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Mechanisms of order judgments in the memory of Buddhist text.

UMEMOTO, Takao
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Table 3 Error of Judgments for Good and Poor Subjects

1 4 40 108 average
Good Subjects 1.2% 22.5% 20.0% 10.0% 10.0%
Poor Subjects 18.5% 54.1% 29.1% 25.0% 32.2%
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Fig. 1 Reaction time for judgment of recency as a function of distance between words
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Fig. 2 Judgment of recency for good & poor subjects as a function of distance between words
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Fig. 3 Judgment of recency of successive lines as a function of location in text
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