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Correction to: Scientific Data https://doi.org/10.1038/s41597-024-03786-z, published online 23 August 2024

In the version of the article initially published, in the “Sampling” column of Table 1, the University of Sheffield was 
originally listed as “Opportunity” but has now been amended to “Stratified”. Additionally, in the fourth paragraph 
of the “Background & Summary” section, the text “In 2022, members of the UKRN published the results of the 
Brief Open Research Survey (BORS), which measured awareness and uptake of Open Research practices across 
the UKRN Local Networks. The survey found that respondents were most aware of Open Access publications, 
preprints and open data, and the most commonly reported means to foster further uptake of Open Research 
practices were incentives, dedicated funding, and recognition in promotion and recruitment criteria” has been 
added, alongside a new ref. 15: Norris, E. et al. Development of the brief open research survey (bors) to measure 
awareness and uptake of open research practices, https://doi.org/10.31222/osf.io/w48yh (2022). These corrections 
have been made to the HTML and PDF versions of the article.
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