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Standard Analysis Alternative Analysis

* The relationship between initial learning level and the

rate of forgetting has been debated for decades
(Slamecka & McElree, 1983; Loftus, 1985; Rivera-Lares et al., 2022)

* Supporting previous research, we found no significant
difference in the rate of forgetting for items encoded
at different levels of processing with the standard
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the rate of forgetting to be independent of initial
learning when retention performance is analyzed

with ANOVA

rates.

Standard Analysis Alternative Analysis Limitations
* Our analysis focuses on discrimination (d,) as

* The alternative approach predicts that measuring the
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