Motivational state influences the content of hippocampal sequences
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Sticky Note
these numbers by the colorbar are not very informative. if time permits, I would remove the colorbar entirely and just place the top number in the top right corner of the spectrogram (for scale)

ideally labels are all the same size (as in example sessions)

some titles for the example sessions are partially obscured
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Sticky Note
hmm, maybe better to show multiple views of a good tt, instead of four different ones... this way it's too easy for ppl to think that those clusters never separate (based on only one view)

if you have 2 views of same tt, and remove the text, and then make the tables bigger, that would be better I think (table text now very small)
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Sticky Note
aligned titles (for height) would be nice, not essential of course..
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Sticky Note
missing '.'

add something like, dotted line indicates choice point
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Sticky Note
grant number is 863.10.013

no need for logos, rat pic is better!

last line spacing is larger than other lines?
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Sticky Note
labels/stat things are getting messy here..

maybe simpler to just do stars indicating interaction rather than the complicated thing I know I am responsible for suggesting in the first place... :-S
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not important of course, but removing the .5 labels from the y axis will make the figure cleaner.

likewise in the next one down, we don't really need 10,20,30... every 20 is enough.
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Sticky Note
not critical now, but the black axis should be in front of the colored bars, not behind it as is now
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Sticky Note
not important, but I think one cell number (the top one) is enough -- a "0th" cell is kind of strange anyway!
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Sticky Note
some minor formatting issues -- no space after Nature,497 in the last ref, and ideally second, third lines of each ref are indented rather than left aligned
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Sticky Note
could consider replacing this boring title with "Thanks!"
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Sticky Note
add: as well as matched trials in the last parenthetical


