RESEARCHER DATA SHARING INSIGHTS

* Wiley’s Researcher Data Insights Survey was launched earlier this year to understand how and why researchers
make their research data publicly available. The study’s results, highlighted below, are intended to advance the global
conversation about data sharing and help Wiley better meet the needs of our researchers, authors, and partners in the
rapidly evolving landscape of scientific research and communications.

* The survey was deployed in March 2014 and received more than 2,250 responses from researchers around the world.
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A typical Social Science and Humanities researcher says

she would be motivated to share her data in the future if it
increased the impact and visibility of her work or if she was
required to by her funder.

A typical Physical Science researcher says she would
be motivated to share her data in the future because
it is standard practice within her research community
and because it increases the impact and visibility of
her work.

A typical Life Science researcher says she would be
motivated to share more of her data in the future if she
was guaranteed proper credit.

A typical Health Science researcher says she would be
motivated to share her data in the future in order to
benefit the public, so long as privacy and ethical concerns
are assuaged.



