
Study characteristics Sample characteristics Survey characteristics Comments
Study name Citation Supplementary filesOpen survey materialsOpen survey dataStart data collectionEnd data collectionLocation Discipline Career path/stagePopulation Sample size OS themes Open access Open peer-reviewPre-printing Open data Open code OER Pre-registration Public engagementComments
Sorry we′re open, Come in we’re closed: Different Profiles in the Applicability of Open Science Practices to Completed Research Projects.Schneider, J. (2023). Sorry we′re open, Come in we’re closed: Different Profiles in the Applicability of Open Science Practices to Completed Research Projects. Royal Society Open Science. https://doi.org/10.1098/rsos.230595https://zenodo.org/records/78867761 1 2021 2022 Global 6 disciplines: (1) natural sciences, (2) engineering and technology, (3) medical and health sciences, (4) agricultural and veterinary sciences, (5) social sciences, (6) humanities and the arts,Researchers (career stage not mentioned)Researchers 295 13 distinct OS practices: "Open Code","Open Data","Open Materials","Open Methodology","Open Access","OER","Open Peer Review","Open Source","Preregistration","Public Project Plan","Science Communication","Open Software","Discipline Cluster","Research paradigm1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 Location not mentioned, but participants were researchers recruited on Prolific who were fluent English speakers, paid is USD, but the research funding was from the University of Tübingen
Eurodoc Survey on Publishing in Open Science 2020Berezko, O., Palma Medina, L. M., Malaguarnera, G., Almeida, I., Żyra, A., Seang, S., Björnmalm, M., Hnatkova, E., & Tata, M. (2021). Eurodoc Survey on Publishing in Open Science 2020 [dataset]. [object Object]. https://doi.org/10.5281/ZENODO.5460097Eurodoc Survey on Publishing in Open Science 2020 (zenodo.org)1 0 2020 2020 EU and UK All disciplines (e.g. life sciences, socal scienes, humanities, interdisciplinary)PhD candidates, early career researchers, some studentsPhD candidates, Europe 1187 general (advantages/concerns OS), open peer-review, open access publishing, familiarity with: Open AccessOpen Licenses for research outputsOpen and FAIR DataOpen Metrics and ImpactReproducible ResearchCitizen ScienceOpen Peer ReviewFocus on Open SourceOpen Research Notes1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

Attitudes and practices of open data, preprinting, and peer-review—A cross sectional study on Croatian scientists.Baždarić, K., Vrkić, I., Arh, E., Mavrinac, M., Marković, M. G., Bilić-Zulle, L., Stojanovski, J., & Malički, M. (2021). Attitudes and practices of open data, preprinting, and peer-review—A cross sectional study on Croatian scientists. PLOS ONE, 16(6), e0244529. https://doi.org/10.1371/JOURNAL.PONE.0244529https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0244529#sec0261 1 2020 2020 Croatia All disciplines (e.g. life sciences, socal scienes, humanities, interdisciplinary)Assistant Professor, Associate Professor, Full ProfessorAssistant Professors, Associate Professors, Full Professors546 Open data, open peer-review, preprints0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 doi's to questionaires in the article: Attitudes towards open data, preprinting, and peer-review (ATOPP)  https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0244529.t001 ;  
To preprint or not to preprint: A global researcher survey.Ni & Waltman, L. (2023). To preprint or not to preprint: A global researcher survey. Wiley. https://asistdl.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdfdirect/10.1002/asi.24880https://zenodo.org/records/81865581 1 2023 2023 Global All disciplines PhD - full professorPhD -> full professor 3506 Preprints 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Open Science Monitor 2020Brinkman, L., Haan, J. de, Hemert, D. van, Laat, J. de, Rijshouwer, D., Thomaes, S., & Veelen, R. van. (2021). Open Science Monitor 2020. Zenodo. https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5725178https://zenodo.org/records/57270581 0 2020 2020 Utrecht, NL All disciplines Research staff, PhD and upUU research staff 394 10 OS practices: Pre-registration· Pre-print· Public engagement· Open Data· Open Access publishing· Research with societal stakeholders· Open Materials· Open Code· Team Science· Open Source Software1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1
Open Science Monitor 2022.van Veelen, R., de Haan, J., Oberman, H., Vink, P., & Nelson, J. (2023). Open Science Monitor 2022. Zenodo. https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.8375726https://zenodo.org/records/83757061 0 2022 2022 Utrecht, NL All disciplines All staff (incl support)UU staff (incl support) 531 12 OS practices: Pre-registration, Pre-print, Open Access publishing, Open Data, Open Reseach materials, Open Code, Open Source Software, Public engagement· Societal stakeholder involvement, Team Science, Open science teachin, Open educational resources1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
Data Sharing in Psychology: A Survey on Barriers and Preconditions.Houtkoop BL, Chambers C, Macleod M, Bishop DVM, Nichols TE, Wagenmakers E-J. Data Sharing in Psychology: A Survey on Barriers and Preconditions. Advances in Methods and Practices in Psychological Science. 2018;1(1):70-85. doi:10.1177/2515245917751886https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/pdf/10.1177/25152459177518861 1 2016 2018 Global, first authors in PsychologyPsychology Senior researchers (PhD -> full professor) 600 Data sharing 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 Includes a meta-analysis of barriers towards data sharing link to questionaire: https://osf.io/a6c8h
Chinese researchers' perceptions and use of open access journals: Results of an online questionnaire surveyXu, J., He, C., Su, J., Zeng, Y., Wang, Z., Fang, F. and Tang, W. (2020), Chinese researchers' perceptions and use of open access journals: Results of an online questionnaire survey. Learned Publishing, 33: 246-258. https://doi.org/10.1002/leap.1291https://www.wjx.cn/jq/11501664.aspx1 2018 2018 Mainly China, but also a few other countriesAll disciplines Research staff, PhD and upChinese-speaking researchers381 Open Access 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Survey of open science practices and attitudes in the social sciencesFerguson, J., Littman, R., Christensen, G., Paluck, E. L., Swanson, N., Wang, Z., Miguel, E., Birke, D., & Pezzuto, J.-H. (2023). Survey of open science practices and attitudes in the social sciences. Nature Communications, 14(1), 5401. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-41111-1https://osf.io/hbpe8/ 1 1 2020 2020 Global/North AmericaSocial sciences (including economics)Published authors & PhD studentsAuthors published in top-10 (most-cited) journals, PhD students in top-20 ranked North American departments3257 OS practices and attitudes to transparent research (reproducibility, open data/code/materials & preregistration)0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0
Attitudes Toward Open Science and Public Data SharingAbele-Brehm, A. E., Gollwitzer, M., Steinberg, U., & Schönbrodt, F. D. (2019). Attitudes Toward Open Science and Public Data Sharing. Social Psychology, 50(4), 252–260. https://doi.org/10.1027/1864-9335/A000384doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.12122611 2017 2017 Germany Psychology Research staff, PhD and upMembers of the German Psychological Society337 OS in general but also data sharing more specifically0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

Awareness of and engagement with open research behaviours: Development of the Brief Open Research Survey (BORS) with the UK Reproducibility NetworkNorris, E., Clark, K., Munafo, M.R., Jay, C., Baldwin, J., Lautarescu, A., Pedder, H., Page, M., Rinke, E.M., Burn, C., Cawthorn, W., Ballou, N., Glover, S., Evans, S., Rossit, S., Soltanlou, M., Wise, E.L., Kelson, M., Soliman, N., Jones, A.D., Costello, R., Smailes, D.D., Wilkinson, L.L., Piccardi, E.S., Partridge, A.M., Hulme, C., Schultze, A., Pennington, C.R. (2022) 'Awareness of and engagement with open research behaviours: Development of the Brief Open Research Survey (BORS) with the UK Reproducibility Network (www Document.,'MetaArxiv (Preprint), 0, pp. 1- 34. doi:10.31222/osf.io/w48yh.https://bura.brunel.ac.uk/bitstream/2438/24848/1/FullText%20Preprint.pdf2022 2022 UK All disciplines PhD - associate professor 1274 Training & OER 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0
Short questionnaire distributed via Reproducibility Network UK
List of existing surveys: https://osf.io/3v2ps/files/osfstorage

PhD survey PNN recognition & rewardsMattijssen, L. & can Doorn, T. (2020). PhD survey PNN recognition & rewards. https://hetpnn.nl/en/publicatie/phd-survey-recognition-rewards-and-open-science/0 2020 2020 Netherlands All disciplines PhD students PhD students 1457 OS in general 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0
Open Science Practices are on the Rise: The State of Social Science (3S)Christensen, G., Wang, Z., Levy Paluck, E., Swanson, N., Birke, D., Miguel, E., & Littman, R. (2020). Open Science Practices are on the Rise: The State of Social Science (3S) Survey Publication Date. https://escholarship.org/uc/item/0hx0207rIncluded as appendicesIncluded as appendices 2018 2018 North America4 disciplines: (1) economics, (2) political science, (3) psychology, and (4) sociology"elite" researchersPhD students and published authors 2874 OS in general 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 Survey of "elite researchers". Includes information for how to deal with bias originating from self-selection to respond to the survey
Perceived benefits of open data are improving but scientists still lack resources, skills, and rewardsBorycz, J., Olendorf, R., Specht, A. et al. Perceived benefits of open data are improving but scientists still lack resources, skills, and rewards. Humanit Soc Sci Commun 10, 339 (2023). https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-023-01831-7https://zenodo.org/records/5932694 & https://static-content.springer.com/esm/art%3A10.1057%2Fs41599-023-01831-7/MediaObjects/41599_2023_1831_MOESM1_ESM.docx1 12011, 2015, 20202011, 2015, 2020 GlobalNatural science, physical science, information science, social science, otherAcademic, Corporate, Government, Non-Profit, and Other3197 (1214 in 2011; 539 in 2015; 1444 in 2020)Data sharing & resources for sharing 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 Used data of Tenopir et al. (2011, 2015, 2020)
Highlights from the SOAP project survey: What scientists think about open access publishingDallmeier-Tiessen, S., Darby, R., Goerner, B., Hyppoelae, J., Igo-Kemenes, P., Kahn, D., ... van der Stelt, W. (2011). Highlights from the SOAP project survey: What scientists think about open access publishing. arXiv:1101.5260. https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1101.5260Appendix I 1 1 (via wayback) 2010 2010 Global All disciplinesScholars & industry professionals 38358 Open Access 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Data & manual: https://web.archive.org/web/20160516211454/http://soap-fp7.eu/
Open Data: The researchers perspectiveWouters, P. & Haak, W. (2017). Open Data: The researchers perspective. https://research-and-innovation.ec.europa.eu/strategy/strategy-2020-2024/our-digital-future/open-science/open-science-monitor/facts-and-figures-open-research-data_enhttps://data.mendeley.com/datasets/bwrnfb4bvh/11 1 2016 2016 Global Not mentioned Not mentioned Not mentioned 1200 Open data 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 Data & Survey: doi: 10.17632/bwrnfb4bvh.1
DataONE survey Tenopir, C., Rice, N. M., Allard, S., Baird, L., Borycz, J., Christian, L., Grant, B., Olendorf, R., & Sandusky, R. J. (2020). Data sharing, management, use, and reuse: Practices and perceptions of scientists worldwide. PLOS ONE, 15(3), e0229003. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0229003https://datadryad.org/stash/dataset/doi:10.5061/dryad.m27m0b41 (full Qs in dataset) 1 2017 2018 GlobalPhysical sciences, Life sciences, Computer science & engineering, otherAcademic, government, commercial, non-profit, and other 2184 Open data 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 DataONE survey. Dataset DOI: https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.m27m0b4 

Survey questions in dataset
DataONE survey

Tenopir, C., Dalton, E. D., Allard, S., Frame, M., Pjesivac, I., Birch, B., Pollock, D., & Dorsett, K. (2015). Changes in Data Sharing and Data Reuse Practices and Perceptions among Scientists Worldwide. PLOS ONE, 10(8), e0134826. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0134826
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0134826.s0021 1 2013 2014 Global All disciplinesScientific researchersScientific researchers 1015 Data sharing 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

Dataset DOI: doi:10.5061/dryad.1ph92
Survey DOI: https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0134826.s002

DataONE survey
Tenopir, C., Allard, S., Douglass, K., Aydinoglu, A. U., Wu, L., Read, E., Manoff, M., & Frame, M. (2011). Data Sharing by Scientists: Practices and Perceptions. PLOS ONE, 6(6), e21101. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0021101

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0021101.s0011 1 2009 2010 Global All disciplines Scientists Scientists 1329 Data sharing 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

Baseline of Tenopir et al. (2015) 
Dataset DOI: doi:10.5061/dryad.1ph92
Survey DOI: https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0021101.s001

https://doi.org/10.1098/rsos.230595
https://zenodo.org/records/7886776
https://zenodo.org/records/5460097
https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0244529#sec026
https://asistdl.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdfdirect/10.1002/asi.24880
https://zenodo.org/records/8186558
https://zenodo.org/records/5727058
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https://www.wjx.cn/jq/11501664.aspx
https://osf.io/hbpe8/
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https://escholarship.org/uc/item/0hx0207r
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1101.5260
https://research-and-innovation.ec.europa.eu/strategy/strategy-2020-2024/our-digital-future/open-science/open-science-monitor/facts-and-figures-open-research-data_en
https://data.mendeley.com/datasets/bwrnfb4bvh/1
https://datadryad.org/stash/dataset/doi:10.5061/dryad.m27m0b4
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0134826.s002
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0021101.s001


Questions about....

Awareness/literacy Attitude
Behaviour

Intention BarriersIn general Specific project Conditions Benefits

How desirable do you think 
data sharing is for your 
research field? 7-point 
Likert scale
(in Houtkoop et al., 2018)

How likely are you to share the research data for 
your next paper in an online repository? 5-point 
Likert scale
(in Houtkoop et al., 2018)

To what extent are the following behaviors applicable in your research 
project?
- e.g., Pre-registering study plans
- Publicly sharing reserach materials etc.
(in Schneider, 2023)

Preparing data to make it suitable for online 
sharing is too time consuming for me. 7-
point Likert scale
(in Houtkoop et al., 2018)

For others to use my data, I would 
expect the following in exchange:   
acknowledgement of the data providers 
in all disseminated work making use of 
the data.
- Yes
- No
- Not sure
(in Tenopir et al, 2015)

What do you see as the greatest benefit of data sharing?
- The ability to reproduce or verify research
- Make results of publicly funded research available to the public
- Enable other researchers to ask new questions of extant data
- Advance the state of research and innovation
(in Houtkoop et al., 2018)

How much of your data do you make available to others? 
- none 
- some 
- most 
- all 
(in Tenopir et al, 2015)

I feel that by sharing my data I lose control 
over my intellectual property. 7-point Likert 
scale
(in Houtkoop et al., 2018)


