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Abstract
Open Science is becoming a mainstream scientific ideology in psychology and related fields. However, researchers, 
especially early-career researchers (ECRs) in developing countries, are facing significant hurdles in engaging in Open 
Science and moving it forward. In China, various societal and cultural factors discourage ECRs from participating in Open 
Science, such as the lack of dedicated communication channels and the norm of modesty. To make the voice of Open 
Science heard by Chinese-speaking ECRs and scholars at large, the Chinese Open Science Network (COSN) was initiated 
in 2016. With its core values being grassroots-oriented, diversity, and inclusivity, COSN has grown from a small Open 
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By contrast, researchers in developing countries face 
greater obstacles than those in developed countries when 
engaging in open science. First, in many developing 
countries, most researchers cannot secure sufficient funds 
to conduct original and discovery-oriented research (e.g., 
Okafor et�al., 2022), not to mention, for example, obtain-
ing additional funding to promote Open Science or to 
develop the necessary infrastructures and tools. Second, 
there is a lack of institutional policies and legal frame-
works for promoting Open Science (Mwangi et�al., 2021; 
Okafor et� al., 2022). Consequently, few resources are 
invested in Open Science, and such a situation probably 
will not change in the near future. Third, a substantial 
portion of researchers in developing countries lack 
awareness of Open Science and have limited access to 

related education or training resources (Gownaris et�al., 
2022; Okafor et�al., 2022; Rabelo et�al., 2020; Steltenpohl 
et�al., 2021; Z. Zhang et�al., 2014). In other words, the 
community is small, and peer support is scarce. Fourth, 
in general, the research culture in developing countries 
emphasizes more on metric-based scientific productivity 
(e.g., impact factors, H-index, and the number of cita-
tions; see Nicholas et�al., 2020; Nobes & Harris, 2019; 
Quan et� al., 2017) and intellectual property (Mwangi 
et�al., 2021) compared with developed countries. Under 
such circumstances, researchers may fear that they end 
up publishing fewer articles because of �wasting� time 
on Open Science or being �scooped.� This fear will dis-
courage researchers from practicing Open Science. Finally, 
researchers from developing countries face general and 
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Fig. 1. Global engagement in the Open Science movement (China is highlighted with yellow boundaries). (a) Tree maps of country/region 
distributions for ambassadors of the Center for Open Science and for members of the Society for the Improvement of Psychological Science 
(SIPS). The size of a square represents the number of members from one specific country or region. Green squares represent developed 
countries, and pink squares represent developing countries. (b) Tree maps of country distributions for Reproducibility Networks, Repro-
ducibiliTea, and Open Science Grassroots Networks. The size of a square represents the number of networks originating from one specific 
country or region. Blue squares represent developed countries, orange squares represent developing countries, and white squares represent 
unidentifiable countries of origin (see https://github.com/OpenSci-CN/COSN_Manuscript for the source data).



4 Jin et al.

country- or region-level inequalities: Despite being part 
of the global research community, they have fewer 
opportunities or support, are cited less (Gomez et�al., 
2022), are underrepresented in research leadership (Lin 
& Li, 2022), and are often driven to study those topics 
trendy in developed countries to publish their research 
in prestigious journals. Moreover, in developing countries 
where English is not an official or widely used language, 
researchers have difficulty in following the latest Open 
Science developments, which are predominantly dissemi-
nated in English.

In addition to these common challenges, each devel-
oping country may face issues with unique cultural and 
societal underpinnings (e.g., Heng et� al., 2020). This 
heterogeneity should not be overlooked (Ghai, 2021). 
For example, in China, the traditional culture stresses 
social harmony, modesty, and conformity. These values 
do not encourage people to challenge existing norms 
(which is also reflected in the infrequent public engage-
ment of East Asian Americans in the United States; see 
Lu et�al., 2020). Therefore, researchers with a Chinese 
cultural background can feel ambivalent about reforming 
the dominant scientific practices. Moreover, the hierar-
chical structure in academia further discourages early-
career researchers (ECRs) from initiating or promoting 
changes. Their voices were largely disregarded and can 
sometimes be suppressed by their communities. Second, 
cross-disciplinary communication is scarce in the Chinese-
speaking research community. Many researchers in 
North America and Europe regularly engage in cross-
disciplinary and cross-sectorial discourses on social 
media platforms (e.g., Twitter) and in online social 
events (e.g., Meet the Editors). In contrast, there are few 
such discussions on the Chinese Internet. This slows 
down the dissemination of advances on Open Science. 
Moreover, because of the lack of top-down coordination, 
training (see Geng et�al., 2022), and properly structured 
incentives, researchers in China rarely communicate or 
collaborate with other academic professionals, including 
librarians, funders, and publishers. For example, pushing 
forward open access�an important aspect of Open  
Science�is typically regarded as a job of librarians, and 
most researchers do not engage in the discussion of 
open-access and open-publication models. Conse-
quently, although there are exciting new initiatives such 
as Science Data Bank (www.scidb.cn) and ChinaXiv 
(www.chinaxiv.org), they remain largely unknown to 
many researchers. Thus, systematic changes are slow.

Chinese Open Science Network
Recognizing the importance of Open Science and to 
address the challenges above, the Chinese Open Science 
Network (COSN) emerged as a grassroots network in 

2016 to promote Open Science in Chinese-speaking 
research communities and facilitate communication 
between the Chinese-speaking community and the inter-
national Open Science community.

Spreading the word to cultivate interest
COSN is young (Fig. 2b). Motivated to �voice what we 
can voice� and raise the awareness of Open Science 
among Chinese-speaking researchers, early members of 
COSN published a Chinese journal article that first intro-
duced the �replication crisis� in psychology to the Chi-
nese community (Hu et� al., 2016). In the same year, 
COSN held its first workshop on reproducibility and 
Open Science in Xi�an, China, as a preconference  
workshop for the annual meeting of the Chinese Psy-
chological Society. With the attendance of more than 100 
enthusiastic ECRs, this workshop was one of the most 
popular preconference workshops. The article and the 
workshop brought the replication crisis to many Chinese 
ECRs� attention. At the dawn of the Open Science move-
ment, the replication crisis led to an emphasis on pub-
licly sharing data and study materials (OECD, 2007). 
However, Open Science is more than that. As more find-
ings failed to replicate, people started to demand more 
transparency of the full research cycle. To better accom-
modate the need of Chinese-speaking researchers,  
particularly ECRs, for information about Open Science, 
COSN started a WeChat Official Account and has  
been leveraging the vast user base of WeChat to effi-
ciently spread Open Science principles and practices 
(see Box 1).

As more ECRs joined the COSN community, two more 
in-person workshops were organized in 2017 and 2019, 
again as preconference workshops for the annual meet-
ings of the Chinese Psychological Society. Moreover, as 
the need for communicating about the advances on 
Open Science increased, more regular online activities 
emerged within the newly formed community. For exam-
ple, COSN started an online journal club (see Open-
Minds below) in 2019 that is similar to ReproducibiTea 
(Orben, 2019) but uses researchers� native language. In 
2020, the COVID-19 pandemic rendered in-person work-
shops temporarily unfeasible, and COSN started to orga-
nize more events online. These online events attracted 
Chinese-speaking ECRs all over the world, and thus, 
COSN started to grow rapidly.

Promoting diversity and inclusivity 
through grassroots initiatives
During its development, COSN gradually identified its 
core values, which, in turn, accelerated the promotion 
of Open Science. COSN embraces three core values: 
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grassroots-oriented, diversity, and inclusivity. The main 
goals of COSN include helping ECRs to engage in Open 
Science, promoting communication and education of 
Open Science principles and practices within the  
Chinese-speaking community, bridging the gap between 
Chinese- and non-Chinese-speaking scientific communi-
ties, and, ultimately, contributing to the Open Science 
movement.

Compared with other Open Science communities, 
COSN is unique in its strong emphasis on grass roots. 
Here, �grass roots� refers to people without sufficient 
support, opportunities, or resources to undertake formal 
research training, and they typically include undergradu-
ate students, graduate students, and ECRs (Restivo, 
2005). By focusing on grass roots, COSN hopes to plant 
seeds of Open Science and achieve community-wide 
awareness of Open Science practices in a bottom-up 
manner. To this end, COSN offers free and systematic 
study materials that are commonly available only in Eng-
lish for anyone who is interested in methods that follow 
the principles of findability, accessibility, interoperability, 
and reusability (Wilkinson et�al., 2016). COSN�s Steering 
Committee (see below) consists of ECRs who frequently 
practice Open Science in their own research and are 
aware of the challenges that their Chinese-speaking col-
leagues may face. Thus, they can organize events that 
are most helpful for researchers at similar career stages 
to engage in Open Science.

COSN embraces diversity by proactively involving dif-
ferent Chinese-speaking groups regardless of their 
nationalities, countries of residence, career stages, dis-
ciplines, and sociodemographic backgrounds. The 
COVID-19 pandemic forced COSN to shift all its events 
online. Although we appreciate the benefits and advan-
tages of in-person interactions, embracing this shift 
allowed us to further boost the diversity of our com-
munity because it has never been easier to engage with 
scholars, Chinese-speaking or not, around the globe. To 
ensure that we reach an audience as diverse as possible, 
we do the following: First, we announce our online 
events on multiple social media platforms in Chinese 
and English and make efforts to schedule events at times 
that suit people across different time zones (see Box 1). 

Second, we welcome�or even intentionally involve�
both ECRs and senior researchers from different aca-
demic backgrounds, ethnicities, and countries and 
regions. We commonly locate a speaker by actively 
reaching out to researchers who have recently published 
inspiring or meaningful work or by inviting nominations 
from our community members (we also welcome self-
nominations). As a result, ECRs have been well repre-
sented in our events, giving 36 out of the 48 COSN talks 
until October 2022. Third, although most of our audi-
ences are from psychology and/or cognitive neurosci-
ence, we try our best to reach out to researchers from 
different disciplines. For example, we have invited team 
members of ChinaXiv and the Science Data Bank to talk 
about preprints and online data archiving as well as the 
relevant situations in China. Fourth, COSN is supported 
by a group of Open Science enthusiasts who volunteer 
to do the backstage work for our events and activities 
and organize our open and free materials (for more 
information, see Table 1). We are proud and honored to 
work with a growing number of undergraduates and 
ECRs from various psychological subfields and at differ-
ent academic career stages, who are diligent, passionate, 
and inspiring. Finally, members of COSN also acknowl-
edge the importance of diversity of samples for both 
Chinese and international psychological studies and 
started to investigate this issue in depth (Ge et al., 2023; 
Liu et al., 2021; Yue et�al., 2021; Zuo & Dong, 2021).

The fast growth of the COSN community reflects an 
ever-increasing awareness of Open Science. Nonethe-
less, championing Open Science as the only correct way 
of doing science may also breed prejudices against, for 
instance, researchers who do not now identify with or 
practice Open Science. Therefore, COSN actively incor-
porates the value of inclusivity across its platforms and 
in its events. That is, COSN stands with humility and 
equity and against prejudice and biases regardless of 
whether they are about identity or academic work. In 
addition, we recognize that Open Science practices form 
a spectrum (e.g., Jwa & Poldrack, 2022), and people do 
not engage in Open Science in an all-or-none fashion. 
We also recognize that the members of our community 
conduct research in many different ways, which may be 

Table 1. Platforms Used by Chinese Open Science Network to Promote Open Science

Platforms Function Links or account

Website Main portal https://open-sci.cn
WeChat Official Account Primary Chinese social media platform Account ID: OpenScience
Twitter Portal for international engagement Handle: @OpenSciChina
Bilibili Outlet for sharing event recordings Account name: OpenScience_CN
OSF File storage and sharing https://osf.io/9d7y4/
GitHub Code storage and sharing https://github.com/OpenSci-CN
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career development. A community can sustain itself  
better by creating additional tangible benefits for its 
members. However, because Open Science is still not 
universally valued, people who participate in it can 
sometimes find themselves in a social dilemma. Whereas 
organizing events, teaching, and advising others on 
Open Science-related topics are important for the sci-
entific community, individual careers could be jeopar-
dized by such efforts that are often not recognized or 
insufficiently appreciated. Thus, we advise people who 
engage in Open Science to explore ways for their career 
to profit from their engagement. For instance, when 
possible, one can write and publish journal articles 
related to Open Science, methods, and reproducibility 
because these are concrete outputs that help build up a 
curriculum vitae (CV). This can be done in various ways. 
For example, H. Chuan-Peng, one founding member of 
COSN, has engaged in many collaborations during train-
ing phases and benefited from these collaborations with 
both coauthored articles and first-author articles (e.g., 
Hu et�al., 2019). In addition, by writing articles in Chi-
nese or coauthoring Chinese articles, the steering com-
mittee members (H. Chuan-Peng, L. Zhang) gained a 
good reputation within the Chinese community, espe-
cially among ECRs. These records on a CV will help the 
members to survive and land safely in academia. The 
more people supporting Open Science stay in academia, 
the faster and the broader changes would take place.

Be affordable
Do what you can afford to do. In the early days of COSN, 
because of our limited capacity, we mainly focused on 
disseminating information about new policies, methods, 
and changes of standards that we retrieved from the 
international Open Science community. This effort was 
affordable for us in the sense that it did not burden us 
much beyond our daily research and teaching obliga-
tions. In this spirit, we always try to make sure that 
contributions to COSN are affordable and minimally 
obligatory for our members. Instead of doing all things 
by ourselves, we crowdsource tasks to interested volun-
teers. For example, in preparing articles for our Open-
Transfer series, we ask contributors to engage only in 
the part that they are mostly interested in and nothing 
beyond. Meanwhile, we constantly strive to streamline 
our workflow to facilitate such crowdsourcing of tasks. 
Through making contributions to COSN flexible, afford-
able, and mostly driven by passion rather than by obli-
gation, we make COSN a self-sustaining community that 
does not depend on the efforts of only a few.

Be local
Tailor your activities to best accommodate local cultural 
and social norms. We must admit that the local cultural 
norms might vary from that of the English community. 
For example, COSN has been relying on the Internet for 
building a community. However, because the Chinese 
academia often stigmatize Internet influencers as frivo-
lous, we tried to avoid presenting ourselves as an influ-
encer and limit our discussions to only research-related 
topics to make ourselves more acceptable by the aca-
demic community. In addition, because the local culture 
values harmony and modesty, we strive to avoid labeling 
and judging one another: We celebrate when people 
support and practice Open Science but do not call out 
names if they do otherwise. Open Science is not equal 
to good science, and a lack of diverse voices in a scien-
tific reform (e.g., �Bropenscience�; Parsons et�al., 2022) 
could backfire. We fully understand that researchers face 
their own unique difficulties and pressures, and we 
encourage everyone to do what they can. In this way, 
COSN can build a local Open Science network.

Conclusion
In the past decade, the Open Science movement has 
gained momentum and gradually changed the landscape 
of psychological science and many other fields (Nosek 
et�al., 2022). Relevant ideas and practices have spread 
both within and outside of the English-speaking com-
munities. Chinese ECRs are trying their best to make the 
voice of Open Science heard by the Chinese-speaking 
research community. Their efforts led to the COSN, which 
started as a small interest group, has survived a relatively 
challenging environment, and is now joining the force of 
the global Open Science movement. More Chinese ECRs 
are now joining the COSN or other Open Science net-
works. By sharing our experiences and tips, we intend to 
not only present another story in promoting Open Science 
but also to help and encourage researchers who are inter-
ested in starting their own Open Science initiatives or 
engaging in Open Science practices. As Open Science 
spreads to more countries, it is now a good time to initiate 
and nurture local Open Science communities. This is also 
true for COSN (for the future of COSN, see Box 2). How-
ever, grassroots networks are not enough; the flourishing 
of Open Science needs more concrete actions from all 
stakeholders (for actions needed from COSN�s perspec-
tive, see Box 2). Together, we move forward to a com-
munity with open, diverse, inclusive, and transparent 
practices as the norm instead of an exception.





14 Jin et al.

Ji Chen: Conceptualization; Writing � review & editing.
Qinyu Xiao: Conceptualization; Writing � review & 
editing.
Jinbiao Yang: Conceptualization; Data curation; Writing � 
review & editing.
Xindi Wang: Conceptualization; Writing � review & 
editing.
Haiyang Geng: Conceptualization; Writing � review & 
editing.
Jianqiao Ge: Conceptualization; Writing � review & 
editing.
Wei-Wei Wang: Conceptualization; Data curation; Writing � 
review & editing.
Xi Chen: Conceptualization; Data curation; Writing � 
review & editing.
Lei Zhang: Conceptualization; Writing � review & 
editing.
Xi-Nian Zuo: Conceptualization; Writing � review & 
editing.
Hu Chuan-Peng: Conceptualization; Data curation; Meth-
odology; Project administration; Writing � original draft; 
Writing � review & editing.

Declaration of Conflicting Interests
The author(s) declare that there were no conflicts of interest 
with respect to the authorship or the publication of this 
article.

Funding
J. Chen was supported by the National Key R & D Program 
of China (Program ID: 2021YFC2502200). J. Ge was sup-
ported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China 
(Program ID: 31771253).

Open Practices
This article has received the badges for Open Data. More 
information about the Open Practices badges can be found 
at http://www.psychologicalscience.org/publications/
badges.

ORCID iDs
Haiyang Jin  https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3290-3901
Qing Wang  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6843-5516
Yu-Fang Yang  https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9089-6020
Han Zhang  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9348-6104
Mengyu (Miranda) Gao  https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1353- 
0775
Shuxian Jin  https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2209-4311
Yanxiu (Sharon) Chen  https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4951- 
1461
Ting Xu  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0065-3832
Yuan-Rui Zheng  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0210-2233
Ji Chen  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9476-1737
Qinyu Xiao  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9824-9247
Jinbiao Yang  https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9337-0243
Xindi Wang  https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7249-3375
Haiyang Geng  https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6115-807X
Jianqiao Ge  https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8352-2397
Wei-Wei Wang  https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8957-0453

Xi Chen  https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9570-0189
Lei Zhang  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9586-595X
Xi-Nian Zuo  https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9110-585X
Hu Chuan-Peng  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7503-5131

Note
1. https://brainhack.org/2021/08/29/china_computationa_ 
psychiatry_hack.html.

References
Allen, C., & Mehler, D. M. A. (2019). Open science challenges, 

benefits and tips in early career and beyond. PLOS Biology, 
17(5), Article 3000246. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio 
.3000246

Baker, M. (2015). First results from psychology�s largest repro-
ducibility test. Nature. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature 
.2015.17433

Besançon, L., Peiffer-Smadja, N., Segalas, C., Jiang, H., 
Masuzzo, P., Smout, C., Billy, E., Deforet, M., & Leyrat, C. 
(2021). Open science saves lives: Lessons from the COVID-
19 pandemic. BMC Medical Research Methodology, 21(1), 
Article 117. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12874-021-01304-y

Bethlehem, R. A. I., Seidlitz, J., White, S. R., Vogel, J. W., 
Anderson, K. M., Adamson, C., Adler, S., Alexopoulos, 
G. S., Anagnostou, E., Areces-Gonzalez, A., Astle, D. E., 
Auyeung, B., Ayub, M., Bae, J., Ball, G., Baron-Cohen, S., 
Beare, R., Bedford, S. A., & Alexander-Bloch, A. F. (2022). 
Brain charts for the human lifespan. Nature, 604(7906), 
Article 7906. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-04554-y

Bhagwat, N., Barry, A., Dickie, E. W., Brown, S. T., Devenyi, 
G. A., Hatano, K., DuPre, E., Dagher, A., Chakravarty, M.,  
Greenwood, C. M. T., Misic, B., Kennedy, D. N., & Poline, 
J.-B. (2021). Understanding the impact of preprocess-
ing pipelines on neuroimaging cortical surface analyses. 
Gigascience, 10(1), Article giaa155. https://doi.org/10.1093/ 
gigascience/giaa155

Botvinik-Nezer, R., Holzmeister, F., Camerer, C. F., Dreber, A.,  
Huber, J., Johannesson, M., Kirchler, M., Iwanir, R., 
Mumford, J. A., Adcock, R. A., Avesani, P., Baczkowski, 
B. M., Bajracharya, A., Bakst, L., Ball, S., Barilari, M., 
Bault, N., Beaton, D., Beitner, J., . . . Schonberg, T. (2020). 
Variability in the analysis of a single neuroimaging data-
set by many teams. Nature, 582(7810), 84�88. https://doi 
.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2314-9

Callaway, E. (2011). Report finds massive fraud at Dutch uni-
versities. Nature, 479(7371), Article 7371. https://doi.org/ 
10.1038/479015a

Chambers, C. D., & Tzavella, L. (2022). The past, present and 
future of Registered Reports. Nature Human Behaviour, 
6(1), 29�42. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41562-021-01193-7

Colavizza, G., Hrynaszkiewicz, I., Staden, I., Whitaker, K., & 
McGillivray, B. (2020). The citation advantage of linking 
publications to research data. PLOS ONE, 15(4), Article 
e0230416. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0230416

Coles, N. A., Hamlin, J. K., Sullivan, L. L., Parker, T. H., & 
Altschul, D. (2022). Build up big-team science. Nature, 
601(7894), 505�507. https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-022-
00150-2







Advances in Methods and Practices in Psychological Science 6(1) 17

Quan, W., Chen, B., & Shu, F. (2017). Publish or impoverish: 
An investigation of the monetary reward system of science  
in China (1999-2016). Aslib Journal of Information Manage-
ment, 69(5), 486�502. https://doi.org/10.1108/AJIM-01-
2017-0014

Rabelo, A. L. A., Farias, J. E. M., Sarmet, M. M., Joaquim, T. C. R.,  
Hoersting, R. C., Victorino, L., Modesto, J. G. N., & Pilati, R.  
(2020). Questionable research practices among Brazilian 
psychological researchers: Results from a replication study 
and an international comparison. International Journal 
of Psychology, 55(4), 674�683. https://doi.org/10.1002/
ijop.12632

Restivo, S. P. (2005). Science, technology, and society: An ency-
clopedia. Oxford University Press on Demand.

Ross-Hellauer, T. (2022). Open science, done wrong, will com-
pound inequities. Nature, 603(7901), Article 363. https://
doi.org/10.1038/d41586-022-00724-0

Savage, P. E., Jacoby, N., Margulis, E., Daikoku, H., Anglada-
Tort, M., Castelo-Branco, S. E.-S., Nweke, F. E., Fujii, S., 
Hegde, S., Chuan-Peng, H., Jabbour, J., Lew-Williams, C.,  
Mangalagiu, D., McNamara, R. A., Müllensiefen, D., Opondo, P.,  
Patel, A., & Schippers, H. (2021). Building sustainable  
global collaborative networks: Recommendations from 
music studies and the social sciences. PsyArXiv. https://
doi.org/10.31234/osf.io/cb4ys

Steltenpohl, C. N., Montilla Doble, L. J., Basnight-Brown, D. M., 
Dutra, N. B., Belaus, A., Kung, C.-C., Onie, S., Seernani, D., 
Chen, S.-C., Burin, D. I., & Darda, K. (2021). Society for the 
Improvement of Psychological Science Global Engagement 
Task Force Report. Collabra: Psychology, 7(1), Article 
22968. https://doi.org/10.1525/collabra.22968

Syed, M., & Kathawalla, U.-K. (2021). Cultural psychology, diver-
sity, and representation in open science. In K. C. McLean 
(Ed.), Cultural methods in psychology: Describing and  

transforming cultures (pp. 427�454). Oxford University 
Press. https://doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780190095949.003.0015

Tsang, E., & Maciocci, G. (2020, August 24). Welcome to a 
new ERA of reproducible publishing. ELife. https://elife 
sciences.org/labs/dcacbde/welcome-to-a-new-era-of-
reproducible-publishing5

Wilkinson, M. D., Dumontier, M., Aalbersberg Ij, J., Appleton, G.,  
Axton, M., Baak, A., Blomberg, N., Boiten, J.-W., da Silva 
Santos, L. B., Bourne, P. E., Bouwman, J., Brookes, A. J., 
Clark, T., Crosas, M., Dillo, I., Dumon, O., Edmunds, S., 
Evelo, C. T., Finkers, R., . . . Mons, B. (2016). The FAIR 
Guiding Principles for scientific data management and 
stewardship. Scientific Data, 3, Article 160018. https://
doi.org/10.1038/sdata.2016.18

Xun, L. (2021). Hot wind, complete works of Lu Xun (Vol. 2). 
HuaCheng Press. (Original work published 1938)

Yue, L., Zuo, X.-N., & Chuan-Peng, H. (2021). The WEIRD 
problem in a “non-WEIRD” context: A meta-research on 
the representativeness of human subjects in Chinese psycho-
logical research. OSF Registries. https://doi.org/10.17605/
OSF.IO/MTR8D

Zhang, L. (2022). Examining mental disorders with compu-
tational neuroscience. Nature Reviews Psychology, 2(4). 
https://doi.org/10.1038/s44159-022-00131-2

Zhang, Z., Zhang, S., Gu, L., & Li, L. (2014). Survey and analy-
sis on cognition and using of arXiv for China Mainland 
Researchers. New Technology of Library and Information 
Service, 30(78), 1�8.

Zuo, X.-N., & Dong, Q. (2021). Toward developmental popula-
tion neuroscience. Scientia Sinica Vitae, 51(6), 597�599. 
https://doi.org/10.1360/SSV-2021-0138

Zuo, X.-N., Xu, T., & Milham, M. P. (2019). Harnessing reliabil-
ity for neuroscience research. Nature Human Behav iour, 
3(8), 768�771. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41562-019-0655-x


