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Behavioral and Brain Sciences (BBS) is a unique scientific communication medium,
providing the service of Open Peer Commentary for reports of significant current
work in psychology, neuroscience, behavioral biology or cognitive science. If a manu-
script is judged by BBS referees and editors to be appropriate for Commentary (see
Criteria below), it is circulated electronically to a large number of commentators
selected (with the aid of systematic bibliographic searches and e-mail Calls for
Commentators) from the BBS Associateship and the worldwide biobehavioral science
community, including individuals recommended by the author. If you are not a BBS
Associate and wish to enquire about joining, please see the instructions for associate
membership at http://journals.cambridge.org/BBSJournal/Inst

Once the Commentary stage of the process has begun, the author can no longer
alter the article, but can respond formally to all commentaries accepted for publication.
The target article, commentaries, and authors' responses then co-appear in BBS.
(Note: Continuing Commentary submissions are no longer being accepted.)

Criteria for acceptance: To be eligible for publication, a paper should not only
meet the standards of a journal such as Psychological Review or the International
Review of Neurobiology in terms of conceptual rigor, empirical grounding, and clarity
of style, but the author should also offer an explicit 500 word rationale for soliciting
Commentary, and a list of suggested commentators (complete with e-mail
addresses).

A BBS target article an be: (i) the report and discussion of empirical research that
the author judges to have broader scope and implications than might be more appro-
priately reported in a specialty journal; (i) an unusually significant theoretical article
that formally models or systematizes a body of research; or (iii) a novel interpretation,
synthesis, or critique of existing experimental or theoretical work. Occasionally, articles
dealing with social or philosophical aspects of the behavioral and brain sciences will
be considered.

The service of Open Peer Commentary will be primarily devoted to original
unpublished manuscripts written specifically for BBS treatment. However, a recently
published book whose contents meet the standards outlined above spontaneously
and multiply nominated by the BBS Associateship may also be eligible for
Commentary. In such a BBS Multiple Book Review, a comprehensive, article-length
précis by the author is published together with the commentaries and the author's
response. In special cases, Commentary will also be extended to a position paper
or an already published article that deals with particularly influential or controversial
research or that has itself proven to be especially important or controversial. In normal
cases however, BBS submissions may not be already published (either in part or
whole) or be under consideration for publication elsewhere and submission of an
article is considered expressly to imply this. Multiple book reviews and previously
published articles appear by invitation only. Self-nominations cannot be considered,
neither can non-spontaneous (i.e. author elicited) nominations. However, the BBS
Associateship and professional readership of BBS are encouraged to nominate
current topics, books and authors for Commentary; e-mail bbsjournal @ cambridge.org

In all the categories described, the decisive consideration for eligibility will be the
desirability of Commentary for the submitted material. Controversiality simpliciter is
not a sufficient criterion for soliciting Commentary: a paper may be controversial
simply because it is wrong or weak. Nor is the mere presence of interdisciplinary
aspects sufficient: general cybernetic and "organismic" disquisitions are not appro-
priate for BBS. Some appropriate rationales for seeking Open Peer Commentary
would be that: (1) the material bears in a significant way on some current controversial
issues in behavioral and brain sciences; (2) its findings substantively contradict
some well-established aspects of current research and theory; (3) it criticizes the
findings, practices, or principles of an accepted or influential line of work; (4) it unifies
a substantial amount of disparate research; (5) it has important cross-disciplinary
ramifications; (6) it introduces an innovative methodology or formalism for broader
consideration; (7) it meaningfully integrates a body of brain and behavioral data; (8)
it places a hitherto dissociated area of research into an evolutionary or ecological
perspective; etc. In order to assure communication with potential commentators
(and readers) from other BBS specialty areas, all technical terminology must be
clearly defined or simplified, and specialized concepts must be fully described. In
case of doubt of appropriateness for BBS Commentary, authors should submit a
detailed target article proposal using the new BBS Editorial Manager site at
http://www.editorialmanager.com/bbs/. After evaluating the proposal, the Editors will
encourage or discourage formal target article submission.

A note on commentaries: The purpose of the Open Peer Commentary service is to
provide a concentrated constructive interaction between author and commentat-
ors on a topic judged to be of broad significance to the biobehavioral science
community. Commentators should provide substantive criticism, interpretation, and
elaboration as well as any pertinent complementary or supplementary material, such
as illustrations; all original data will be refereed in order to assure the archival validity
of BBS commentaries. Commentaries and articles should be free of hyperbole and
remarks ad hominem. Please refer to and follow exactly the BBS Instructions for
Commentators at http://journals.cambridge.org/BBSJournal/Inst before submitting your
invited commentary.
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Style and format for target articles: Target Articles must not exceed 14,000 words
(and should ordinarily be considerably shorter); commentaries should not exceed
1,000 words, excluding references. Spelling, capitalization, and punctuation should
be consistent within each article and commentary and should follow the style
recommended in the latest edition of A Manual of Style, The University of Chicago
Press. It is advisable to examine a recent issue of BBS as a model.

Target articles should be submitted in MSWord format to the new Editorial
Manager site at http://www.editorialmanager.com/bbs/. Figures should appear in
the body of the text, not at the end of the paper, and should also be supplied as
separate TIFF, EPS, JPEG, or GIF files. However, if your article is accepted, TIFF
or EPS format will be requested for publication. Once accepted,
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readers. The Call letter includes a link to the pre-copyedited final draft archived
publicly for potential commentators. The copyedited final draft will only be posted for
the invited commentators.
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Separate Word Counts (for the abstract, main text, references, and entire text — total +
addresses etc.), an Indexable Title, Full Name(s), Institutional Address(es), E-mail
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numbered headings and subheadings to facilitate cross-reference by commentators.
Tables and figures (i.e., photographs, graphs, charts, or other artwork) should be
numbered consecutively, and should appear in its appropriate location. Every table
should have a title; every figure, a caption.
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Offprints of the following forthcoming BBS treatments can be purchased for educational purposes if they are ordered well in advance. For ordering information, please write to
Journals Department, Cambridge University Press, 32 Avenue of the Americas, New York, NY 10013-2473.

Brain mechanisms of acoustic communication in humans and nonhuman
primates: An evolutionary perspective

Hermann Ackermann, Steffen R. Hage, and Wolfram Ziegler

To appear in upcoming issues (2015)

Memory reconsolidation, emotional arousal, and the process of change
in psychotherapy: New insights from brain science

Richard D. Lane, Lee Ryan, Lynn Nadel, University of Arizona, Tucson, and Leslie Greenberg,
York University

The core idea of the target article is that therapeutic change in a variety of modadlities, including behavioral therapy, cognitive-behavioral therapy, emotionfocused therapy, and psy-
chodynamic therapy, results from the updating of prior emotional memories through a process of reconsolidation that incorporates new emotional experiences. VWe present an inte-
grative memory model with three interactive components: autobiographical (event) memories, semantic structures, and emotional responses. VWe propose that the essential ingredients
of therapeutic change include: (1) reacfivating old memories; (2) engaging in new emotional experiences that are incorporated into those reactivated memories via the process of
reconsolidation; and (3] reinforcing the infegrative memory structure by practicing a new way of behaving and experiencing the world in a variety of contexts. The implications of
this new, neurobiologically grounded synthesis for research, clinical practice, and teaching are discussed.

With commentary from G Ainslie; O Benga, B Neagota & | Benga; CR Brewin; F De Brigard & E Hanna; S Diekelmann & C Forcato; B Ecker, L Hulley &
R Ticic; NA Kimbrel, EC Meyer & JC Beckham; SB Klein & HJ Markowitsch; KS LaBar; I Liberzon & A Javanbakht; S Llewellyn; F Mancini & A Gangemi; TC Mann,
J Cone & M| Ferguson; T Marks-Tarlow & | Panksepp; C Montemayor; N Moyal, N Cohen, A Henik & GE Anholt; D Ortu; A Pascual-leone & | Pascual-leone; L Patihis;
VF Reyna &Y landa; R Roache; M Solms; R Spanagel & M Bohus; A Staniloiu & AE Zaretsky; M Stein, KB Rohde & K Henke; U von Hecker, DN Mclntosh & G Sedek;
W] Whelton

How to learn about teaching: An evolutionary framework for the study
of teaching behavior in humans and other animals
Michelle Ann Kline, University of California, Los Angeles

The human species is more reliant on cultural adaptation than any other species, but it is unclear how faithful fransmission of cultural adaptations happens. One possibility is that
teaching facilitates faithful transmission by affecting learner inferences. However, there is wide disagreement about how to define teaching and how fo interpret comparative empir-
ical evidence. These disputes are based on a number of deeprooted theoretical and definitional differences between fields. To reconcile these, | review the three major approaches
fo the study of teaching: mentalistic, culture-based, and functionalist — and propose a new framework that differentiates teaching types according to the specific learning problems
each type solves. | apply this framework to empirical evidence on teaching in humans and other animals, and discuss implications for the study of the evolution of teaching, includ-
ing the roles of cognitive constraints and cooperation. Finally, | propose an explanation for why some types of teaching are uniquely human and discuss new directions for research.

With commentary from M Abrams; A Badets & F Osiurak; SR Beck; T Caro; L Chouinard-Thuly & SM Reader; KH Corriveau; LG Dean & RL Kendal; Y Eshchar
& D Fragaszy; L Fogarty; P Gardenfors & A Hégberg; M Hemik & G Gergely; J Jacquet; AM Johnsfon, K McAuliffe & (R Santos; M Koenig; AC Kruger; DF Lancy; L Marin;
R Moore & C Tennie; CP Miller; M Nielsen & C Shipton; E Palagi, R Stanyon & E Demuru; E Pasquinelli, T Zalla, K Gvodzic, C Potier-Watkins & M Piazza; M Paulus,
S Kim & B Sodian; A Poddiakov; LG Rapaport; A Ravignani & R Sonnweber; AR Ridley & BJ Ashton; B Rogoff; S Ronfard & PL Harris; MH Scheel, HL Shaw &
RA Gardner; TC Scott-Phillips & D Sperber; MG Shafto & CM Seifert; A Sharkey; PE Smaldino & EK Newton; S Strauss, M Ziv & D Frye; D Tatone & G Csibra;
A Thornton & NJ Raihani: A Torres-Garcia, HE Kim & JE Swain

Among the articles to appear in forthcoming issues of BBS:

R. D. lane, L. Ryan, L. Nadel & L. Greenberg, "Memory reconsolidation, emotional arousal and the process of change in psychotherapy:
New insights from brain science"

M. A. Kline, "How to leamn about feaching: An evolutionary framework for the study of teaching behavior in humans and other animals”

L. Pessoa, “Précis of The Cognitive-Emotional Brain”

J. L. Duarte, J. T. Crawford, C. Stern, J. Haidt, L. Jussim & P. E. Tetlock, “Political diversity will improve social psychological science”

R. Kalisch, M. B. Miller & O. Tiischer, “A conceptual framework for the neurobiological study of resilience”

A. Norenzayan, A. F. Shariff & W. M. Gervais, “The cultural evolution of prosocial religions”

Cambridge Journals Online

For further information about this journal please go CA M B R I D G E

to the journal website at: UNIVERSITY PRESS
journals.cambridge.org/bbs
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