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Why is this an issue now? What is new or different?

Is there a crisis?

/ Scientists Aim To Pull Peer Review Out Of The 17th Century \

Richard Harris NPR February 24, 2018 Weekend Edition Saturday

4 Number of XPS users increase while expertise N

decreases
TRENDS in XPS use

Nature report of 1,576
Researchers surveyed in 2016

The technology that drives science forward is forever
accelerating, but the same can't be said for science
communication. The basic process still holds many
vestiges from its early days — that is the 17th century.

Growth of Publications using XPS
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IS THERE A

REPRODUCIBILITY
CRISI’

A Nature survey lifts the lid on
how researchers view the ‘crisis’

90% Indicated there was a
reproducibility crisis in science
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 “.peerreview that is both necessary and antiquated. The fate of that paper rests on just two or three
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