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Aim: This list has been developed to assist social scientists in making informed decisions about
which studies to replicate. It further serves to help them to transparently and systematically report
their justifications. Importantly, this is a list of reasons why a study was actually selected, not a
list of reasons why a study ought to be selected. We do not discourage or encourage a particular
rationale.

What: This list reflects issues commonly considered when selecting a replication target. This
list was developed through crowdsourcing and expert consensus. Researchers looking to select an
original study for replication are advised to go over the list and use one or more considerations to
transparently explain the rationale for their decision.

When: The list can be used by researchers that intend to replicate a study or by agencies that have
to evaluate funding applications for replication studies. For the purpose of justification and decision
making, we advise respondents to complete this list before the start of a replication project. For the
purpose of documentation, respondents might complete this list at a later time point. However, we
caution that hindsight bias might affect the accuracy of the information if it is completed after the
project is complete. This list may be used to compare several targets for replication to then identify
and justify the chosen replication target, or as a justification for having chosen a specific replication
target after the fact.

How: You will be guided through a list of considerations that might apply to you. Please note that
throughout the list we use the terms ‘original study’ and ‘original claim’ interchangeably . The list
is divided into six sections: interest, doubt, impact, methodology, feasibility and educational value.
For each section there are one or more items. For each item, you can select whether you considered
the specific aspect [yes or no] and elaborate on your answer in the open text box provided. Please
address both factors that applied to the original study and your plan to overcome these.

Replication target:
Replication team:

1



Yes No NA
With respect to your interest in the original claim, did the following
factor into your considerations?
The relevance of the original study for your current line of research or the field
you work in.

� � �

Please elaborate:

With respect to possible doubt about the original claim, did the fol-
lowing factor into your considerations?
The current strength of evidence in favour of the original claim (e.g., a high/low
Bayes factor, a wide/narrow confidence interval, a high/low p-value).

� � �

Please elaborate:

The (un)clarity and (un)replicability of the original protocol (e.g., completeness
and clarity of the methodological description, accessibility of the materials).

� � �

Please elaborate:

With respect to the impact of the original study, did the following
factor into your considerations?
The importance of the original study for research (e.g., often/rarely cited,
under/over-studied, published in a high/low impact journal).

� � �

Please elaborate:

The theoretical relevance of the original study. � � �
Please elaborate:

Implications of the original study (e.g., for practice, policy or clinical work). � � �
Please elaborate:

With respect to the methodology of the original study, did the fol-
lowing factor into your considerations?
The sample size of the original study (too small or too large). � � �
Please elaborate:

Flaws of the original design (e.g., in- and exclusion criteria, potential confounds). � � �
Please elaborate:

Operationalization of the original study’s measures (e.g., validity, reliability, and
bias) and how this impacts the credibility of the original study.

� � �

Please elaborate:

Concern that questionable research practices have been employed (e.g., pres-
ence/absence of preregistration, potential of p-hacking or HARKing).

� � �

Please elaborate:

Generalizability of the original finding (e.g., cultural and temporal context, rep-
resentativeness of the sample).

� � �
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Yes No NA
Please elaborate:

With respect to the feasibility of conducting a replication of the orig-
inal study, did the following factor into your considerations?
The resources available to you for replicating the original study (e.g., funding,
time, equipment, study materials, or data).

� � �

Please elaborate:

Your (i.e., the replicating team as a whole) presence or absence of previous
experience or expertise on the original study as a practical concern.

� � �

Please elaborate:
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