Re-evaluating the contextual variability hypothesis of free recall
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0.5 Conclusions
= Madigan (1969)
S - A reanalysis of the OR score effect provides strong support for contextual variability
5 04 -The CMR model of free recall accounts for the OR score effect, as well as temporal, semantic and source clustering
2 - CMR also predicts spacing and lag effects, but these reflect both contextual variability and study-phase retrieval
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