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• Although psychologists are predominantly liberal, the literature was not as 
skewed. Most research was either not political or was centrist / lacking a 
clear ideological slant.

• KEY RESULT: Across both expert doctoral and lay MTurk coders, 
liberal findings were: (1) just as likely to replicate, (2) as statistically robust, 
and (3) as likely to be cited or discussed online as conservative findings.

• Instead we found some evidence that more ideological papers in general 
were less likely to replicate. Importantly, the most consistent predictor of 
replication success was statistical robustness (effect size, sample size).

• Formed an adversarial collaboration using two sets 
of authors who were simultaneously testing the 
same question (both sets of authors independently 
pre-registered their studies).

• Aggregated data/statistics from 194 original studies 
that were later subject to a replication attempt (479 
replication attempts; N = 1,331,413 Ps). 

• Recruited two sets of coders from across the 
US political spectrum to rate the ideological slant 
of the original research finding

• 6 psychology doctoral coders (ICC(3,6) =.64)
• 2 libs, 2 mods, 2 cons

• 511 MTurk coders (ICC(1,26) = .57)
• 261 libs, 92 mods, 157 cons

• Some critics have argued that psychology’s 
predominantly liberal field (~85-90% liberal) may 
experience a type of liberal groupthink – reducing 
the robustness of research by embedding liberal 
values into the research and peer-review process 
(Duarte et al., 2015; Buss & von Hippel, 2018).

• CLAIM: Such a “liberal bias” could result in the 
publishing of flimsy liberal-leaning findings that are 
not reliable or replicable (e.g., Brooks, 2015). It 
could also result in liberal-leaning findings being 
cited or discussed more (Jussim et al., 2016).

• However to date, there is little systematic empirical 
evidence on this topic, which this study addresses.

• RESEARCH QUESTIONS: Using meta-
analytic techniques, we tested: Q1) whether liberal-
leaning papers are less replicable or robust 
(confirmatory), Q2) whether more ideologically 
extreme papers are less replicable or robust 
(confirmatory), Q3) whether liberal-leaning papers
are cited and discussed more online (exploratory).

Results

Q1: Are liberal-leaning papers less statistically robust?

Q3: Do liberal-leaning papers receive more citations or online attention?

Is the literature as politically skewed as the field?

Q1: Are liberal-leaning papers less replicable?

Q2: Are papers that are more ideologically extreme less replicable?

• Fig. 1: The distribution of 
political abstracts (52% 
of all papers) was 
modestly shifted toward 
the political left, t(100) = 
3.58, p < .001.

• However, the average 
slant rating (dotted line) 
was close to the 
midpoint, and the overall 
distribution was normal.

• Fig. 2: We did not find 
evidence that 
ideological slant 
predicted replicability, 
OR = 1.03, p = .781.

• Results remained 
consistent regardless of 
the ideology of the 
coder, across expert and 
lay coders, and after 
adjusting for covariates.

• Fig. 3: Ideological slant 
showed no clear 
relationship to measures of 
statistical robustness 
(sample size or effect size).

• The overall replication rate 
was 42%. 

• Replication effect sizes 
were often smaller than the 
original effect sizes, though 
the two were correlated, 
r(190) = .56, p <.001. 

• Fig. 4: Instead, we 
found some evidence 
of an ideological 
extremity effect, where 
more ideologically 
extreme research 
(regardless of whether 
liberal or conservative) 
was less likely to 
replicate, OR = .66, p
<.001.

Results shown from expert doctoral coders. Lay MTurk coders produced nearly identical results. See preprint.
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• Fig. 5/6: We did not find evidence that ideological slant predicted citation 
counts, r(149) = -.06, p = .413, or Altmetric scores r(141) = -.005, p = .948.
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