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Confidence rating and the signal-detection theory:

a relation between recognition accuracy and fluctuation of answers.
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Figure 1 Relation betwen observed and predicted answer
change rate conditional on session1 confidence.
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Figure 2 Relation betwen observed and predicted answer
change rate conditional on session2 confidence.
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Figure 3 An example of memory output. (probability density)
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Figure 4 Another example of memory output. (probability
density)
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session1.
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session2.
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Figure 7 Answer acuity and between-session change rate
conditional on Session 1 confidence.
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Figure 8 Answer acuity and between-session change rate
conditional on Session 2 confidence.
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