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Introduction
* Most memory models address only single-trial phenomena

*The challenge is to explain both intralist and interlist phenomena using a single
model

* We attempt to account for prior-list and extra-list recalls in immediate free recall
and the list-before-last paradigm

Interlist effects in immediate free recall
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* Memory is not reset between trials

* Input to context: driven by studying or recalling an item, or by a delay between lists
IN FC
C =M fi

* Update context ade context-item associations
G = piCi-1+ BG
AMFS = (AMSF)T = Al

exp exp i

* Recall process
Xs =(1 — TK — TAN)Xs_q + TfrIN + €, where f,'N =M ¢,
Each item has a dynamic threshold 6 =1+ wad/

Interlist effects in the list-before-last paradigm
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Intralist effects in the list-before-last paradigm
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Conclusions

* CMR2 accounts for interlist and intralist effects in immediate free recall and the
list-before-last paradigm

* Slowly evolving temporal context, semantic context, and noisiness in the recall
process control interlist recall levels
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