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Familiarity and Recollection in the Memory Conjunction Paradigm

CUI Shuai, ZHANG Qing-lin, DAI Tian-en, L1 Wen-fu

( School of Psychology, Southwest University, Chongging 400715, China )

Abstract: A memory conjunction error is said to occur when a novel test item composed of parts of previously studied items
is falsely recognized as old. This study aims to explore the feature of familiarity and recollection in the memory conjunction
paradigm. It finds that the role of spatial position in the recollection demonstrates no random conjunction of the memory. In
the testing phase, the subjects are characteristic of judgments of familiarity and effective recollection of global items.

K ey words: memory conjunction errors; false memory; familiarity; recollection
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