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The memory of objects in scene images has shown lower performances than that of object images or scene images. In the present
study, we compared the performances of remembering faces in scene images to faces in white background or scenes. Though the
condition that test images were presented in the same scene as encoding did not decrease the performance, the condition that test
image were presented in white background did. These results indicate that the information which is unavailable for recognition might
interfere with the retrieval.
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Figure 2. Mean A’ for each condition. Error bars indicates *1SEM.
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Figure 3. Mean of false alarm rate in each condition (task and
category consistency). Error bars indicates £1SEM.
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