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Motivation:

Both the science and philosophy of consciousness
have been growing rapidly 1n recent years.
However, given the amount of resources put 1into
this research program, we do not see the progress
one would might be lead to expect. This we think
1S an 1ntestesting avenue to apply the tools of
metascience.

Hypothesis:

Using computational tools, we will attempt to test
the hypothesis that both the science and
philosophy of consciousness have remained
stagnant because of the circularity and flawed
methodology of many debates within the research
project.
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Metascience Explanation:

Hoping to find evidence for our hypothesis, we would
like to provide explanation(s) of why the science and
philosophy of consciousness 1s appears to be trapped
in such circles. It 1s here that we will draw on recent
metascience work on the evolution and persistence of
bad science:

ROYAL SOCIETY -
ROYALSOCIETY  The natural selection

rsos.royalsocietypublishing.org
Paul E. Smaldino' and Richard McElreath?’
8 @ ICognitive and Information Sciences, University of California, Merced, CA 95343, USA
2Department of Human Behavior, Ecology, and Culture, Max Planck Institute for
Resea rCh Clr?§s1§dark Evolutionary Anthropology, Leipzig, Germany
Cite this article: Smaldino PE, McElreath R. PES, 0000-0002-7133-5620; RME, 0000-0002-0387-5377

2016 The natural selection of bad science.
R. Soc. open sci. 3:160384.

Poor research design and data analysis encourage false-positive
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rs0s.160384

findings. Such poor methods persist despite perennial calls for
improvement, suggesting that they result from something more
than just misunderstanding. The persistence of poor methods
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