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Abstract Hypotheses Results

In three preregistered experiments (N = 1127), we investigated the moderating role of H1: Advice memory decreases in delayed advice taking (Experiment 1). 1 Soul.‘ce Memor?’ )
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source memory in the processing of advisor quality. In all experiments, the influence of H2: Better source memory for the advisor leads to a higher correspondence between . -
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the decision maker, in the context of a specific decision problem, the environment” Source Memory Measure 0.63 0.58,0.67  0.02 5.44 26.66  <.001
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offers a fine-grained understanding of the role of memory in advice taking.

Mixed-Effects Regression Weights of Advice (Rebholz et al., 2024)

= establishes source memory as an important constraining influence for adaptive

—> final estimate

Advice final estimate WH,ij = Boyo T PoyoProi tPayedHgi + Aungi TQHg,j to high-quality advisor sources.

advice weighting.

feij = wyg,ijadvice ygij + wig,ijadvicergij + €;;

= suggests that the influence of source memory is greater for low-quality compared

* demonstrates the practical feasibility of allowing more flexibility in the typical
Wro,ij = Boyo T BpyoProi TBayydigi + Augi T0Lg,j

Is source memory a constraint for adaptive advice taking? advice taking paradigm.
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