Individual differences in working memory reactivation of long-
term memories predict protection against anticipated interference
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Background Results
Humans are exposed to distractors while carrying out daily tasks. CDA - Individual differences
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Perceptual distractors are shown to be detrimental to working memory (WM). There are individual differences

(van Moorselaar et al. 2015; Blalock, 2013; Bennett & Cortese, 1996; Magnussen & Greenlee,

1992: Magnussen et al., 1991) in preparation. Half of the

participants reactivate
Although to a smaller degree, long-term memory (LTM) retrieval has been also
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Conclusion

_ * There are individual differences in memory reactivation when
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