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Aim of This Special Issue 

Reproducibility is increasingly recognized as fundamental to credible science in both economics and 
psychology (Anderson/ Kichkha, 2017). However, large-scale replication projects in psychology have 
exposed a crisis of replicability: for example, the Open Science Collaboration (2015) found that only 
about one-third of published effects replicated significantly. Experimental economists have similarly 
begun to confront these issues (Camerer et al., 2016). Despite growing awareness, direct replications 
remain rare across these disciplines, and scholars have called for more systematic and critical 
replications to ensure the reliability of evidence in economics, psychology, and management (Ankel-
Peters et al., 2023; Block et al., 2023; Mueller-Langer et al., 2019).  

As an interdisciplinary field drawing on economics, psychology, and related disciplines, behavioral 
ethics research is equally in need of robust replication. Behavioral ethics plays a key role in shaping 
policies, training programs, and organizational practices, particularly in business contexts. When 
findings are not replicable, interventions based on them risk being ineffective—or even harmful. 
Replication is also essential for distinguishing robust psychological effects from those shaped by 
context, methodology, or bias—an especially critical task in a field that grapples with complex human 
behavior and moral judgment. However, few systematic replication efforts have been conducted, 
despite the real-world importance of behavioral ethics findings. Notable exceptions include 
replications by Bartling et al. (2023), Verschuere et al. (2018), and Kristal et al. (2020), which highlight 
both the value and the feasibility of rigorous reproducibility studies in this domain.  

For this special issue, we welcome three types of replication-related contributions in the field of 
behavioral ethics: 1) Registered Reports designed to replicate existing research findings, where data 
collection has not yet begun; 2) Regular Articles reporting completed replication studies that also 
include a meaningful extension of a key finding; 3) Conceptual Articles that reflect on the need for and 
design of replication projects in behavioral ethics from a philosophy of science perspective.  
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By emphasizing reproducibility and methodological rigor, we aim to strengthen the credibility of 
behavioral ethics research and ensure that empirical findings and regularities are robust and reliable 
(Ankel-Peters et al., 2023). 

 

Relevant Topics Include, But Are Not Limited To: 

- Normative foundations for the replication of behavioral ethics findings 
- Moral behavior in markets 
- Moral behavior in firms and organizations 
- Social, descriptive, and moral norms (following, enforcement, supporting institutions, etc.) 
- Bounded ethicality 
- Dual process decision making 
- Heuristics and biases 
- Cheating, deception and lying 
- Compliance and integrity 
- Corporate social responsibility 
- Corporate or CEO political activism 

Ethical leadership 
- Lobbying 
- Corruption 
- Sustainable consumption 
- Gender and cultural effects  

While we welcome contributions from various disciplines, all submissions should clearly articulate 
their relevance to business contexts and implications for business scholars and/or practitioners. 

 

Evaluation Criteria 

Which Types of Replication Studies Do We Consider?  

- Scientific replications with extensions: A scientific replication repeats the original study by 
maintaining the same (or a closely similar) model, but tests it on a different sample or 
population (Hamermesh, 2007). We also expect an extension element: the replication should 
vary at least one critical aspect of the original research. For example, this could involve adding 
a manipulation / treatment that amplifies or attenuates the original effect, or incorporating 
(alternative) process measures that were not included in the initial study. The effectiveness of 
measures to improve ethical behavior can just as well be tested based on the initial design of 
an existing study. 

- Conceptual replications: A conceptual replication examines the same constructs and 
relationships as the original study but uses different operationalizations of the independent 
and dependent variables (Crandall/ Sherman, 2016; Lynch et al., 2015). This category includes, 
for example, replications of lab experiments conducted in real-world field settings. 

 
Please note that we do not consider mere reproductions (i.e., aiming to reproduce an article's findings 
using the same data and analytical strategy) but require the collection of new data. 

 

  



3 
 

Open Science Practices 

All replication studies must be preregistered using commonly accepted platforms (e.g., OSF, 
aspredicted.org). 

All empirical contributions must adhere to the principles of open science and include full resources to 
reproduce the data collection and data analysis (cf. Open Economics Guide). These include study 
materials (e.g., experimental instructions, questionnaires, stimuli), data (raw data and analyses data), 
and code (e.g., STATA or R scripts). Resources should be shared anonymously at a repository such as 
the Open Science Framework (www.osf.io). 

We also expect all authors who present original data to obtain a vote from an ethics committee at their 
research institution confirming that the research project is ethically unobjectionable before starting to 
collect data. 

 

Timeline and Submission Process 

Articles can be submitted as regular articles or as registered reports. 

Before submitting a regular article or registered report, all interested contributors should first submit 
an extended abstract outlining their (proposed) project by October 31, 2025, via 
philipp.schreck@wiwi.uni-halle.de. Based on the abstract, we will provide early feedback on whether 
the project is a good fit for the Special Issue and, if necessary, suggest revisions prior to full submission. 
From there on, the timeline depends on the submission format. 

Authors of selected abstracts for regular articles will be invited to submit full papers by June 30, 2026. 
Earlier submissions will be accepted and evaluated on a rolling basis. 

Authors of selected abstracts for registered reports will be invited to submit “stage 1 manuscripts” by 
Feb. 28, 2026. Earlier submissions will be accepted and evaluated on a rolling basis. A Stage 1 
manuscript describes a detailed study plan that must include introduction, theory & hypotheses, and 
methods sections as well as a description of planned data analyses. However, a Stage 1 manuscript 
does not include specific results as the data has not been collected yet. The Stage 1 manuscript will 
undergo peer review and, following favorable reviews, authors will receive an in-principle acceptance 
(IPA). An IPA guarantees the article’s (Stage 2) final acceptance irrespective of the results, given that 
the research is conducted as planned. Changes to the contents of the Stage 1 manuscript are no longer 
possible after having received an IPA. For more information on registered reports, please see 
Chambers/ Tzavella (2022) and Henderson/ Chambers (2022) as well as 
https://www.cos.io/initiatives/registered-reports. 

Registered Reports and final manuscripts need to be submitted via the journal’s website: 
http://www.springer.com/1573 (klick "Submit Online" there and make sure to indicate that the 
submission belongs to this special issue).  

Submission of a manuscript implies that the work described has not been published before; that it is 
not under consideration for publication anywhere else; that its publication has been approved by all 
co-authors, if any, as well as by the responsible authorities – tacitly or explicitly – at the institute where 
the work has been carried out. 

Submitted papers should adhere to the format requirements of the Journal of Business Economics. 
Please consult the Journal’s submission guidelines available at 
https://link.springer.com/journal/11573/submission-guidelines. 

https://openeconomics.zbw.eu/en/
http://www.osf.io/
mailto:philipp.schreck@wiwi.uni-halle.de
https://www.cos.io/initiatives/registered-reports
http://www.springer.com/1573
https://link.springer.com/journal/11573/submission-guidelines
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