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2 parallel, pre-registered studies in two decision domains:
Study 1: Food choices (Results reported here) =
Study 2: Gift choices (Main findings replicate, but are not shown here) Co n CI u S I O n S
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female), recruited from Prolific Academic, performed the experiment online found evidence that traditional memory regularities such as the primacy effect, and the semantic and temporal clustering effects,

persist during decision making.
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