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¢ Only 33% of studies are theory
driven.

¢ Most studies post-hoc interpret
their results as supporting the
theories.

Diverse means to study consciousness

The outcome of studies can be predicted by methodological parameters
*  Arandom forest classifier® learned the associations between the parameters
and outcomes of N-1 experiments and predicted the outcome of an
untrained experiment (leave one out strategy) with above chance accuracy.
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