such as Dataverse, Github, Zenodo, or the Open Science Framework. We accept data
in Excel (.xls, .csv), SPSS (.sav, .por) with syntax (.sps), data in Stata (.dta) with a do-file,
and projects in R.
When authors have successfully submitted the data and code along with the paper, the Area
Editor will verify whether the data and code submitted actually produce the results reported.
If (and only if) this is the case, then the submission will be sent out to reviewers. This means
that reviewers will not have to verify the computational reproducibility of the results. They
will be able to check the integrity of the data and the robustness of the results reported.
As we introduce the data availability policy, we will closely monitor the changes in the
number and quality of submissions, and their scholarly impact, anticipating both collective
and private benefits (Popkin, 2019). We have scored the data transparency of 20 experiments
submitted in the first six months of 2020, using a checklist counting 49 different criteria. In 4
of these submissions some elements of the research were preregistered. The average
transparency was 38 percent. We anticipate that the new policy improves transparency scores.
The policy takes effect for new submissions on July 1, 2020.
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Background: Development of the Policy
The NVSQ Editorial Team has been working on policies for enhanced data and analytic
transparency for several years, moving forward in a consultative manner. We established a
Working Group on Data Management and Access which provided valuable guidance in its
2018 report, including a preliminary set of transparency guidelines for research based on data
from experiments and surveys, interviews and ethnography, and archival sources and social
media. A wider discussion of data transparency criteria was held at the 2019 ARNOVA
conference in San Diego, as reported here. Participants working with survey and
experimental data frequently mentioned access to the data and code as a desirable practice for
research to be published in NVSQ.
Eventually, separate sets of guidelines for each type of data will be created, recognizing that
commonly accepted standards vary between communities of researchers (Malicki et al., 2019;
Beugelsdijk, Van Witteloostuijn, & Meyer, 2020). Regardless of which criteria will be used,
reviewers can only evaluate these criteria when authors describe the choices they made and
provide the materials used in their study.
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