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Heyworth, N.C. & Squire, L.R. The nature of recollection across months and years and after
medial temporal lobe damage. PNAS, 116:4619-4624, 2019.
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Juechems, K. et al. A network for computing value equilibrium in the human medial pre-
frontal cortex. Neuron, 101:977-987, 2019.
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Le6n-Cabrera, P. et al. Ahead of time: Early sentence slow cortical modulations associated to

semantic prediction. Neuroimage, 189:192-201, 2019.
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Zuanazzi, A. & Noppeney, U. Distinct neural mechanisms of spatial attention and expecta-

tion guide perceptual inference in a multisensory world. J. Neurosci., 39:2301-2312, 2019.
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Wang, Y. et al. Prior knowledge guides speech segregation in human auditory cortex. Cereb.

Cortex, 29:1561-1571, 2019.
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Guidotti, R. et al. Choice-predictive activity in parietal cortex during source memory
decisions. Neuroimage, 189:589-600, 2019.
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Neurofeedback, NFB & BEE 3~ 2 3¢

Huang, G. et al. A novel training-free externally-regulated neurofeedback (ER-NF) system
using phase-guided visual stimulation for alpha modulation. Neuroimage, 189:688-699,
2019.
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Zweerings, J. et al. Neurofeedback of core language network nodes modulates connectivity
with the default-mode network: A double-blind fMRI neurofeedback study on auditory
verbal hallucinations. Neuroimage, 189:533-542, 2019.
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