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Individual differences and their structure in various memory situations: A possibility to develop a test for
screening subjects in memory experiments.
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In order to develop a test for screening subjects in memory experiments, five simple memory tasks,
a free association task, and a questionnaire for metamemory were administered to 106 university students.
Correlational analysis revealed that there was a general factor among memory performances in 5 memory
tasks and free association responses, but its variance was 40 percents at the utmost. This result means that
individual differences in memory performance may be rather task-specific, and therefore we cannot

provide a possibility to develop a single screening test usable for various memory experiments.
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Fig. 1  Histogram of response frequencies in 5 memory tasks-and a free association task. K and Sk refer to
kurtosis and skewness, respectively.
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