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Background Methods Results continued
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gmz::zg: ?yr;;e)litude Building onto our prior work we found an omnibus memory enhancement at the |-day
delay (but not immediate delay) for previously stimulated objects compared to previously

not stimulated objects.
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v - Conclusion & Current Directions

* Direct amygdala stimulation causes prioritization of temporally-specific declarative memories for later
recognition without eliciting an emotional response (building onto previous our previous study), and sex
Strong responder differences seems like they may influence the strength of memory prioritization.

**p< .01

*%*

Other stimulation parameters, like timing and duration, we explored do no seem to improve memory more
than our original stimulation parameters.
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