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How DO WE USE FEEDBACK ? PROCESSING OF FEEDBACK INTEGRATION OF FEEDBACK

feedback ACROSS TRIALS
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(i.e. expectation). serve a dynamic updating role that is highly to guide decision making in an

susceptible to prior information. uncertain world

Participants learned over the course of 20 trials to choose the stimulus that yielded
higher net-gains. There was substantial variability in how well participants were able
to do so.
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