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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 since printing requires resolutions
of at least 1100dpi. (Please note that costs for color figure reproduction will be
passed along to the author. Color printing is expensive, and authors are encouraged
to find alternative methods for presentation of their argument.) Once accepted,
a Call for Commentators will be sent to thousands of BBS Associates and
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.

Please make sure your target article file has ALL of the following in this order: Four
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
Address(es) and Homepage URL(s) for all authors (where available), Short Abstract
(100 words), Long Abstract (250 words), 5-10 Keywords (in alphabetical order),
approx. 12,000 word Main Text (with paragraphs separated by full blank lines, not tab
indents), and Alphabetical Reference List. Target article authors must also provide
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.

Endnotes and appendices should be grouped together at the end of the paper
and should ideally be locally linked to in the text to facilitate the reader (and of
course the referee’s task). Acknowledgements should be placed at the end of the
paper.

The short abstract will appear by way of an advertisement, one issue in advance
of the publication issue. The long abstract will be circulated to referees and then
potential commentators should the paper be accepted, and will appear with the
printed article. BBS’s rigorous timetable constraints (requiring the coordination of
target articles, commentaries and author’s responses within the publishing queue)
make it extremely difficult for us to process follow-up drafts of your submission.
Please make sure that the paper you submit is the carefully checked final draft to
which you wish the referees to address.

Please also ensure that your submission has been proof-read by a native English
speaker before submission. This, of course, greatly improves its chances at the
refereeing stage.

References: Bibliographic citations in the text must include the author’s last name
and the date of publication and may include page references. Complete biblio-
graphic information for each citation should be included in the list of references.
Please also include and link to the WWW URL for any paper for which it exists.
Examples of correct styles are: Brown (1973); (Brown 1973); Brown 1973; 1978);
(Brown 1973; Jones 1976); (Brown & Jones 1978); (Brown et al. 1978). References
should be in alphabetical order in the style of the following examples. Do not abbre-
viate journal titles:

Freeman, W. J. (1958) Distribution in time and space of prepyriform electrical
activity. Journal of Neurophysiology 2:644—66. http://cogprints.soton.ac.uk/abs/
neuro/199806009

Dennet, D. C. (1991) Two contrasts: Folk craft versus folk science and belief
versus opinion. In: The future of folk psychology: Intentionality and cognitive
science, ed. J. D. Greenwood, pp. 26—7. Cambridge University Press. http://
cogprints.soton.ac.uk/abs/phil/199804005

Bateson, PP.G. & Hinde, R.A., eds. (1978) Growing points in ethology. Cambridge
University Press.

Editing: The publishers reserve the right to edit and proof all articles and commen-
taries accepted for publication. Authors of target articles will be given the opportunity
o review the copy-edited manuscript and page proofs. Commentators will be asked
to review copy-editing only when changes have been substantial; commentators will
not see proofs. Both authors and commentators should notify the editorial office of all
corrections within 48 hours or approval will be assumed.

Author response to commentaries: All invited commentaries received before the
deadline are only accessible to the Authors and Editors. Please note that no commen-
tary is officially accepted until the Editor in charge has formally reviewed it and notified
both the authors and the Editorial Administrator. Please refer to and follow exactly
the BBS Commentary Response Instructions at http://journals.cambridge.org/
BBSJournal/lnst before submitting your response.

Authors of target articles receive 50 offprints of the entire treatment, and can
purchase additional copies. Commentators will also be given an opportunity to
purchase offprints of the entire treatment.
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In this issue

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.

Such stuff as dreams are made on? Elaborative encoding, the ancient
art of memory, and the hippocampus

Sue Llewellyn

An opportunity cost model of subjective effort and task performance
Robert Kurzban, Angela Duckworth, Joseph W. Kable, and Justus Myers

To appear in upcoming issues (2014)

Unconscious influences on decision making: A critical review
Ben R. Newell, University of New South Wales, and David R. Shanks, University College London

Recommendations fo “stop thinking” and rely on “gut instincts” reflect widely held beliefs that our decisions can be influenced by unconscious processes. This arficle evaluates
some of the wide range of research findings from the past 20 or so years on this topic. Critical analysis points fo a surprising conclusion: There is little convincing evidence
of unconscious influences on decision making. VWe conclude that such influences should not, therefore, be assigned a prominent role in theories of decision making and re-
lated behaviors.

With commentary from | Anfony; RF Baumeister, KD Vohs & EJ Masicampo; | Bemnacer, G Balderas, | MartinezValbuena, MA Pastor & JI Murillo; B Brogaard,
K Marlow & K Rice; S Brooks & D) Stein; G Coppin; A Dijksterhuis, A van Knippenberg, RW Holland & H Veling; JSIBT Evans; M Finkbeiner & M Coltheart; C Gonzdlez Vallejo,
TR Stewart, GD Lassiter & JM Weindhardt; A Hahn & B Gawronski; RR Hassin & M Milyavsky; EG Helzer & D Dunning; RM Hogarth; HM Huizenga, ACK van Duijvenvoorde,
D van Ravenzwaaij, R Wetzels & BR] Jansen; K Hyténen; GPD Ingram & K Prochownik; IPL Mclaren, BD Dunn, NS Lawrence, FN Milion, F Verbruggen, T Stevens, A McAndrew
& F Yeates; R Ogilvie & P Carruthers; N Persaud & P Mcleod; T Rakow; S Sher & P Winkielman; M Snodgrass, H Shevrin & JA Abelson; N Srinivasan & S Mukherjee;
H Steingroever & EJ Wagenmakers; EL Uhlmann; M Velmans; L Waroquier, M Abadie, O Klein & A Cleeremans

Mapping collective behavior in the big-data era

R. Alexander Bentley, University of Bristol, Michael J. O’Brien, University of Missouri, and
William A. Brock, University of Missouri and University of Wisconsin

Individuals in the present online age have access to social connections on an unprecedentedly large and unpredictable scale. Similarly, behavioral scientists now have access
to "big data” sefs that track those connections. Although novel, studies of human dynamics based on these data sets can foster the misconception that mass-scale online be-
havior is all we need to know in order o undersfand how humans make decisions. To overcome that misconception, we draw on the field of discretechoice theory to create a
multiscale comparative “map” that captures the essence of decision making along two axes: one representing the degree to which agents’ decisions are independently made
versus socially influenced, the other axis representing the degree o which there is fransparency in the payoffs and risks associated with these decisions. Dividing the map into
quadrants featuring signature behavioral patterns, we provide an empirical framework for evaluating how modern collective behavior may be changing in the digital age.

With commentary from P Analytis, M Moussaid, F Artinger, JE Kémmer & G Gigerenzer; FL Bookstein; R Buck; M Christen & P Brugger; SN Durlauf; JE Fan &
JW Suchow; S Fortunato, ] Saraméki & P Onnela; AN Garcia, JM Torralba & AM Gonzdlez; E] Godzifiska & A Wiébel; A Hopfensitz, E Lorini & F Moisan; MT Keane &
A Gerow; G le Mens; R MacCoun; RA McCain & R Hamilion; A Mesoudi; HS Moat, T Preis, CY Olivola, C Liu & N Chater; SH Norgate, N Davies, C Speed, T Cherreft &
J Dickinson; MB O'Donnell, EB Falk & S Konrath; HR Pfister & G Béhm; SM Reader & | Leris; EB Roesch, F Stahl & MM Gaber; D Ross; D Ruths & T Shuliz; CT Schmidt; D Spurrett;
JE Swain, C Sripada & JD Swain; M Taquet, ] Quoidbach, Y-A de Monfioye & M Desseilles; EL Uhlmann & R Silberzahn; X Zhou, W Xie & M Ye

Among the articles to appear in forthcoming issues of BBS:

B. R. Newell & D. R. Shanks, “Unconscious influences on decision making: A crifical review”

R. A. Bentley, M. J. O'Brien & W. A. Brock, "Mapping collective behavior in the big-data era”

J. Y. Huang &J. A. Bargh, “The selfish goal: Autonomously operating motivational structures as the proximate cause of human judgment and behavior”
R. Cook, G. Bird, C. Catmur, C. Press & C. Heyes, "Mirror neurons: From origin to function”

J. R. Hibbing, K. B. Smith &J. R. Alford, "Differences in negafivity bias underlie variations in polifical ideclogy”

P. E. Smaldino, “The cultural evolution of emergent grouplevel traits”

A. lankford, “The myth of martyrdom: What really drives suicide bombers, rampage shooters, and other self-destructive killers”

D. S. Wilson & S. C. Hayes, “"Evolving the future: Toward a science of infentional change”

A. Cimpian & E. Salomon, “The inherence heuristic: An intuitive means of making sense of the world, and a potential precursor fo psychological essentialism”
H. Ackermann, S. R. Hage & W. Ziegler, “Brain mechanisms of acoustic communication in humans and nonhuman primates: An evolutionary perspective”

Cambridge Journals Online

For further information about this journal please go FSC CAMB RID GE

wwwfsc.org

'.EO thejournalwc?bsite at: Mix UNIVERSITY PRESS
journals.cambridge.org/bbs respintii ourcss
FSC® C012947



https://doi.org/10.1017/S0140525X13003932

	BBS_36_6_VOL_CONTENT.pdf
	Advert.pdf
	IBC.pdf
	OBC.pdf
	BBS_36_6_Associates.pdf
	BBS Associateship 2013




