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J ’ p Fig. 1:0bserved Variability in Memory Performance. For each subject, dots represent range of Fig. 1:0bserved Variability in Memory Performance. For each subject, dots represent range of
inﬂuences Of known VariableS. performance from average lowest lists to average highest lists across all sessions. Histogram represents performance from lowest session to highest session. Histogram represents ranges of performance.
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Statistical models:
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Fig. 1Removed Variability from Predictive Model. Figure represents the reduction in range of memory Fig. 1Removed Variability from Predictive Mod_el. Figure represents the reducti_on In range of memory
performance as accounted for by the regression models, where for each subject, dots represent the performance as accounted for by the regression models, where for each subject, dots represent the
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lowest list to highest list.
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