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Memory for the past serves a
prospective function: to predict
future events? 2.

Question 1: How do we
flexibly generate predictions
at multiple timescales?
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Question 2: How are predictions updated
when our environments change?
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context-specific. The timescale of prediction will be longer for
progressively more anterior brain regions?: 4.

Predictions are Flexibly Updated after Integration

Prediction Updating Prediction by After integration, we hypothesize that patterns of activity will be
Integration Subtype updated to correlate with the templates for the integrated path, and
Unchanged Path:  these will correlations will increase as a function of run number.
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