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“We test this hypothesis in a simple decision-making paradigm in which participants were instructed to compute the goal value of
one item at a time. The idea of this experiment is simple. If the prefrontal cortex (PFC) participates in the computation of goal
values by supplying critical inputs to the orbitofrontal cortex, then applying repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation (rTMS)
over the PFC should reduce the goal values that are computed. In contrast, if the PFC does not participate in the computation,
then applying rTMS to it should have no effect on measured goal values.”
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