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The Influence of Interpersonal Relationship on Memory Conformity
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Abstract

Using the memory recognition judgment paradigm, we manipulated to what extent the confederate’s judgment
or choice was similar to the participant’s the approval rate in a recognition test (Study 1) or preference choice
task (Study 2) to explore the influence of perception of interpersonal relationship induced by different levels of
approval rates on memory conformity. The results in both of the studies showed that the participant felt the con-
federate was more trustworthy and the relationship between them was closer when the approval rate was high.
More importantly, the participants conformed more when the approval rate was high than when it was low. More-
over, the participant’s accuracy rate in the recognition judgment was higher when the confederate’s judgment was
correct, and the participant’s error rate was higher when the confederate’s judgment was incorrect. We also found
that the accuracy rate in the recognition test was higher when the participant made the judgment freely than
when he/she responded following the partner’s choices. Overall, the present results indicated that the newly
formed short—term relationship triggered by the approval rate in the recognition judgment or preference choice
affects memory conformity and that memory can be modulated not only by basic cognitive processes but also by
interpersonal relationship and social processes.

memory conformity, interpersonal relationship, social interaction, approval rate, normative influence.
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