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1. Dynamic Event Construction: Adapted from Levine et al. (2002) participants 1 B _ THE HIPPOCAMPUS AND NARRATIVE
elaborated on a mental representation in response to event cues (e.g., celebration,| (.9 (1,10) = 106.13, p = 0.001
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4. Cinderella: Participants viewed a wordless picture book of Cinderella. They then T 1 0.7 Amnesia
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Cinderella, the Prince, from halfway through, from standing on top of the castle. o ' I i 8 0.5
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_ Time Time stem from a sole impairment in memory (Race et al., 2011; 2013) or a
Analysis more basic impairment in cognitive functioning outside of memory (Gasser
Narratives were analyzed with memory and consistency using an adapted AM scoring F(1,10) = 76.20, p < 0.001 F(1,10) = 200.35, p < 0.001 et al., 2011; Zeman et al., 2012).
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