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Memory Reactivation: A Source of Interference?

Background

Results (N =51, N = 52)

Active representation of memories decline with repetition, and memories are No Change Change
handed over to passive/offline maintenance. m
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Context changes can reactive these offloaded memories (Ozdemir et al. 2024 —~ 30 - » No Interference
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vulnerability to delay-period interference?
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Experiment 3: Do context changes trigger reactivation?
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Results (N = 88)
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Conclusions

Repetition offloads memories into a passive state, and context changes
reactivate them

Reactivation does not increase interference vulnerability



