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Introduction

How do we encode and recall information?
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Introduction

A form of reponse suppression is required in
our working memory models.

To prevent repetition errors.
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Predictions

According to our models, memory
performance should be impaired when the
same item is tested again.
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Exp. 1: Results
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Exp. 2: Methods & predictions
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Exp. 2: Results
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Strong evidence against response suppression as a way
to prevent repetition errors.

We need an alternative mechanism.



Keeping a record of recall events.



Danke schon
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