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Introduction 
 

False Memory: Distortion 

or alteration of memory 
 

● Several ways to measure 

false memory (see Method) 
 

● False memory construct    

typically treated as unitary 

across paradigms 
 

● False memory should     

correlate across measures 
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Method 
 

Participants (Ps), N=205, 161 female, completed three false 

memory measures in three sessions 

 

1) Misinformation Paradigm 
 

● Ps watched vignettes, then read conflicting narratives and were tested on       

contents of the initial vignettes 

 

2) False Autobiographical Paradigm 
 

● Implanting false memories for past events. Experimental participants 

received strong false feedback suggesting they were once sick from 

eating peach yogurt 

◦ Believers: individuals who adopt false autobiographical beliefs 

◦ Non-believers: those who do not adopt false autobiographical beliefs 

◦ Control: those not exposed to false suggestions 

 

3) Deese/Roediger-McDermott (DRM) Paradigm 
 

● Ps heard 30 word-associate lists before recall (after each list) and recognition 
(after all 30 lists) 

Discussion 
 

False Autobiographical Memory,        

Misinformation, and DRM paradigms 

measures different aspects of false 

memory  
 

● Believers of implanted autobiographical 

memories did not show increased false 

memories on misinformation (Fig 1) and 

DRM paradigms (Fig 3) 

 

● No correlation between Misinformation 

and DRM paradigms (Fig 2) 

*Error bars represent Standard Error of the Mean 

Research Question  
 

How do false         

memories produced 

by three different  

paradigms relate? 

Conclusion 
 

False memory construct is        

multidimensional and requires a 

more precise definition 

  

 


