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Introduction Hypotheses

Fidelity of feature representations is stable across memory The fidelity limit in long-term memory changes
subsystems (Brady et al., 2013). Long-term memory (LTM), over time

compared to short-term memory (STM), has different tem- Repeated retrieval from LTM leads to higher per-
poral properties (Born & Wilhelm, 2012; Murayama et al., centage of guesses

2014). Thus, the difference between flde“ty in LTM and STD Retrieval from LTM leads to rep|acement of true
may emerge with time and repeated retrieval. memories with recalled ones.

What did we actually do?
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