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The nature of scientific research in mathematical and computational biology allows editors and reviewers to evaluate the findings of a scientific paper. Replication of a research study should be the minimum standard for judging its scientific claims and considering it for publication. This requires changes in the current peer review practice and a strict adoption of a replication policy similar to those adopted in experimental fields such as organic synthesis. In the future, the culture of replication can be easily adopted by publishing papers through dynamic computational notebooks combining formatted text, equations, computer algebra and computer code.
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	https://www.nibib.nih.gov/research-funding/interagency-modeling-and-analysis-group-imag.


	https://www.imagwiki.nibib.nih.gov/content/model-and-data-sharing-working-group.


	For August 10, 2018, the BioModels Database (http://www.ebi.ac.uk/biomodels/) has 641 manually curated (fully reproducible) models and 1008 non-curated models.


	http://www.orgsyn.org/.


	https://www.jove.com/.


	http://jupyter.org.
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