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Error bars show £ 1 SE. HC, healthy controls; SZ, schizophrenia.

» Participants were 20 patients undergoing treatment _ _ _ , ,
following a recent first episode of schizophrenia and 15 « The value-directed remembering task yields measures of memory capacity, or the number of items recalled, as

well as memory selectivity, or the ability to recall high-value items given one’s memory capacity, calculated as
(actual score — chance score) / (ideal score — chance score)
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Task Schematic

* We investigated effects of value on recognition memory by looking at hit rate (items correctly identified as “old”)

Encoding Free Recall Recognition by item value for items that were not previously recalled
Test Test
24 words > = > = « Group (healthy control, schizophrenia) interacted with item value (low, high), F = 13.58, p = .001
Low or High Value 60 seconds 288 words

* There was also a group x value interaction for items marked “remember,” F =6.12, p = .019
» False alarm rate did not differ across groups, t = 0.90, p = .375 Please address correspondence to:
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