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Supplementary Figure 4. Pooled estimated prevalence of reproducibility attempts by risk of bias
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Supplementary Figure 6. Trend in annual prevalence of attempts to reproduce research excluding the year 2000. Red dots represent point 
estimates. Black solid lines represent 95% confidence intervals. The black dotted line is the slope of the meta-regression time-varying coefficient.
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Supplementary Figure 7. Trend in annual prevalence of attempts to reproduce research using different assumptions about years of data. Red dots represent point estimates. Black solid lines represent 95% confidence intervals. The black dotted line is the slope of the meta-regression time-varying coefficient.
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