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Pros

Published no matter what
happens.
Forces to think upstream
— Statistics
— Power Analysis
— Does it really make sense?

— Is the motivation really based
on previous data?

Feedback from external
sources

Avoid temptations
Reduce publication bias

Cons

More work, more money,
more time, more complex
study

— Pilot study

— Can’t start the experiment
before 1st stage is resolved.

Exploratory research?

Expose my ideas prior to
publication



