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Wong, A.L. et al. Movement imitation by an abstract trajectory representation in dorsal
premotor cortex. J. Neurosci., 39:3320-3331, 2019.
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Vikbladh, O.M. et al. Hippocampal contributions to model-based planning and spatial
memory. Neuron, 102:683-693, 2019.
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Quentin, R. et al. Differential brain mechanisms of selection and maintenance of informa-tion
during working memory. J. Neurosci., 39:3728-3740, 2019.
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Predictive coding, PC & B&:&# 3 % Fm3C

Omigie, D. et al. Intracranial recordings and computational modeling of music reveal the time

course of prediction error signaling in frontal and temporal cortices. J. Cognit. Neurosci.,
31:855-873, 2019.
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Heil, L. et al. Processing of prediction errors in mentalizing areas. J. Cognit. Neurosci., 31:900
-912, 2019.
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Neurofeedback, NFB & BEE 3~ 2 3¢

Sakellaridi, S. et al. Intrinsic variable learning for brain-machine interface control by human
anterior intraparietal cortex. Neuron, 102:694-705, 2019.
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