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A: behavioral training system; B: working memory task paradigm; C: behavioral performance and optogenetic experiment results. Each dot represents

the performance correct rate of 20 trials (or 1 session). Performance=(Hit+Correct rejection)/Total number of trials. For each day, mice performed 100

trials; D: modulation of population activity, which was normalized in Z-score and averaged across all trials for each neuron. 1~5 s is the delay period.
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Fig.1 Modulation of mPFC delay-period activity in learning the working memory task and the impaired behavior

performance by suppressing mPFC delay-period activity (modified from reference [27], with permission from Science Press)
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