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A problem of the signal—detection theory paradigm in recognition memory theories.
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Figure 1 Probability distribution of an answer-alternative
strength difference
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Figure 2 Heterogeneity of question-item set.
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Figure 3 Observed and predicted relations between answer
change rate and CRR (correct response rate) in
session 1.
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Figure 4 Observed and predicted relations between answer
change rate and CRR (correct response rate) in
session 2.
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