Re-making memories: A novel paradigm to study memory reconsolidation in rats
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3. EXp 1: A reminder triggers memory intrusions

6. EXp 4: Memory intrusions occur in the
short-term trace In rats

1. Introduction
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O The objective of this study is to develop a paradigm to investigate the updating of Reminder  No-Reminder  Intertererice Reminder NoReminder Interierence = 9
positively-motivated spatial memories in rats. il
Adapted from Hupbach et al. (2007)

2. Methods
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0 Memory intrusions occur in the short-term trace and may reflect competition between the
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0 This paradigm will allow us to investigate the neural correlates of memory updating.
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