Online Supplement 1: Behavioral Data Analysis

[bookmark: _Hlk185500147]	We used Bayes factors for ANOVAs (Rouder et al., 2012) as our primary inferential approach to understanding changes in behavioral measures of RT and accuracy across conditions and sessions. Bayes factors presented are the BF10 format, the ratio between the likelihood of the data given an effect (alternative) to the likelihood of the data given no effect (null, no difference between means). In this context, a value of 51519 in support of an effect should be interpreted as the data being 51519 times more likely under the alternative than under the null. Statistical analyses were evaluated using a 3 (Session) X 4 (Prioritization Position) X 3 (Probed Position) repeated measures Bayesian ANOVA. Bayes factor calculations reported here assume that in order for an interaction to be present, the related main effects must also be included in the model. All statistical analyses were computed using the BayesFactor package (Morey & Rouder, 2024) in R version 4.0.3.

Response Time
	As visualized in Figure 3a (main text), the preferred model for RTs included effects of Prioritization Position (F(3, 144)=4.34, ηp2=.08, BF10=1.40 x 1071), Probed Position (F(2, 96)=183.49, ηp2=.79, BF10=1.68 x 10301), Session (F(2, 96)=1.75, ηp2=.04, BF10=2.23), and the 2-way interaction between Prioritization Position and Probed Position (F(6, 288)=39.8, ηp2=.45, BF10=1.64 x 1073). The interaction between Prioritization Position and Probed Position reflects speeded responses to prioritized serial positions and slowed responses to non-prioritized positions (see Figure 3A). Note that the evidence in favor of Session was ambiguous but trended in the favor of an effect being present. All other interactions favored the null, Session and Probed Position (F(4, 192)=2.84, ηp2=.06, BF10=0.01), Session and Prioritized Position (F(6, 288)=0.72, ηp2=.01, BF10=0.03 x 10-2), and the 3-way interaction (F(12, 576)=0.95, ηp2=.02, BF10=0.09 x 10-8). The RT data pattern replicated our prior investigations with shortened RTs for prioritized positions and the final list item (Sandry & Ricker, 2020; Sandry et al., 2014; Sandry et al., 2020). 

Accuracy
	As visualized in Figure 3b (main text), the preferred model for accuracies included effects of Prioritization Position (F(3, 144)=0.66, ηp2=.01, BF10=1.34 x 1056), Probed Position (F(2, 96)=187.8, ηp2=.80, BF10=9.76 x 10183), Session (F(2, 96)=10.66, ηp2=.18, BF10= 270,063), and the 2-way interaction between Prioritization Position and Probed Position (F(6, 288)=28.79, ηp2=.37, BF10=6.52 X 1058). The interaction between Prioritization Position and Probed Position is complex but reflects more accurate responses to prioritized serial positions and decreased accuracy for the final serial position when a non-recent item was prioritized (see Figure 3B). All other interactions favored the null, Session and Probed Position(F(4, 192)=1.70, ηp2=.03, BF10=0.01),. The interaction between Session and Prioritized Position (F(6, 288)=0.94, ηp2=.02, BF10=0.08 x 10-2), and the 3-way interaction (F(12, 576)=0.71, ηp2=.01, BF10=4.35 x 10-9). The accuracy data pattern replicated our prior investigations with high accuracy for prioritized positions and the final list item (Sandry & Ricker, 2020; Sandry et al., 2014; Sandry et al., 2020). 
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