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Molyneux’s problem
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MULTIVARIATE APPROACH
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UNIVARIATE fMRI ANALYSES
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Representational Similarity Analysis (RSA)
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Theoretical models Neural dissimilarity matrix

Kriegeskorte, 2008
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Task-based functional connectivity
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Probing multisensory networks with fMRI

A. Univariate Analysis
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MULTIVARIATE APPROACH

Representational Similarity Analyses



Body vs External representation of action
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Ego vs Allo-centric representation of action
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Ego vs Allo-centric representation of action
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Ego vs Allo-centric representation of action
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The use of external coordinates is task-dependent in the blind
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