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Barry, D.N. et al. The neural dynamics of novel scene imagery. J. Neurosci., 39:4375-4386,
2019.
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Boccia, M. et al. The dynamic contribution of the high-level visual cortex to imagery and
perception. Hum. Brain Mapp., 40:2449-2463, 2019.
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Ramot, M. et al. Multifaceted integration: Memory for faces is subserved by widespread
connections between visual, memory, auditory, and social networks. J. Neurosci., 39:4976-
4985, 2019.
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Predictive coding, PC & B&:&# 3 % Fm3C

Schindler, A. & Bartels, A. Connectivity reveals sources of predictive coding in early visual

cortex during processing of visual optic flow. Cereb. Cortex, 27:2885-2893, 2017.
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Sedaghat-Nejad, E. et al. Reward prediction error modulates saccade vigor. J. Neurosci.,
39:5010-5017, 2019.
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Neurofeedback, NFB & BEE 3~ 2 3¢

Bu, J. et al. Effect of deactivation of activity patterns related to smoking cue reactivity on
nicotine addiction. Brain, 142:1827-1841, 2019.
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® real-feedback (r = -0.40, P < 0.05)
e » yoked-feedback (r =-0.12, P> 0.10)
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Sherwood, ML.S. et al. Self-directed down-regulation of auditory cortex activity mediated by
real-time fMRI neurofeedback augments attentional processes, resting cerebral perfusion,
and auditory activation. Neuroimage, 195:475-489, 2019.
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Vukelic, M. et al. Different cortical entrainment of cortical networks during motor imagery
and neurofeedback in right and left handers. Neuroimage, 195:190-202, 2019.
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Cortical networks during motor imagery of dominant hand
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Lerner, 1. et al. Baseline levels of rapid eye movement sleep may protect against excessive
activity in fear-related neural circuitry. J. Neurosci., 37:11233-11244, 2017.
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Current Opinion in Neurobiology, 56:1-208, 2019.
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