nature

REVIEWS

Access

To read this article in full you may need to log in, make a payment or gain access through a site
license (see right).

nature.com > Journal home > Table of Contents

Analysis

Nature Reviews Neuroscience 14, 365-376 (May 2013) | doi:10.1038/nrn3475

There is an Erratum (May 1 2013) associated with this article.

Power failure: why small sample size

undermines the reliability of neuroscience B2 send to a friend
% Export citation
Katherine S. Button, John P. A. Ioannidis, Claire Mokrysz, Brian A. @ Export references

Nosek, Jonathan Flint, Emma S. J. Robinson & Marcus R. Munafo % Rights and permissions
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detecting a true effect, but it is less well appreciated that low

power also reduces the likelihood that a statistically significant _
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