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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. There is a need for greater transparency and accuracy in research, which can be achieved through code and data sharing.
2. Journals, grant-awarding organizations, and advocacy organizations are implementing policies to encourage or require code and data sharing.
3. Academics should collaborate to create shared code and data libraries to make the research process more efficient, findings more robust and reliable, and results more trustworthy.
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Appears moderately imbalanced: The article provides some useful information, but is missing several important points or pieces of evidence that would be required to present the discussed topics in a balanced and reliable way. You are encouraged to seek a more balanced perspective on the presented issues by exploring the provided research topics and looking at different information sources.
[bookmark: _Toc4]Article analysis:
The article provides an overview of the current debates surrounding research transparency, accuracy of empirical findings, and relevance of work in academia. It also outlines initiatives taken by journals, grant-awarding organizations, and advocacy organizations to encourage or require code and data sharing as a means of improving the reliability of research results. The authors propose that academics should collaborate to create shared code and data libraries as a way of making the research process more efficient while also making better use of resources used for funding research endeavors. 
The article is generally well written with clear arguments presented in support of its main points. However, there are some potential biases that could be present in the article due to its one-sided reporting on the issue at hand. For example, while it does mention initiatives taken by journals, grant-awarding organizations, and advocacy organizations to promote code and data sharing as a means of improving reliability of research results, it fails to mention any potential drawbacks or risks associated with such initiatives (e.g., privacy concerns). Additionally, the article does not explore any counterarguments or alternative approaches that could be taken instead of relying solely on code and data sharing as a means of improving reliability of research results. Furthermore, there is no evidence provided for any claims made in the article nor is there any discussion about how these proposed initiatives would actually improve reliability or trustworthiness of research results. 
In conclusion, while this article provides an interesting overview on current debates surrounding research transparency and accuracy in academia as well as initiatives taken by various stakeholders to promote code and data sharing as a means of improving reliability of research results; it fails to provide sufficient evidence for its claims nor does it explore any potential drawbacks or risks associated with such initiatives nor does it consider any alternative approaches that could be taken instead.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Research transparency risks
· Alternative approaches to research reliability
· Privacy concerns in code and data sharing
· Evidence-based research accuracy
· Impact of code and data sharing on research results
· Benefits of collaborative code and data libraries
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