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responsible for the testing effect at delays > 15 min remain uncertain. 0.25
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This project examines how initial testing affects later reliance on

recollection and familiarity over long delays (up to 4 days), in order to Final tests indicated a testing effect at all
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Future research will seek to bridge the gap between prior literature and

these findings, in order to constrain the role of familiarity in the effect.

Final test: Participants take a recognition test, consisting of 120 old and 120
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