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1. Provide the URL, doi, or other permanent path for accessing the data in a public, open-access repository:

https://osf.io/mcvt7/wiki/home/

] Confirm that there is sufficient information for an independent researcher to reproduce all of the reported
results, including codebook if relevant.
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Yes
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reproduced or otherwise made available only with the permission of the original author or copyright holder, and that publicly
posted data do not contain information that would allow individuals to be identified without consent.
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