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Episodic memory, like Imagination, is constructive rather than depictivel-?
Remembering & Imagining are similar processes with neural overlapping?
Reality Monitoring (RM): Is the ability to discern memories of true events from imagination*~, by relying on cues of distinct experiences for information from Internal /

External sources®’
Our project examines:

* |sthere a “there there” in natural language that distinguishes describing memory or imagination?
* |fso, what are these cues?

* Are people able to use utilize such cues for classification?

* We collected texts recounting real and recombined events
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Think back about the REAL MEMORY from the
event which includes:

Sue Ellen Forest Bike

/

/Please write a short paragraph (90-110 words), recalling\
the REAL MEMORY just described.

o

5 years which includes:

Michael

Beach

/Picture an IMAGINARY event occurring in the PAST

Grapes

~

%

/Please write a short paragraph (90-110 words), recaIIing\
the IMAGINED PAST event that was just described.

Human Evaluators:
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“Jenna had come over my
house for a sleepover one

afternoon. It just so happened
that...” Didn’t Happen

10 Texts 1
(5 real, 5 imaginary) \ / \_

X 820 Evaluators
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/Rate this story on a scale from
didn't happen to happened:

Happened

100
®

2 Texts
(1 real, 1 imaginary)
X 1,054 Authors
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/ Please rate the story you read on a scale of 1 to 7 \
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How interesting is this story? ©O O 0 0O O O oO©
Is the story coherent? O 0 0O O O O O
Does the story include vivid descriptions? | o o o o o o o
How plausible is the event described? ©O 0 0O O O o o©
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Marquice and | were at the animal shelter one
Sunday afternoon. We decided to adopt a cat and
were now waiting in the office part of the shelter in
order to fill out some paper work. While in the office,
Marqguice became intrigued with the copy machine.
He ended up doing something he shouldn't have
done and made the machine malfunction. He started
freaking out and | came over to his rescue. | ended up
finding a button to make the machine stop
malfunctioning. When it was over and the mess was

Vione, we both burst out l[aughing.

Jenna had come over my house for a sleepover one
afternoon. It just so happened that we were the only
ones at my house because my parents had went
somewhere until the next morning. We were both
excited and started running all around my house. We
eventually made our way to my backyard where |
had a huge trampoline. Jenna was excited about this
and insisted we get on it and do cool tricks and flips.
She did a somersault and | was amazed. | tried to do
one and ended up spraining my ankle pretty bad.
We still ended up having a lot of fun.

e Combined transformer model outperformed the feature-based model and human classification
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