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Decision Making
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Abstract

In daily life, we made many decisions under uncertainty. In each decision, we know
only the outcome but no probabilities of the outcome. We have to accumulate the
experience to learn adaptive decisions. Bunches of studies have shown that people
may learn adaptive decisions by reinforcement learning. People modified the
expectation for each option according to decision feedbacks, and, in the next time,
chose the option with the maximum expectation. People can receive feedback from
decisions making by self or others. However, fewer studies examined observational
learning in decision making. Therefore, present research would clarify observational
learning in decision making, and examine how empathy modulated observational
learning. In experiment 1, skin conductance response, learning rate and behavioral
performance were recorded and analyzed. Participants would learning decisions in
different situations of self learning, observing others and observing computer. The
questionnaire of empathy was also measured to examine its modulation in
observational learning. The results showed that there were difference in positive
learning and negative learning. Positive learning is to approach to the advantageous
option, while negative learning is to avoid from the disadvantageous option. In
positive learning, there were no difference among the three learning situations, but, in
negative learning, empathy would modulate learning by observing others. The higher
the empathy score was, the better the behavioral performance of negative learning
was. Moreover, the skin conductance response when participants observing others’
negative feedback positively correlated with the empathy score. In experiment 2, the
empathy level was manipulated by display pictures of others faces with feedback.
Displaying the emotional faces or neutral faces would induce high or low empathy

level for others, respectively. The feedback-related negativity (FRN), learning rate and
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behavioral performance were recorded and analyzed. Similar to experiment 1, only
the negative learning was modulated by the empathy level. When participants were
induced high empathy level, the behavioral performance was better. The results of
FRN showed the interaction between empathy levels and expectancy of feedback.
When participant’s empathy level was low, unexpected FRN was more negative than
expected FRN. This result was consistent with previous studies. Nevertheless, when
participant’s empathy level was high, there was no difference between unexpected
FRN and expected FRN. Although FRN didn't show the effect of expectancy,
participants could still learn the probabilities of each signs and made adaptive
decisions. This result may result from other systems involved in observational
learning. From the results of experiment 1 and 2, present research showed that, only
in negative learning, observational learning was modulated by empathy, and the

higher the empathy level was, the better the behavioral performance was.

Keywords: decisions under uncertainty, reinforcement learning, observational

learning, empathy



>
»

I

»

> N >
>

&

>
»

S

>
»

»

s

BB eereeetee et e et e e e e e —e et e e bt eateea—eebeeabeeataeabeeabeeaabeeabeeeabeebeeaareereenareenns 1
1RO 1

B35 Y TR S ] 2

B R B G e 5

T R - S 13

e R S 15
B B BT T et et sa 15



N >
g8 »
> Y
» N

»
>
N
NS

I
s

>
»
N
>

b
3%} =
*»HF

>
»
N
>

|
E

=5
/4

\\\Xr
ra

i
/4

TR 24
bid Faé_,ﬁ’?ﬁﬁa\ﬁ .................................................................................. 25

2 S ettt e et s e e eee e ee e 26

BB T e 29
B s 30

B I OO S U 33

B B ettt e et e sttt ettt et re et ae et s ae e beenbe et e ae e eesaeente et e 33

B O 36
) 37
LR o 39

2 ettt ettt ettt ettt e ettt ereneas 40

B B 2 2 ettt ettt ettt 42

LB U 1] ettt ettt 42

vii



.44

5=

.46

47

...49

.50

.J,?

.59

.67

71

e

viii
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FEBFLS R RF RIS O RBE Y PRI D R HEERA P

BOUHMER B HF T I EPURA S Y ) &

%:%éﬁﬁﬁ

AR AR AR FARE LN o s B A TR REAT 0 LR

PR AW G R iR IE 0 B (7 5 1% P & (Markman & Medin, 2002) -
A

Kahneman, 1992; Von Neumann & Morgenstern, 1944)$ 1 £ i 4rfe i X FEi
ER A RIEFEHFNEFEF S T EED S B TE RSP

RHBEALDS E AR A7 b afd] : b '& ™ 43 (decisions under
risk) , 22 2 7z 7T 4§ (decisions under uncertainty ) (Knight, 1921) - k *& T~ &
ARG R ER BT R EFER AR A mE T ARG 0 i
FRNEBT R FE o SR R T A O o R E AT AN T
,g%ﬁwﬁég’%w;magﬁﬁi’z;Eiﬁﬁuﬁ@’Z£Eiﬁfm#ﬁ&ﬁﬂ@%$
% b % T - (Weber & Johnson, 2009a) © # & T_F - P 0 3 4 B iR T 2
RECFREBRSFFLOREF g RO RKE o ERAEERL
B NP s s N P FRURT e L G

24 A5 8w o g ik ;¢ (decisions from description) (55 ;¢ (decisions
from experience ) (Hertwig, Barron, Weber, & Erev, 2004) » 45 it 5 et & > € R R
méﬁﬁ&%?ﬁ%%ﬁ%iﬁ%$n&%%ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ@gowaﬁﬁm;g,

PIZEAREEE S X EREA DG 0 BRIF L 5o
Ry HREYEHEA S

BE AR R RO L A AL ARG EIE Y g g g H o



Ra o BFAEY LR A P R AR AR R gL o &

PO e A PR B TSR R FTe S ek

g o /;—ﬁ % % ’Eff‘}?\f; Khﬂ%,u-ﬁp’%ﬁi‘i—ﬁ\ & —(Zéfﬁ%q—%‘%'é}q—lggg_ =
AREE - FXEFALBTAET - A IS G2y 22 TR R

B o A RpEF XM LEEAFET - kR Mg YRS
(reinforcement learning theory ) ¥ ¥ -~ # f2§# % f/& 2T 5% 3% - K% 0 5 &
AR ERGHNE BEE P EFER > BEE - I ETNEH BEY
T - Y s A8 A ¥rendd i i 42 (adaptive process) 0 §TE4 p oS gt B B
e (Sutton & Barto, 1998) - 4 - H i s w B HIEF Y o A 4D
g 87 4% 22 (prediction error ) & % L SE Hp 45 P 0 L 1 3 8P 4% 32(positive prediction
error) » R AT e AR M ERTEA NPT BELGHLF . S e

7p ¥p 4 3% (negative prediction error ) » #-#p 3 j1 f o 3 KC 0 R0 F B I7E IE 0

i

o H ¢ caactor-critic iV B AR A = S BFFE D % - FEE critic 5 BB
FAER AR LI R A > B Y P H kv A el Tk o % P EX actor
e 1

FTAR SEPIAFEFER DRI E > FY I 1E-F B {5 -

ETIAS

wAR R T WS R PEAARER P RS > F R A FER

%“gr} & 2e4] ¥ (classical conditioning )£2 & 17+ % (instrumental conditioning )
R FF AL B ARAERAFEHRE Y % BRI FY I
Fo-wAREG BV AR Sy ¥ L% o Tl Rt o EEMY 0 A
AR e AR R ENAT Y c MR E R FR ATFH DR 7 £
FHHEF Ra R REEMER AL e pHEF o BIALY v AER

A

pEo 5 @ opd i (dopamine neuron) € MEE e TR AR RIS A D L LG TR

?“
dot
fon

EEPE o T AR KA o e EFA L § T MES
T g { % (Schultz, Dayan, & Montague, 1997) o % %g 74 iy iR 3 B

( Functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging, fMRI) # 3 7~ & 77 » 5 < vedp £%
E)



Fe kRl (striatum ) 22 3E P45 382 5 B 0 PR RIS EE (ventral striatum ) s
A2 B S F TR I 45280 < o] @ 22 g (Abler, Walter, Erk, Kammerer, & Spitzer, 2006;
McClure, Berns, & Montague, 2003; O'Doherty, Dayan, Friston, Critchley, & Dolan,
2003) o FEiEH| ¢ > Ryt P EaE o 4 R kT v A F Y i k-
FREE Tlg-F f-w Aol 2o dpkk > & 3 m 5 ¥ kpl S AP BT TR
@ % B (Bayer & Glimcher, 2005)- 4 #g fMRI#* 3 & o1 > % ip] % #8( dorsal striatum )
SV ARR € ST F IR AR o) @ s (O'Doherty et al., 2004) o vt 2 id K]
PP IR P B FD T 0 BRI EFETHG T LR SE - F
Vhler@d s 7 B AF B EFH Tl T35 6 H2 ¥ Rk B s
P By P-F BA T v il S e S RET O AED T EA S
e A g > A W21 (] Sk 88 22 4 {p) %k 48 4p B (Haruno et al., 2004; O'Doherty et
al., 2004; Tricomi, Delgado, & Fiez, 2004) -

BRIk ¢ @i gLt e d LB (antierior cingulate cortex, ACC)
(Liljeholm & O Doherty, 2012)» #* i 7 % & Blfeidtrdy 417 B (Holroyd & Coles,
2002; Walsh & Anderson, 2012) - ¥ i 4p & 7 = ( Event Related Potential, ERP) #=
3¢ o ACC gtz s 245 220 o f L (Error-Related Negativity, ERN ) 22 v 4& i
mi f & (Feedback-Related Negativity, FRN ) % ik = % (Holroyd & Coles, 2002;
Walsh & Anderson, 2012) - ERN % - § wdrtgaoi > & F i 100 = 47 IR
Borehf B Bp e 758 st (blde  84E) 5 Mo ApROTRA T
FEF &0 7ol s dedy iR F € 919 $~ «9 ERN(Holroyd & Coles, 2002) ; FRN
- eiRtggk 0 v AR{E 200-300 EARF R E S A EA g BRf e
TAEG Mo ARSI e w AR BT f e v AR €515 < H FRN(Holroyd &
Coles, 2002; Miltner, Braun, & Coles, 1997; Walsh & Anderson, 2012) - “,f TR R®
1 f e o FRN 7RAk3n i 2 38 453540 B> ACC $24c % p A % % (basal ganglia)
SRR I ML MAE TR AR vV IR AR FHHE AL v AAY
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=B 14 ACC & # 3 4v ' FRN 4% §  (Holroyd & Coles, 2002; Miltner et al., 1997

Walsh & Anderson, 2012) -
5 RBREY
BERTULP LR o AR BRE A TRE AR jRET B2 &
woh o L S BRRE AE ST L A e ,;;;}7; o D4t aE W iE

FRI AL FRE AT R D o B P i AL B B

TGP E ek p e FREB ABIEL  TAETLLEGRG L b
WERED B A FRE RO E R R i A 2Rl
eSO

BB A g

¥ % (simulation theory) » BLE 3 4 G5 > 7 S B R p Lo
FrAp b iomk > k122 4 (Goldman, 2006) o 4¢ & 4 AT 5 b > ¥ LR A 5%
o 22 R B R AR e SSsk c4R B AY S5 i B R € G5 T (Frith & Singer, 2008) o & # ¢h
& A S5 % 5L (mirror neuron system ) #7232 o BRI AGE{TE TR 0 p L
FARIE & (Feip B P % § % 14 0 113 fE s A ends (7 (Dinstein, Hasson, Rubin, &
Heeger, 2007; Rizzolatti & Craighero, 2004; Rizzolatti & Sinigaglia, 2010) - % =
B R IR A TSRO G o LRI B A S RE (disgust) BF 0 € E
v L EREAM S E (insula) (Wicker etal., 2003) 5 gL 3] & A 5odf 4
£ (pain) pF > g5 it &g £ SRR AP B 9% § & ACC(Singer et al., 2004) ; B
%30 A Ff BE (fear) pF > 7% ¢ 75 1 2 B IE 4R BE 02 =42 (amygdala ) (Olsson,
Nearing, & Phelps, 2007) o &3 = & > 3T & k7 87 4p o e (A 4] - LR F| &
AR gERE o el BoE e as - B0 3R g 514 ERN(Bates, Patel, & Liddle, 2005;
Miltner, Brauer, Hecht, Trippe, & Coles, 2004; van Schie, Mars, Coles, & Bekkering,

2004)¢2 ACC /& %4 (Shane, Stevens, Harenski, & Kiehl, 2008) - @ gL% 8 A e 4§ P& »
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DT e w A foew g ¢ 518 i~ 5 FRN(Bellebaum, Kobza, Thiele, &
Daum, 2010; Fukushima & Hiraki, 2006, 2009; Itagaki & Katayama, 2008; Yu &
Zhou, 2006) -

B T AL AR A r L % g AR T o R A
ERBALALBRLAEL P PETRZALORITHA] - ERp 2 EREAE
BEFOTEE LG AJZp e EF PR 5 FRN I fovr G L R o
R A EH v 4 pF > P&t FRN £ 2 (Yeung & Sanfey, 2004) - L% 3| chw 4

WA AT RerTEE R 773 FRN £ 2 (Fukushima & Hiraki, 2009) - 1345 iz 1

it

FoHr R R L L ER A RIS A EE RN p g BT
ARGk SIE AR RIE A o

BT p P A AR €51 AR TS B RJLAER €T T R
AT R w4 o B A ahw 4R € 514 o] e FRN(Bellebaum et al., 2010;
Fukushima & Hiraki, 2006, 2009; Itagaki & Katayama, 2008) - ¥ i; <k F]&_» p £
FXIehw AR € dlAc e Z i B R k0 318 s S FRN(Yu & Zhou,
2006) c HHNL B AT E RAFEARSY C BIFT Y 0 A BB edi Tk
REE s R mentlge 7 F o flEd = A5 DFaF Bis A u v IR
K ES AR A EEY AR A EERPY T (2 &
AA ) FARDT TR (pe &) BEEMER BT €5 %7
el 8 R F R 0 F R4 25 #2™(Chang, Winecoff, & Platt, 2011) -

S XTI

FOORILk B ER A SR AP kR R L E Y JTe A
EAPRHE Y RO FOES CRBREY 2 LE MO RBEE R DL 0 8
FTRIDMEERI AL 0 B L edR 2 k> FRPE § vk d =2 poan(Torriero,
Oliveri, Koch, Caltagirone, & Petrosini, 2007) -
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SLREH1 (classical fear conditioning) 7@ 2 ¢ > #]1 {lg (Hlde @ 2
L) NI 0 g EEFHREAFI N (Hae RF ) IFHGF R (Bl
WA TFE )= # A FITE w2 g FEE PG5
TEAFEFEFORINE e AP FRALEFIFN o TS ERRE A
ERBEF B £l A Tl FIO T I F RS PF TR
o BY P49 ke 2 B o %M % (Olsson & Phelps, 2004) -
WERDERFT o RHFHBRETY RSB FRES L EFARNTR
BLED AR B REER Dk L BPRIKEE > SR FF R ERHF T
FOLEE R S R > B Y 3| 8 srenid i (Bellebaum et al., 2010; Bellebaum,
Jokisch, Gizewski, Forsting, & Daum, 2012; Burke, Tobler, Baddeley, & Schultz,
2010; Cooper, Dunne, Furey, & O'Doherty, 2012; Kobza, Thoma, Daum, &
Bellebaum, 2011; Nicolle, Symmonds, & Dolan, 2011) - g & 4 ¥ » % 1 #5:8 {7 /4
Hoom Al R IR gl 4 xfa fs A AR o R F i A el (T o 4 S
Pod RO P ERITITA L REMY g I mESR ER
AR RER A FEREBEDE AT WHR G B ATREF R T F
B iedig g g (Burke et al., 2010) o Ap & 3+ > W R BLR T A e AR 0 @ L
B A THE R RAFPE > A FI e A P A § ot (Kobzaet al, 2011) - LR H
VP oBAdrGae Amkity CRELPUL CRFY g AN LR A
Earnd P - famd o Lo §les A pad i & m(Burkeetal., 2010) » 7= 5t {
3 PRIE Rl A E 4% 7 L (Suzuki et al., 2012) -
BLEEYH ) LFY g ¥ SR H R YLK w1 A
Voo BRI L (B F v i) A3 a3 ARENERNPY >
B RERE (7 5 (Bellebaum et al., 2012; Burke et al., 2010; Cooper et al., 2012) - #¢
ARFETET O RBEY P 0 EF I FARS > RS e (Bellebaum et

al., 2012; Cooper et al., 2012) & j > (Burke et al., 2010) - Burke % * (2010):1.% %



B2 p LY FLREI RO VR RFEFHEA RS - BEREIp AL
BLFS Achw g e PEFT ¢RI v A Tl S 5 S SRR
Fidnd o FEFEE A M GG TAGL o AT A P A H
ARG E A BIFR G o B ASFA SR AFp LA > SIFRE
@ FRN G ApF B gRE M 4P > 8 A S AT Ddpa o B RE %
e FRN(Itagaki & Katayama, 2008) - p £ & % ¢ > g g X e 48 22 8 3 1 - w 4F 55
MO F R R EEY (kR RS TR B-v 43 25 B (O'Doherty et al.,
2004) - LR E Y P > RRE G AR GE R R A 0 LB B 4] (observational
classical conditioning) 7 & & EH & 1> X F & A FHI e > FH R
Rkl LR (T4].% (observational instrumental conditioning ) 7 & 33 B 4> 1
Frendp R BE R L Fpt g 5T iRl A i) gk 48 (Cooper et al., 2012) -
2. BREEVIREEIFTE G

BEARBRE Y 2 p LPFY GRS 0o BB E A v g
PRI 0 51 P 7E B fi] (Bellebaum et al., 2010; Fukushima & Hiraki, 2006,
2009; Itagaki & Katayama, 2008) » 7= ¥ it #2587 /& % M. (Chang et al., 2011) - +*
RpLEYHRREY AL AT EWA 7 i BB E Y #4F(Burke et al.,
2010) ~ p £ 5 ¥ fi4+ (Bellebaum et al., 2012) =« §72 5 £ & (Nicolle et al., 2011) -

Burke % 4 (2010)s=r%7 7 5 z,,wi’—*ﬁ PEF SR EEY S BER AERST
Yoz A ERa v 45 Y WA AR AR E F IR EBIR & B
PRI Bem A 2 ad - RAEA o (P X S 2 BAREAL R 2 Rha B
Tlpcpe > & B 1A W) 5 80%F & 200%4F 4 &7 20%p ¥ & 80%4f 4 » &
HEEYIERPYEBITF il x - BERIAFTEA RIS BEIL
BE TS RIS E1E R B KA R RERH R kT L o p 2 F
WY O 2 R B A GEREIvr B BB AEREEYP R ggjl’:ﬂ | e A g s

PEERVG SRR AERETHEY Y FERREI A DEZFE VA F
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A 0 g R IR SRANA Al $EE P FER D Ry 4o T

WoET BRE A ERE T Y DL A RSB O RREAERFTY D

\1::

j#ﬁ%mi'&* § ] mLmz\m&iow*§m¢$% F};,@;’») §ﬂ£ E'Jé‘f’!‘f‘;_‘;‘_,%

<+

SRR LEYY SRLEF A g RES LEREY

\?fgl—}?ﬁ s A auE /g'u s K;fﬁb'?\?fg§ﬂt’ ’?%:és

ETIRS
il
o4
3\
&
=
1%
=

L o 4 o
PR EFARG (D) B A ERERISEREE L T R

RO RFERARERPS T SR FF GG G RULF T - ARRIOER

FEFOHAHIRE D FEFIRREEY AR (2) B EL > S H ER
g R R sk Bk OTRBIA BB (T80 AR Y ALY
HH A EERL L EKREY o
Bellebaum % + (2012)5%7 § & S Wk 2 fip L8y A LRBEY
Tt ® o (FEp F 94k > R EFY e A5 255 (A) 100%
g~ (B) 50%p f 2 50%& f § ~ (C) 100%& f* 2 (D) 50%4F % & 50%
AAEA 0 F XIS BREamE fRH R AB-B-C# C-Do A L5y &
IFE OB YHRHER R ERE LRy BV TR AN F RIS IE P
MM EEpE S FEREY - B REDEE LA R4 %ﬁ LR S
WRELE R p LRV R RBRFVY IR ANEYRERDEREY S0P
LY e g d EF- BR BRI BTV 2R LREIp VEY
FHEREA A LS E L EY SRR o RIRGE SRS L EY B
RAFTHFDRNWEZEY e p PEY venz @y LRE > Ba BRY
Yo C-DAmy it A-B2 B-CoieL »C-D ® «750%4F £ 2 50% & 4f £ L2 B
BELY A RO EEOTERATA L R F ¥ AR

LL,};‘I A\Fm”zut mﬁ‘”"t’l%?)‘b-}g;»’/ﬂ%)‘b-ﬁ;\?ﬁf%?5—333]”‘-?;»5-}“"]5”



oo Tl A RS Y AR L N o

Nicolle ¥ 4 (2011)=%= § 5 S8 F P K- g 5 fFp P FV HREFY 7%
EEP FAIR o REERLEY PR R PREREFY FE - FEL F
Vou B s f 5 4 w5 80% ~ 60% ~ 40%% 20% 0 F = IR B R 5L
fedto A 2B Y RS PIRIFE B AT EBL §TRBE Y4 RIS%RIG
TR B RRE R aak s Lt SN T A RS S SR T

FoRZIp e AvikiTp PEY TENERERL

o

EHOBREFYP
R KL e RIS R M A B S SR ARANFLE
£t 40%8 20%hpe ¥t o ELERE Y AR E MO E PR Y A $0E R
BoZ B (20%) B Y ARG E o

SRR B VRV RER L LRV TR RER
A BE D (D) REOEREARL) LB Y TEOE B § BT
SEERTE 3
ﬁ_’b»

YJ‘%

BRETRERRIZ > P EF WP ERAPE(2) F %7

N
lv
ok

AR TS g F Y ek A FEATR T TSR

AN

7R R

o

FY iR -(2)BEEY Y {300 BRI opFes 7
A R F Y Fled W p PEYIREY L MPFI P RARF BT ERER
REBPTHE RS > PETRBEY Y H R PR Y
BRI SEFEFRELNERAF O BREEYARERA LY
# 3.4 (Bellebaum et al., 2012; Nicolle etal., 2011) ; F A K iF¥ ¢ A 3 efpe i
BEREYLARIT A L8 Y L L (Burkeetal, 2010) - 48w B HEE 5 & » B
oo w7y $aEE S f o & ¥ (Frank, Seeberger, & O'Reilly, 2004) » 48 % £ i< 4% 5

10



A AR gl BRBEEY AR e BV AR RLw BT
soafe v 2 (burst) B8 5 % ik D1 <88 (receptor) # & 1 » &
YowAR W IR AT 5 T R R T E(dip) B8 5 T vk Auen D2 £ % $8(receptor)
# & f w5 ¥ (Frank et al., 2004; Frank, Moustafa, Haughey, Curran, & Hutchison,
2007) c L e BV EE v BV RFTI R > A FTREEV LBV E (v EY
P-oReOT R R e Y ARKL

T RF G feE YR BREE A e il F i Ead iR, < iy
W A B2 1S 4 eiE $5 i 14 (Bellebaum et al., 2010; Fukushima & Hiraki, 2006, 2009;
Itagaki & Katayama, 2008) < = ¥ iy £ 4 LR E ¥ A7 5 /4] > T 31 LRy Y
f e F Y AR U AeT D F R sk (sequence effect) ~ 55k 3 AL
(asymmetry ) fezb 8 SR E 3 o

U= 3 S o}ﬁuﬁ@ﬁﬁ Biple TEPE> €5 MY ek o LigfFp L F

VIERR  PEFRRFY F% > § B F0 58 o4 m(Nicolleetal., 2011) -

SHIHF OBRREY FEY > FREINREFEAERR S P % T4t
WEBEIEEY LK RO RIISNALE 7 FEHE S ERENL o
T RO AT ERRE RS a0 AL LY § BT R
ERRERRI I CRZREGFRBEY AR ABEH A RZITEETY %
(Bellebaum et al., 2010; Bellebaum et al., 2012; Burke et al., 2010; Cooper et al.,
2012; Nicolle et al., 2011) -

AHBEBREY (K% ALEH kg EEL AP B2 HF L5 BB A
BHB RN EY cFRBR B ADOTEL S PHRINAY o p e REFARTER
v oRETRpBAER Lg%k ARG RFL T LE B %
g ¥ % % (Burke et al., 2010) -

AT R RS- LRI AU FEH RS Y S A e

B S NN Gl B O S -

11



L~ PRSTHEITE

BB P # A SR §3IF AT doke p LSRR B hiE R o AR
BLEFDEH > T EZR2ERND LGRS B A ST BT
AR MBIy TR TORZNERIF P L FEE RS kI (empathy)
AL E A RO B p LSRR RO ARRF MR ¥
R X THRR e

WAL 0 FF RS AALERY AL PR F Y g LEMES R

P& (AP e e Bg & ARG I BT (mimicry) ~ F 4% 2 (emotional

mimicry ) ~ ® 4 & & (personal distress) £ F= - (sympathy) (Batson, 2009) o %i_
R PEE ML AT W AL g AL PG L BRI
o Walter(2012) #5327 iz $£ 4 B » A3b 4 7 5 (affective behavior) ~ 54 5
# (affective experience )~ fi 4 I¢ 512 (affective isomorphy )~ E8E % 4 ( perspective
taking )~ p £ ¥7 s 4 @ e % W|( self-other orientation )~ # % 3% = (other orientation )
2414 ¢ 7 5 (prosocial motivation) iFut # {07 fe o 3 D R IR SR

Foflps A D EERET €518 p LAk ok X T RIS A S
M4k 32w (affective empathy )22 2o +14 F 32w ((cognitive empathy )(Walter, 2012)
Mgl s Ain s £ F] 5 il a8 Bk A iR a5 g £ 4p i ehii 4
A BAFHREES A e A RN LB AL B BIRE A R
B nami P I Pl IR R A R o T4 § 518 A AR e R
Davis(1980)12 45 fr 12w ergd i3 377 A K & £ (Interpersonal Reactivity
Index, IRI) > 7 ~ Rl & FrH el rEe - p- BaGgET L > 7 UFR
B el e 280~ P R 4 gt (Shamay-Tsoory, Aharon-Peretz, & Perry,
2009) » #g ™ w (inferior frontal gyrus, IFG) *&a i} 5 * § # i en IRI bt e 2o
Ao @ AR & ow R E (ventromedial pefrontal Cortex, VMPFC) #i&5% ¢ 3 R

e IRl 3 e Tos A fice 8- % > B4 5 IRI 2 (v £ 20 8> &7 IFG %

12
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§op 4 RS et I dg (IR B e I & e R SR i 2 )
VMPFC #5855 4 § i emnirid b s dp e (IRI G4 e 1000 2 Bt oo 1%
o) #FPES T AFFEBERTEDE B AL o

FIATHET OBRRRA B A SR FILC €0 S0 L ARIEER B
BAEFER S €3 R E 2 ACCaEd > A R oA BdXg » B AER
« A% % (Singer etal., 2004) - L% 3| & 4 Jo 4% PF o 45 a2 Ap M s ACC € 7 28 >
7] ACC(ventral ACC )« 314 fr 32w & #icf f 4P B > % ) ACC(dorsal ACC)
2R s & ey & 4p B (Newman-Norlund, Ganesh, Schie, De Bruijn, &
Bekkering, 2009) o gL 5| # 4 w4515 h FRN » 34 b 1o 4 Ak 3 0 Ik
A P 4% § = (Fukushima & Hiraki, 2009; Kobza et al., 2011) -

Lkl

n\\:

FRET SR P B AL R 6% DI A EE ok
WP PF € R PR ArE g 3 g R 8 (Evans, 2008; Quartz, 2009; Salzman & Fusi,
2010; Sanfey & Chang, 2008; Weber & Johnson, 2009b) > & #+3% fe 3. deie A3 &
AR EREY FRE Y AFAIHEH AR -7 o B ERECE A

EOL & @ A chr 3L R dofe £ TP I G0 &0 02 ST Y o fes 8

mis

P AROBRFR 0 L= H oA RILE X RR > 3 I $N
P RES Y AR EEY .
FIE RGBT RE
AL AR PERREVF LU RFEEEY Y e B
e BV RS AR PP OHETEEF Y S & E o
Big e FE (¥ (Franketal, 2004) i 5 9 3 (T4 > (T ¥ 40 SR B
RIS PURIF B > 5 g NI NP R R T E v A RIS
AT el CERUET A EERTAE - RISKIFERT § LR
oo MRPRFER Y AR & Ft o B BRI Y BV g

om0 Be J{ATORFES IR REY IR R R FEFYIE R
13



2

BEEA L d o PR ENA B - B FNR- By BFRpg

X«

§F RS APY R PP E o

SEPFERTE T URLHRE VL GHE T S BHREAR  RPE K
HOE gy PIERFFETTURL S F I o EVE [ 2 FY 1
WREZFEY Y A REEY LT AR - FYFH AR 22 F PR FEHR
74T i (counterbalance) » 7 e 482 F8 R IT R VEA A P oo BLREF Y T

.

J

FUOORRRIS BEAREROTEAF R FEF TG BRI O 4 F
"o 7 g £ 3 14 AE TR o
%ﬁd GO T L VE Rk SR HS A G R RS Y

L Bk R RSB EHIAT G A FE Y B AR R FEERE B
SO HAL A el REEY TRY o BED S BEMALEEOTEA R i
T E BEFDE Y GRO-RFEFT UL FY NP FEg o 52 E 7 ¢
BLEDRFEAAERRS I P EHR S BRFER T EHR BHER
AT F T TAEEY o LHGBRBE YIS (TEY B ERF VY EGKRE
BAAIFE S B Sk PR B2 EFRTOES Rt KR Y IFR
JE e Bie 7R o

BE— v i&_;{i_@_j,};ﬁ'f*l“lﬁ T A EYFRLP u/§ SRR A A

%

BRMe T 2 WML S e BV B o B Y L0 7RG E RS 2
H* 3 B &Y & F o Q-learning -7 (Frank et al., 2007) » i Az (fitting) &1 enit &
BEeBYE S0 BEN AT 3 L AR TREEVYFL A

RS stk RRF B - FHERpE wEFRL w2 § o v g5l om

T R 7L ZERECELTPIE FEAFECKPASEREY -2
FLHT T REEY ) e BV RL T R % - HEE L AR RAICR
ARRF it TP RGFERRZEY D e BV AT RAREIIBEY

FRPEYRALI EZALIFOFREFPRCPPT L 2- Hiak

14



BARPRCEFLIZIEAGERTY P f 2 Y

Fo-7 o d MHI T AFAIHFARPEERE PEHYREZEY DR &
FoHh#HERESFILE AR P oRIRaMER § 2 3P TR L ILFE 0
RE s FAETIFDRRRE AR AL CREBIRE S BADET /S TR
(Hein & Singer, 2008) - (T £ #-i3 :xF - LR LA (TE > RIw B> F3F )
T A G IR P TSR IR I ST IR ke IR
Ty N EBEIRTS AN FE T ARG R Y PR PR L B
T o TR BB F o VBT EE FPERR G R
30 FRN e 8 o ) > R % - 870 BA R OEHF T REE Y a3 &
% > Rk R RS- B MIRBARLLARREST o R FRE
CHEPTELERE Y nF R M o MBI T S AR AR FRN %R TR

BREYY Nl w BY LEELFFEARE A R R?

$-F R%-
§ 38 TR
FoR- AE 30 mgsE s I AT o Ti0E #2167 K

B LE9 M o FHT o FEF O BEIBARPA LT FAOARAL > LA
WA s RSO N R RS LE BT F 5B AT LR 110 R A
SR ERToR 0100 A MEE - TR EEVEFLHFE WAL LAY
VAR FFEY - BEYFRTEI RS AES A IR A A OTERER
PABEA]  HEEETHEAP A BRI S TEO L

10 > THEE 2163 K o EE L 164 K& -

Fw? ¢RFEF I RDEYHEY Y FAvrALEIF 258 F
S

FRICRA LI - SV IR BEE AR £V R



SRR AR ERREY IR R LR E T N FBEV R L fD
LISER T R o

T E SR iF £ (Frank etal., 2004) 5013 s i (F Shdp $3F Lod- )
WA ¢ —g FPle B 5 & B F 5L L3 o f 4850 4 % 5 80%~60% ~40%
e20% > WAk G +5 & —5o fligle s €ud BRERFOS NER > @
FW3 iz v B2 ARFNT - BREAM - blde: § - BREDEE G
APES T - BRET R GAANES PP BIFOREARERLE RIS
Sbe A BECD SRS AR R B o PSS M P EARE RS 0 § 7 R L hh
A BT IRCS SeRA o

WHERTELS S FBIFE D DRIFREPIRIFR - VRIFEY v R * D
S ELE Y o B S (80%-60%) £ ik (40%-20% ) F = i IR- e
o FEHE Y - BREES BRI T o B IIPIT A B S ELE TR R Flde
THHRRE AZRRTRFRETH FEFRFIF BRAAER AR
PEEYHBRALSEF ol ERPR-5 T BALSE LA LEY FRERR
FABWF ARG B FERBGRY P REREEA LS S R IR D
FVEmIF B H 2 FEFFRERRITL AR Erd- 2
Fedte PHELEBINLIA > Fr T EERTEEE FROBTEY (2) 5 fE
BENEY 4 58 FREIF B R E Rk ¥ > SE Mm-S 2
I F AT R SALE R T EAR T M B EEE DL LY R RS L
MRS FEE RIS IR € DI 2N ehfe b £ 2 > 80%-60%80%—-40%
80%-20% ~ 60%-40% - 60%-20% &7 40%—20% o &+ = 13— ‘o {5 st - E R
HY - BEEILE 72 E€TIRFA- %}i—,ﬁ“ﬁ&‘ﬁt%%\r’ RlERISEY > FNIAY §E

© & PF SRR RPE B T RS 0 - B R A b A en i EL

BAXERFGE LA EL 3 AR EA  BPRIREA  FERA T LHEY
B IR D OVRIFERY > B Y BELaS S PIRIFE Y 0 RIpVIRIFER
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Y penigsk o gy onEH o
FHRAEEFZFTE - FFELI-BEVFR -2 FEVFBR LR &
W E A e N FEY S RRKRIFEMEF S N F Sk o F T
gt 2B I T-A~O -E-TI~Z-Y - O~V -Q -H& Z: %gsrini
ZHITEY - B ITERY DRI E R - FFEL LB
BB wRAE 220 B RE R 24 BRIEE R VRIS R DB R L

M0 % - RIBFEER PP R & R4

PEEY R

P s Y (R- (a)) PELps R - S8 F & 2000 = f)p & (7:E
BEX-BEE TRv4 1000 4 0 2AERRE > Bl ¢ %R T No Response |
1000 % #; o 2 {¢ > & & 5000-7000 % ) ¥ &= B & (ITI, Inter-Trial-Interval ) =

- FHAREE

\\\Xr

BHEpE o PHES P TER S R GRFIE L e T

FECER  FAEERE RS TEY c RIRPEY (B- (c)) @

BUREHIRE > SR EFVELER - BRE 2 FEREROVA ERRL §
g

PR E S A RS BRI  MRERFEU R RGO ERE

<

"t’jﬁmsfif&lOOOf:f'/ﬁ‘r_’-ﬁ R.1000 % 4y ITI e+ F 4R 8L o
BRSNS
PRpEE Y (Bl- (b))

\Xr

;ﬁi‘i/;‘ (=3 .&%%H%{ i‘%‘ﬁﬁ ’{:‘

\\\Xr

E BT PR IR R A EA - B PRARERD ) 5
WHEEF B RE R BRI R h

i‘*
&
o
3
2l
=g
A
e
\\\Xr
‘\ﬁ?—
-k
F_*
N
o
S
S
5]
S
Gy



BARR 5L o DR F BP0 R IR w 4R 1000 = 45 5 dEE 4R 0 £ 3R T Wrong

Response ; 1000 * #) ; #4EpFAF » B % 3L T No Response ; 1000 % ) - 2 f& >

% 3. 5000-7000 % ) ITI ch- 3 AL EE © S HAk 4 v BHLE L5 fde  #1iE
B> wAR EREH AL 2 RETI P L A B eER S B
EETSERBF GROHA TEET SR FE D g BT 7 LA 4

fef EJ A B LR SRS A2 T A 2 BB ] B P SLLE B
DX PAPF 0 T 5 15K o SRS EF LA RREREIOLALD S F iR iE
R dr | BRI ALE B PP 4 500-2000 ) BB E A LY ER R o
RIS Y > SR FRRpCETER AR LF Y R ORISR
BETIRER
VIR EY > SR E R ERERERR TR PER - B B
B IRE > FEFTRER - BV PRARERL - S8 K7 F & 2000
TN EFAE RS B AEF R TIRT A 1000 ) ERLFF TR
"Wrong Response ; 1000 * #; ; # 42 ¥ i » B| & 3L T No Response ; 1000 % # -
2 14 » & 3 5000-7000 F 4, ITI e 5 GEARBE « St KAk o Bl % L3
EEG 2 EREI L TR EH FAEHT A EREE ¢
BB e s TR R AL i AT RER TR LT
B gd A2 A2 G Al E B R SLRER O 0 ¥ 5 15 0 50 B
BREAFF MRS L ERNEFRFT L HT00 BRI N Y RF
B ARl p BT EH - PSRIFRY o 58 J‘F{ L peBFEEHE SRR

B8P BB Bl B o

S &R
FPrEOREREREY Bp ﬁ%‘ﬂiﬁ’l BiTis e A ¥ E R E & (ST 5, 1986;
Davis, 1980) ( L*q445r= ) 4P d f ke 28 403 4 5 3248 > T adffp e che

FlE > *BFE LS 83w BFF A WL L IR (empathic concern) ~
18



+ & % (personal distress) ~ % & (fantasy) £ gLgk$x 3 (perspective taking) - i

RBIEPw 2 PEMEERARG Rt Boe B2~ BEBERBEERR -

® M §REREE ARSI E e E%RY 0 p e 58 ARTNE®R BRI
Gt o P p AL H 1144162740304 F w45 % 1718 4r 20 4% o

® BFARGIEFEBRIG AL vEKE L KT LIRS &G DT
Ao e AL % 3459111243148 F » 355 ¥ 29 4% -

® RIEHpL AL THARGY RHELS M o P dEE R 2021
2343248 F w35 % 7-10~19 - 25 47 -

®  BRELEN Pl A ERB e A4 o I w4 S % 85132224 49r
2831 > F w4 % 615 fr 26 4% o
CEE R LA N LT MR A RN EREEY RS L SR E

- BERFETER o FAALLZ T2AY2RL TR L T " TEE

grT2b¥ s |t dE? 2285 1354 0 F wdgRlzshdpk o

AR BAREFEFLRAFEI G F S ERATUTRNFEL? L o &
SRR TF R RE  EA B TET AR L Yo K el
REC  KPFBFUL LR EFEF LT %R EFF -

PEREARY  FHFERLE G NP RILS S F e T E T 50 o
BRI E T RPRSEF R AR E AFEEPNEE T I w4

BRI RLFEF R P BFEREHE - BRT A AL DR



B % F Rzeskd * Schuhfried 2 2 4 # ¢ Biopac Systems MP150 » &4+ 3 &
5 AQVAQCH 177 » SUBE I 0 5 e o ARG 25 1000HZ » & % & e
Brf B A BARREST 587 % 2 £ £ ¥ thenar & hypothenar chix § > v UL R

W ek 7 F fs(Dawson, Schell, & Filion, 2007) -

548 TR

RIFIFET - PR  ERRFBFDPEE e 14 0 BRI
R O0mopBE NS R R R L R FRT OIS - (8- %0 50 R
BREY?P I B Y oBY s BEFLARL LI wEYE L » &Y (Frank et
al., 2004; Frank etal., 2007) « & & § 4 % S22 X 4B F & 48 5 b F 07t 5L
80%—-60%22 80%-40% =% HiTit» B Y ni I f v B Y 5 &bk’ﬁﬁf??s‘%’a‘%
& BB 8L 0 #-60%-20% £ 40%-20%:04 JLIT S § e B Y chA IR o
Fo HREYEY

4 Q-learning #-3) & 7 i fe (fitting) » 3-8 1 52 % (v ¥ 9 hF i 5 o 3

TRFREFVI I BV A e RV PRI REVRESI A ST REAFAH

WY A (Lo - ) (Franketal,,2007) o i 2 2 B#5L Q)5 & t B ¥R
SPEHA R () E Pt BERI N Maw A A S 1o EA L 00
REFEY  F i AP Gt AN AR v LR § 1l
EHELAE aF T FEFERATT Gl o R 012 B AR

0 ATLTw A $10 I 2R ] > BRI AT E > RIT 1 AT 4
20



SRS s 2 LR

Qt+D) =Q;(t) + o (r(t) —Q; (1), +a (r(t)-Q; (1) &y
EBRBADRIPER SRS BN PRI F € NS B SR S —%

EE NG RN L PO YRR FERES BRROPSF (R )

Bk b8 g il LR B (30 0-1 2 B0 ARG 3T 0 AR R B 248 ] -

QA

B

e o
L _ /> Ay
P=<—3 *

e’ +e’

- FivEr g.,‘éj‘_)ﬁ?"fﬁf?ﬁi—,ﬁ’iE‘JEéEJ‘?ﬁ; Lz T g%w' MIEE P BT
AECENPIHRFEE DI FEFBHE O RERTAFF L DD L EFT LR -
Mg & pEi 2 (Maximum Log-Likelihood Estimation » MLE ) » 4p 3k #75 BlS Ff £

)

\\\Xr

BENFIBEFTERPRIOPT(L 282 o r N2 FE Y FE

1 B FRRIRIBR S BT 5 P %dik o

Ji

vy

MLE =In( [P.,) 2

B SRR AT AR S8 RIS IE AT 5 0 #-Q-learning 7 & A B HC
Ao AR FEFRIRGETRERCI O REEEY A BERBTT
5.5 (P=5>P=1-Pi)o d 3t Q-learning #-4] 2 * = B 4%k (ac~ a2 L) A&
BEA#* — B 28 (P) #3518 L~ 4 48 % (Bayesian Information Criterion,
BIC) ta& %#c#ic® £ 8 > n & Sdiclicd o trials 5 Rl A Y Fdkd (L2

2 )0 BIC 4%/ % £ if fedk4F o B F %A #4507 BIC 2 Q-learning 3] BIC »
21



F 1 F o Ao Q-learning HoA] vt A SE RS E B en A RO e  4F o

BIC = -2*MLE + n*In(trials) A2

- KRF Bk

A #-F it 17 0.05-10Hz = Band pass i (filter) > 2 f MAE il R B A
¥1 % 4 0 (7R ¥ (Naqvi & Bechara, 2006) © ¥ @ & Jisdp 4% * peak-to-peak » 1
AR IR I3 Mk BRs KR F BeAcEl ACERT AR IR 6§
B ERERETF i ® B8 Aok g B2 endr iy (Amplitude) #i »
Fedp ke BRI S Y 3 0E BE RS ARG W10 0.02 48 R G
¥R 0 A fe3t (noise) ;s &7 g2 Bl (range correction) - 2 ﬂf Bw LR eh
PE(Lal7 ) D #FTHEFIIEH > &t &k (positive skewness) » 12

# & % A pe(Dawson etal., 2007) « K & F B 4w A P E S AL 1

TRk S IR L E R P E N E AR A BT A R
LD R0 B S U TR RS RS Sl S F R S St 3

TRABEE

SCR-SCR,_
SCRmax - SCRmin

r
=g

B NET A

RFL 2R WA SO T F R BAEF e A A BGEFARM A7 5
TEAIBADEY A TR ARERA] SR SRR LRGBS AR R
R R - BT F B %@gw&agﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’é%%4éﬂ’ﬂ
PUE R R LR A GEET NTRAE o

22



L
\e
3

-

Pl

g e 4R

VR %@;Jg%;x;—h —HEY B8 T sy
Fr it

PR TFR Y s m D
FEFARBE > R A FHERY A o p LEY N BB A HRERED
Mol B i  F Y A ﬁ—*g w597 8.9 ¢°(2,N=30)=5.58 > p=. 056 -
ARITHE T -RAEY N

B KR R (B2 )

eFzHF R 2 R0 K

N %R #cs 7 (Analysis of Variance » ANOVA) » %
HENFFZHFRF (ZBRF)-EVER (p 4 F BEE AoRER )
BERGA(Z & f o )2y T2 EYHHA

»2 3% (2, 36)=0. 80 p=. 46)
ARV RS ARG T 00 (A2,36)=0.09>p-.92) ¢ XBHF > A
MRk AT Y MY (41 F %

1) (B= )e

Foo eV ED

Q-learning 2] f e f6 NS dc L % —

N E Ty

B ERENQ ELEE o UE
% M ANOVA:

FRASEY R SEY

23



RS AR ET ) #ARGD (T o) FEarho 2 FY R
% (F(2,36)=1.76 p=.19) #& § e 2 Mg 3 ¥r (A2,36)=0.06 -
Pmo94) FAME A Aok 7 AKF (F(1,18)=0.49 > p=.50) (RT )~
BFUARRELEFE RS 2 25050 ANOVA 2 5 p 515 S84 1

(p 28y ~pEe A fRETS) VIR AT (F236)=0.62-

p=.b5) -

% TFE R

@z FlF R 2 REE R ANOVA 22X R A5 L F YR (p 28 -
BLER AEET ) v (Zod fo) FLaHlez Y FHL
(F(2,58)=0.95 p=.39) & & ¥ e w3 vr (A2,58)=2.16 > p=.13)
TR o v RE T ARE (A1,29=1.52> p=.23) (A= )
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B~ HRRTES

MF R AR WA STHEEFTF R A RF R AL BEFAM ST
HBAPRSHFFLIATEZEY R TN SHEY Y2 PR
BABRET Gl » BV ARLB B e RN BT M (r(17)=49

p=.032) (B®-= )~

Bl 2 A BB A BRET RSP » BV R LE G EFEMRT &
FhAPM (r(1T)=—.56p=012) (B~ ) AR BB B EGFHF I DM

(r(17)=-.58 > p=.01) -

FRAREENSEY FF SRR FPLBEL 00 5 PR
HHEFRE v iF (Robust regression) &7t - k¥ s+ &

F kg T3 2 (Least squares) S % 4p 000 75 23 ((17)=.527 p=. 036)
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EEYEF (r(17)=-.43> p=.048) » W& FZHMIRG B F M > AKX %R L

ARG EFLAM (A(17)=-.59" p=.002)-

i

TRFEY @ 1Lﬁ%$ﬁﬁma$mm%ﬂ"F?ﬁﬁﬁ’UE%
WA EARE (Do V@S o EVESILRRRL) %A 45
MEYEARBET NS FRI A e BV 2 RAIPEZ ¥R -2 FY LR
BEET o vFEGROEEEAEREF (£=.200 A3,15)=1.23> p=.34) - f @
FVingsgr ovigiagagiid k¥ (F=.47-F(3,15)=4. 37> p=.021) >
Fro B Y d FEEFY L E Y AR (B=—62> t(15)=-3.15> p=.007) >
FVEFAAKRBRART (F pr A3 vl slr N3 EVE
S N

KRFRBINAOEEEA e BERERF REBARG A EFL AP
(H(28)=.37T>p=.04)> § ~BAXBPF > KT F AL (R4 )

¥ 8 3
FEe— P oL 1R Y L] 2 o ME S N ok A H AL 2LE B
FEERFYORATIZ VRO P EEY SRR ASRRZT RV R -
BRSO RREYY > ki ] i 239 3 g d &g e 3 (Bellebaum
et al., 2010; Bellebaum et al., 2012; Burke et al., 2010; Cooper et al., 2012; Kobza et
al., 2011; Nicolleetal.,2011) - e 5 2~ F 2 F BirE VY #d 3 2p L8 ¥ t &
28 -

KPR 2477 ¥R FIROHWRBEY SRS TR BBV @ F e
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BEREFCASRETNDLEE AR AREFEY NS AR T REE A

].j’_g;km_ﬁlé?rg F\?E"’Fﬁéﬂp’éﬁ’*lﬂ’\ +«§ré, ,55;6,52.;@; /\}éﬁj/gp\;\

:ﬁ

Ir—g-l;,_ ] Tﬂm"?rﬁ’ AR ﬁ,%"’-fd A bt’ﬁ‘:.iq’ ”mr‘ﬂﬁ Fﬁ'§” R L R ‘f‘-"f%,. T B

BRE A HRART RN Y ARLEEF LM AN AR B
BE RS T O I8 i AR AR 6 et

BES- BRACAAEYE BV ARNEE BV 5 F BATITEAAH
WA B AR S8 5t 3 A8 > (Yechiam, Busemeyer, Stout,
& Bechara, 2005) o o *t50 B -2 RPE B E PIER G B B DVREEECY B B endp

FELZVZBRRPEDER BV T I ANAEEI BERIEAFEIRS
P o F T A EE Yk L Aphi(Frank etal, 2007) o AKX % B A 0 &
ggAkg e Y g%k (exploit)  ERH Y B FR NPT F 0 LR RER

MAx < o Ax g 32 B F s (explore) 45 B EH P Bk < 20 5 s 5 (Daw,
O'Doherty, Dayan, Seymour, & Dolan, 2006)- 82 75 A- 5 % 8 |+ S8 % B @22 B £ B

B p M Sd PEATREES > ARREBEFLARAN > R BY

(?@i—
4y

T IERIT R AT K R BINA B A g%ﬁggﬁu | X BT R sk
peslgaf okl 2REC AL vrBETF BT LM - BLF LM
7o RIEE AFRER X 31 F R ok 7 F & (Hein, Lamm, Brodbeck, &
Singer, 2011) « 4% o I2 5] A 3% f oo w BPFR % 0 p BRI F R R
TEE

CREYHRY SR ESEYRRGLELEfEEY (90%) HRED
E YR (90%) ShE Y S HF TG BB ATV HRDEY S R
(70%) p LBYHHR? > $2EF7 e EHBY Baf & p e ot
FEY P EY A FRE R0 RPRIBERNE S BRETRERRE A5
FYA#FEI R BT RE S SO R w TR E R - B BRE

B RE L RBTIE A B ERER TR 0 51 LB



\\\Xr

T R RBIE B P RAER B b B LT R T BT
ERPS SO AP ERN S S BRET R DY P FRET ]
BR T - B R e R GE A U 5 ERF B PR ik L

e s BT A E RS B B b PR T § P E RS TR
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ERREFEFRS S AFHEErR/EY DR 5 RFEI ALY 0 FE D
FrAREEE P ST SO ERBRET PP -

ﬁﬁiéu\v}frf%’#k%ﬁ Fr- BEYFBREAISEY mﬁ;jﬂi’—*ﬁ » TR R
BB FUrd ST GRS A B Y RICA  ANOVA B % £ AN

ARETHERAES A PLE S FREFY R R OR e PR RE

?%ﬁﬁfw4wﬁhim§mmﬁkﬁvf*ﬁﬁ%wm@%$ A S8

BT B YR R R %Y E AL SO KRS R %k S LT
H3a BRAFERTI R o R SR T BB L ABRRT DL R
fETIFIC AR E BEL A ZRETHE Y HRPRE ko S8 % w )

"

XD G RREZEEY FRHES o

FHREFLAFRZBEYNRSLE  TRATLLE R S p
SR M AVET BAEEY AR R LA R R

SERERBE Y P AR IR A w s §31E P Dbl s

ERETIEY ] BAR T M SR TR P BT U B
I
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3

TOFEERTEREFY P e BV AR 0BT §XIRF
Fo- FLFABAR (D)2 AEVYHFRPEY R L LR mBRe 4
FEYERT IS EY I AARDFEE SR T RRRE L DE Y ]
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ELPEY A REY 2 (2) A FF BE A PFHIER LS TR E T
FIZi A f e ek AR RIZ I PIEE LT TR F BT
o e o S R e A f o r B S PG 5 8 Y S
c(3) PICHNEEFY SRS T - NEFELHER L MR
FoRZHEGFEM G Vo EAMTRETDS BARR T HiTERT
Fehd O oo
TP BT Pk FARIEE AR DR M v EERE D
REE R A DRI Y BRI I R RGP 5 R TR IARR
Faggat A S F el 22l SEEFL oS o G T RFAEE
R A EZR BN » FHEFE - SETHRESF > TE R FE LA 7

IRAR R B e A B Y Wk P I SRR Y TR M

"

fde AT 0-100 AhA AL o FRAFE  @LEHFATY IS F

FEY-BEVERTELRFAES A AR R A S RER R

W FREETHEI P A4 THEARE  #LREF ATV A F 4
- BE VR TR A AES & LA A S OTEBE R AR %

BHFHA D A RS fIE 28 e g T2 L1220 Ti0E

$21 K& BEL 211 K o
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$oERmRPRIE

Ty P oBRFEADEYNE HFI3 v 4LTF LA A FghBE &3
Wit iaed e TR - FVFE L FEH PR FV IR 5
SHEHERYHRIGF F LR E T NI RE VR L EFHLE TR
B o

TERFR- > R PIERTEPB R (PR EFLHE=Z ) B
PERTIA BRE FBEELALA T RS o 4N 5 6/7 5741737
2004 UT> w4 L +58 —5- flgre & g mn B s pesta™ N LR JEad
PRSI v BERFDY - BEEARM o bl - B RN G
AP N - BRET R GRS L PRI R EARERL 7R
i A B SR s AR E B PR S MR EAGER K £ RO
be B BBRRS EHR A o

WIFERTEL LS AIFER D PRIFER B PIRIFE - D RIFE? - ¢ E Y
Ao r i = gl b R AR TP BLE (TR A 5 B R (6/7-5/7)
s (47-3/7) &k (207-17) Bl > 2 € RIRT A o & ¥ 975
snfie ¥t & - T % 6/7-5/7~6/7-4/7~6/7-3/7~6/7-2/7 ~6/7-1/7 ~5/7-4/7 ~5/7-3/7 ~
517-27 ~ 5I7-1/7 ~ 4[7-3[7 ~ 4/7-2]7 ~ 4[7-1/7 ~ 3/7-2/7 ~ 3[7-1/7 &2 2/7-1/7 -

FHRBEEFAFEE - FFEL-FEVER A RFVERNLE L
WYIRIFEE R e NBEEY > RPERFRAEFT I N SR o F BT
grig* 12BEE I T-AO~E~TI-Z2~Y O ~¥Y~ Q- XK&E& »FPL X1
AHITEY - FIEERY DR AH RS T A R - FTEL LA BTE
BoFBREe 7126 B REEE 75 BRl%EFEX 0 PRI E PP B

LI A2 S RISRI BN EL A & I



2T (B2L (a))o %;fuﬁ;a; FEBLE BERI LD %34“‘%‘

B PRERHNRG ZEAH S EE- BRE Y VA BE Y HR Y
LR

=

Ao EGE P ER PR EARY T BN WAR TR TR
WEL S FERARR DEEL e PBERLAE TR 0 548 500-1500 £ £) &
2 EE > FH TR T50 ¥ 4 2800-1200 F fych2 2 E G 15 T w AR
g 3V B 5 1750 4y 0 218 B 1500 F 4y L F HARERE S ATl RISk £ ¢ (H)
L (b)) FHpHIARE FEHFEpEHE- BRY O G §ERPRSE
AR ERBEFRT G s SRS RHEIF L N REERR U F B
ER G- F onER 750 4 0 £ &R 500 E ) ITI et FGaR:
AAEYRELR AN TANS TEIVE Y SRS LY o RIS
Pt AR R IR I e n AR R IA I Y MGIVIER Y o AamT
Afrew Y IR MRI o RIVR Y KA A MR R T IRk iR
AR p PEY TE S FIwAR S S THB NSRS A T

B d R 2 BRE TP RN R PR ARG VE R SRR R

BRI FENr A E - RFARC LAY PR o A
LA B GEIE D 2L SR B kT S 2L GR A It 4250 [HpIt o R IR Bt
S L RIS A e AL AR O Ui
e BT R LRI R 2B d S Y HFREA Bkt B
H R e f BT - e 3 SRR TR R R
SRR IEERIE 1) K-S o S A S e A O
SIRMmPKER LIS FRERVRBAL L §REFIRES
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P r RIS ABFAARFE LA BR300 N5 -84 R K
M3l BB 57 ANBRALT (1) FHEHD s BALHS FHF Rz
B2 (2) g3 4emp B e Lenfeh 2 (3) § 8> 4P ERT
BoafeR 2 (4) > i GREEHSREIR ez ? (5) § 42 &
AP BARESNHEE B R ? (6) FH I RAF S B RA L g
B2 (7)) 39> RAF GRINZ2 YA ? (8) ¢ RAE BF¥EFHS

B4 ek ?

S R%ER

Faok- @ AZE RELZPERZS -

Yz & AR

B

FHE D K ER 194 hCRT § 1 o 58  dotedp ¥ % 60-100
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nFELARBELE FRESCEL -
rE )32
FIFRIRLT
ok 4k * NeuroScan = 7 1 SymAmMp2 & 5L Zedkth @ * 64 T f&ken

QuickCap » T &5 4 5 10-20 k5o gt ehT &t > 5 4 BT &% § 30

A
g

a1

BtR (mastoid)» M E S F A TR S BT IRILEEI = LA ] > 54k
KT T B B R ARIEREY 2P P T3 Zedrd-E ;B T = o 12 NeuroScan
2 e Scan 4.5 $r iR (7 o4 A 47 o e sRPE o B ERHE 5 (sampling rate) % 500
Hz > ja# (on-linefilter) 3% % 0.1-30Hz > ™ CZ 2 CPZ 2 FFehT t& 5 L PR EL

“tF RABTILE D BkQ T
A8 TRAH
IS T

LA E Y METLE Y g Y T35 B BITA o

-~  HuRFYHEI

g 2%—- > 12 Q-learnging A& F i e 0 MR IF R T AR BB ELE Y o
BB A2 A WA FBE YRR B DB TR TS Sl e
B Bk F

L FE T (DCcorrection) » & Mok AELNHF o B BT R
& (ocular artifact reduction ) » f& it -k T 22 -8 pt s B 55 o 5 ¥ 12 0.01-30 Hz
T EFE g (Band-pass filter) o

IR AR G F B 27 11-200-800 E £ B (epoch) e A1 R R u S B S
R ekl (MLE M2) chiagie 7L £, L w5 200 & 4 p
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T T i AR R ERE 7 A MR (baseline correction ) 3 ¥ i 7 3R

ki (artifact rejection) » 12-60-60pV i s FF &% » ¥ Fp o FZ~FCZ~CZ ~
CPZ&2PZ R i ixvfeIp =+ NiET > F ﬁljwujv,éfg‘zg;j EEE S Ca
FRN 2+ ¥ $ * base-to-peak = ;% » 12 160 - 240ms ¥ e+ &t & = % ¥ 5 FRN
Sz gh o 2 {5 B F| 326ms % Ik X f @ % 175 FRN % 2> FRN 2% 4
Box f EX 3 A&+ T E x4 (Holroyd, Nieuwenhuis, Yeung, & Cohen, 2003) -
se 21

oA L %q% FRN khi=% » 3% FZ-FCZ& CZ 3 t&r i~im » T & %

Greenhouse-Geisser = /% #F ¢ i& F IE A Bk o

T pAMEEEA

Wi h AN SR A e B A ER B A A ffri BmA R T AP
MAY - 5 TR A B Y4 FAAREEYE SR bR B
o AR BBRTIGNEI BB 3 T BATGREL LB I BT TR Y PR
LRLBERR LR E

5§

14

B
BN

’\&iﬁ?ﬁ/}/} ‘;v'J }“‘ft ¥ =% o Ll‘ﬁ'ﬁf‘t Jz);ﬁ L.}aa F*5ﬁ3“§3* ‘E‘i’ﬁmﬁ’-
(Bt - LA ) BT BRI AR e AR HIRI
AXARBE P ELRIFCBEER T ARIF AR Y ARERIVER L3P

BT R RBTIE A BE e B HN I P LR S L @G AR

XY AER G GG A 0 g

B

Aop PRI AR LR
7 F ARTAEF (p=.081) -



R FiiAR
AT RR S EF A EEVERTHE Y R FEY > FEHL

FRAAAES KA S FRY S o R R T FRE Y R E T R

By g F 0w 88 2910 (1, N=33)=0.16 - p=. 69 © KA ¥ o A
A FEE Y R T E YR IRAR I B e B R A R AT D
¥ o

EEZFF 2R ER ANOVA $2ERFS LA (ARFR) £
B (Hsgaterd Bgat) AR (e f v ) ATy orhl w2 84

Bk (M(1,23)=1.95p= 18) F ¥ FH & £ Mag 3| < 3 v% (M1, 23)=2. 62

-

P 12) B AEF S T A4 PR AR R T (EF BF (14 p k£ 0.15) (B
Lo ) - HRBLIGEV S HEY T FEAR LR BT BN
FooORC Rl e BY FRLES A% (JE 86 SE= 04) B 1
%t (I 69 SE= 07) % (#(23)=2.99 > p=. 007) -
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5 HBEY I
Q-learning =313 et cn$dc L 4 = > B RGP N Q EAML 2 o

FydFieto AT L2 EeE 0 ANOVA R840 515 5 8V I8 (4%

=Y

e gt ) BARER (BBl e ) Py o2 BV BRI %S
(F(1,23)=2.58 p=. 12)8 8 ¥ FH e L 3 iv* (M(1,23)=2.61p=.12)
PARRE ARG E T AEF (/(1,23)=0.10 p=.75) (Bl+ 2 )o &-
BT P BV R EY T ORRARET FLE I RE RS  fe EY
B F aimsEtEE (JE.09 0 SE=.03) &9 g3t i (JE.26 > SE=.08) |
(7(23)=-2.30 p=. 031) - HF U AKFRERLEFSIHEITH  FHEIFHR
(M. 15> SE=. 04 ) $ie® &30 58 (M. 050 SE=. 03) ~ (#(23)=2.43> p=.024) -
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B~ Rlkrk

Bew R R P EAS S R s SARW B2 0 6/7 57T & AT R LR e

WA LTHL e foe w SR e w5 3/7 0207 2 1T S B R
T v LAEP I B e v B LI E e r A f’f‘Er_]"J‘m}_'?):Q,’_ﬁ

M ANOVA: %& % p F3 5 248 (FZ-FCZ % CZ)~ ¥ ¥ 4 (st o
tigit ) v A (g i) Sqpdlt (R E2apdh)-

HRET o REA kA (F1.25,28.80)=10.37 » p=. 002) > LSD ¥ # »
wAE o FZ e FCZ s @B ¥ £ 8 (p=.81) FZ (JE-7.01 > SE=. 78 » p<. 001)
2 FCZ (M-T.05 0 SE=. 82> p=. 008) & =& % CZ (M=—6.37> SF=.82) L { & o
WA AEA] A ek AT (F(1,23)=6.560 p=. 017)> & % w4 (J=—T7. 11 > SE=0. 81)
W e w4 (JE-6.51 0 SE0.81) L o o LA sk ABITRTE (F(1,23)
=4.09 > p=. 055) » 2-55 8 (JE-T.06 > SE=0.80) v+ 558 (4=—6.56 » SF=0.82)
B o BV B R ARE (F(1,23)<0.001 > p=.99) £ ¥ 52 w4y
A= FF 2T Er 2 ARE (F,23)=0.36 > p=.55)

Ty FREFPEz FlF 23 7% FF(A1L.28,29.43)=6. 48> p=. 011)

(I

(BBt AN aFF(ZEClerEsd - FF(EYFBEspdid)
I EH CcH B FF 23 % A FZ(F(1,23)=0.002°p=.97)¥ FCZ(F(1, 23)
=0.65> p=.43) + X A B F S CL AR ¥ (F(1,23) =3.01 > p=.096) - CZ
P LSD Efs S R AT o IR h2bsp g (JE-6.51 0 SE=0.86) £23f
BIE-6.28 SE=0.91 )a kg F L B (p=.44 ) ¥ 5 ¢ M3V 8 azbag 1 (JE-6. 78 >
SE=0.85) w3gHp (M-5.90 SE=0.82) L g+ (p=.027)-

d 2 FZEFCLR = CL v Y% FLEFCL A BEY FB A~ hif
Birck R AT FsTREE I P00 FHGIVFR AT R s o
LSD ¥ s 2 % 87 »FZ + > kit b8 (p=.21) & @ Bagit i85 (p=. 13)

ekt ALHF I FCL L o HHRIHFRIY RS ALHT (p-.35)0 @ ¢
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Pgat R R R ART R F (pm. 06) PSRBT > FHpRIV R Y 0 2R

WFRNEEH FRN g 22 72 £d W FHRi=E 3 g = o

# it ANOVA %% ¢ » it o w4 FRN 1t § » w4 FRN & v > 7 B2 5 ¥k
FrHRE » w4 FRN Y & o w4 FRN G w0 AR SR© B2 A5 F A - Ko
STRFRT AT ARG EREBIRA S BT (6/7E57) P B F (417
B 37) s (278 UT) gfie A1+ 2 2 5840 ANOVA » & 4 ) 7]
G504 (FZ FCZ 8 CZ)~ 8Y s (Ha%atey gt ) wagal (2
L) BRRET (BT I as).

i TR (A(1.22,28.08)=10.17 > p=. 002) i >c% A% » v 447
(F(1,23)=6.72 > p=.016) L ck B ¥ o w AR B3 L3 v Bg ¥
(F(1.94,44.65)=4. 27> p=. 02) (B + = )> &7 LD F {2 vt o> B F 507
o % w4 FRN (M=-6.95 > SE=0.80) £ f + w4 FRN (J=-7.20 » SE=0.70) & £
B (p=57); P ka8 d > & pow 4k FRN (JE-7.51 » SE=0.78) ** £ # w 4 FRN

(M=-6.76>SE=0.85) L f + (p=. 048); K4 & #1559 » & & w 4% FRN(JE-T. 83 >
SE=0.97) v- f & % & FRN (J=-6.37 > SE=0.85) L f # (p=004) w4 355
Wk w4 Wk A% ] CFRN AR 5B o w4k FRNSE 5L 5% A | % o
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o FRNMEF B 5% Ma X0 w» o d Q-learning #3if e enQ & (B
L) A R E T HREE SH TR R K T v 4 FRY
REGRIPE P e e FF AP f eGP P F A FEHD
w4 FRN & § o v 4 FRN  f o

T~ MR TEASN

B AR R G F 0 B AR F R A A dfra A A
BAatr o ARREREB ARG BEL M (1(22)=.41>p=.045)
PHREESPMBEFRE R RS R AR Ry
AR rdgEAM ((22)=-.22p.21)-

SIRFEVESARRERS G ARGN G RE Y A 2 B
InIPS TENNEET LEEINFICS LETE POV &3 BRI TE-E R
MEVARBIOF S FR I o YV ARLIBEL RYHE -2 v Y AR
BEHT o vEBRRORELENY (R=.45 > F(3,20)=5.45 p=.007) > & =
BY#F(L=481(20)=-2.19p=. 041 )22 § = & ¥ & 5 ( f=.40>1(20)=2. 35>
P2 BFERH I FY AR ARRREEAREY (= T2) (o8 Y 2%
ST P FREORE BEEY (F- 64 /(3,200=12.05 p<.001) > § + %
VEFEEFD b+ E Y 4 (B=60> £(20)=-4.45> p<.001) > I » & ¥ &
F(pm10) #ARRBHAEF (p=20) viFBslr > N FyVdFa

» ZIAPM o
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N8t
T - FHS BTG PGSR PILR A e R Mo RR PG
HRRAF Y BDRE o ARTL BRI F R PRI 0 p b
BEEAYRAENFABIHEE BREAL & [ » FE  $PTFHGRILARA
R P ERFHERARE  MERF B A FERARE - AAT v i pw
G BEVERTY  FEFHNrRLARRARTLE B ET RIS

PG A MRS IR A PR SR GBI iRt o R

RS

WHAR T ERM Y LA RA T E Y FRT LR R T RERR G F
M AL RARR R aE S o

FAEEY I RS- R AETAE T RBI e A f
ARV HEPPREERE AR RFREREEA R ERE Lo g Y ¢ BRI EE
WHESRRIER AL e BV AR RE o F o m B EET | e %
PFoRIE AERB > p I FRBA e FE PHBRREY e Y 4

IR §?§i’3ﬁ7“‘¢&’l‘ oi@iﬁ%é‘?,{ﬁ;ﬁ = ,41[«}\;.?,55;_ » BRI EHIEAE

A7 ERRFEAL RGP PRIGERBEBARATRIGICRY A e T
BAEL > BEFREY BB I TS - K » B Y 4 IR Z (Bellebaum et

al., 2012; Nicolle et al., 2011) - fF &% FH ¢ > F &1 FELL - # 5 sERR
BAREF VRALPEV IR - SHROBERFIEN T FLRBZFV Y
FEOFPEEARREPELI-EY AR

AREEYFBO e e A FRNTE LR > Brj £F %% BE
v AR AIL A o Aol B P LR 0 FAEFRN TR 67 - R R LR
BEPRERF A LR E Y DEFLARRE C R FRNZ Z L8 - 5 AR &

REJSE T w AR 4 (Walsh & Anderson, 2011) - FRN 2851 7 & % §-3 &

(J

P e

m

SRR o d MRS o ek Y % o LR FRN AR FRN £ @

(Oliveira, McDonald, & Goodman, 2007; Scheffers & Coles, 2000); 4% - {F5 » »
40



AR FRN 2508 FRN Pl £ B o g3t 5t ¢ - FRN B2 2R 3p ) 2 e %
PHERACHAEYIIRERI I F PR PIEARFF IE D LRGP
AR B R RERH R FREREY LR F oo

PP BELFL - RS LB o #EFRN f 5w & FRN { f %o

KA eh Q AT -

\\\Xr

BE A B R BLIE WR SRR EWF L R G 67
B5 BT H AT b5 2 Hap M5 Rl MR o P
ATFH T o w o NI b w P S I f b v ko 258 FRN ¢ 1t 55 FRN
{ § # (Oliveira et al., 2007; Scheffers & Coles, 2000) » f5_* 554 & 22 w 4 273 2 3
T R B AP R OFRNARE v f e w AP T R
* O FRNA%t w » FIlpt Z S Rt v w4 FRN ' f o @& FRN { f » -
FAEAR BV EFEGAF RAT ERE A mr RE 4 AL BTSN
FM oo ik 3 %k- 2223 (Frank et al., 2007) 5 2REE Y@ 5 5
fARE o d XU RnB Y B 2 F 67 F A MR RER > SR
RenZ B S vEApM TR EAEF BEARE NGB A BFTREAMN - RITA

P A R RS AR ERN SR

!
i
W
\\?{r

BF AT RO o AT
U E V- BYREORALIBIEAVIUEAREMAREE M LEZF D
$EEPRARDBULIE  BFATT R AU W LI IRIE  RBRLTF
Tl BALR 07 Fo oo
Foe- A1 Hug YA AR RS B RS FERI TR

ol IR SR E S AR B R ST R -7 - Rehg ko F &R 7
ARRERLARREAERRT WL L EERARG S M %P R
REPROFERIGEBEEY PRICEBE DL B EERARG E M AR

Iﬁ‘ﬁ"ﬁﬁ;#“‘fgﬁ.‘lil PG 2l FAM o WA S BSER TS Ay Eﬁ?/»\%fr.ég—%

-H

R - AKFREPEELARAN P EVREITIERGFS AR AP
TOER®L T ERFYEEHRET LWL FEF BT FEFEREY PR
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SRR BRI FRY 0 ERER T FH KRR R ]
BEYPRRE AR A0 AR RRRAIT R R HF Y HEROPE

FARPELAR AP AT ENARRBRAL  FHRR PR RRT i

LR A e BYNL B R%- rELFLHER- R BT %R
PARARERC] c(2) B POgIRIY KRGS A ank A XRE
FREAEEE 20RO R (P E) 2R PR $0 F Is chf
(Chiao & Mathur, 2010; Cikara, Bruneau, & Saxe, 2011) » 7 2 = #-F {48 4 4 L i

Faltp® - Ape g% R F R R I BEH L T § FREFLHFH -

Fr g FEHH
o BEEE Y sl

EA gw CE=S i A W A JEEF T g BEAR T R T
R A R EF A i o SEA R TR G P TR BT
B0 ® Y Pl g ek R HR S YT R A AT ik U
R ER AP 2T LD BR AP L DL B R FHER Y L
HHARL > EEZER B AR > R e 2 18 gl g 94 (Sutton & Barto,
1998) - p & F Y ¢ %"‘\—"f"ﬁﬁ SRREFARTEE A > ¢ G SR R R
g ¥ 12345 (Abler et al., 2006; Haruno et al., 2004; McClure et al., 2003; O'Doherty et
al., 2003; O'Doherty et al., 2004; Tricomi et al., 2004) -

Ra BY ek ik A RV USEp PEE T NS ERARE L EE

BEEY REE A R F ARSI e %O PR RERE A S % 2 (p 2
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AR R i R Y LR R R R AL
Lo VBRI A THAEL AHTod W LEYE KT AL v &g
KpATIEY TR AR AT ERREY RO ETSB A TE S
BLE
BLE

e

?“$%m§”ma’ﬂw4ﬁ@ﬁw@i#iﬁ%§?F26’%?%%

Flend i A e FEH GRS LT N TERER YRR BREAR

P

iE # #2 =t (Bellebaum et al., 2010; Bellebaum et al., 2012; Burke et al., 2010;
Cooper et al., 2012; Nicolleetal., 2011) - 2 % 4 g * w4k > A3 Jg s A (T
BT @ INR R TG R SR G RRIG TR 20K GO
o AT d g BRI BFEEAERR S K TR B Y Pl ¢ 9k K (Burke
etal.,2010) - A2 %3 ¢ > %2 ;ng BRI fedting BRBEREE MR 2 FE
BABEHEANHELASL B PRBEATFEFRTIEY ok F I REFY
# % (Bellebaum et al., 2010; Bellebaum et al., 2012; Burke et al., 2010; Cooper et al.,
2012; Kobza et al., 2011; Nicolle et al., 2011) » A F ffydlis L & (T BT

7
PO TR GERFE A TREFETY > A H R DRI T D
AR

AR EHNEREY PRPIF A RIF LRGN R F I o A
(RSN SN RECHE L JEE S 320 90 K-S0 RS SRt Ik =g
#- %K (Burke etal., 2010); % ¥4 52§ EFdp 7 o dp 1 ok p 30 ¥ - aE ik (Biele,
Rieskamp, & Gonzalez, 2009; Biele, Rieskamp, Krugel, & Heekeren, 2011) s« _%
K- 5%;;5 (Doll, Jacobs, Sanfey, & Frank, 2009; Walsh & Anderson, 2011) » & 45 77
R RS  F By R AT A E R T

BAFEFAER A RFL T REE R A BT E e A v g RFRBRE Y i

»}\_
ﬁ

TFENHEHRAL A v G RRT Y BRI B A RR
PE AL L w A RS LY A R ] Y AR A Y
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o T ETFLERE A wga A4 F et FRN e 3 73 7 L F g
YR L8 Y 4 Ap e IR R P hw 4k ¢ & 4 FRN(Bellebaum et al., 2010;
Fukushima & Hiraki, 2006, 2009; Itagaki & Katayama, 2008) » 7 ¢ £ 37 #p v+ 2 & 4
TEHP 45 3% 0 5 1 &k 48 (Bellebaum et al., 2012; Burke et al., 2010; Cooper et al.,
2012) ; 3% 5 ¥ cop ¥ % (goal-directed) 2 ¥ 4§ (habitual ) &K # > 7~
Boyp L&Y 4piadd] o pEEw LK 25 kK (anterior caudate nucleus )
7B ¥R AW & 18 k4% (posterior caudate nucleus) § B (Liljeholm, Molloy, &
O'Doherty, 2012) o 2 L3 chw 4 P > B35 @& fonid] > Bt p PSR
S B T EE R DGR A S m NS S kWA B
530 51 A= croff- ¥ 27 o 4% 77 33 0 51 FRN #i-| (Bellebaum et al., 2010; Fukushima
& Hiraki, 2006, 2009; Itagaki & Katayama, 2008) » & J2 35 #p 45 28-cni 1k #7565 77 i
33 (Bellebaum et al., 2012) -

BEARE Y eniqlAp i EERZREY Ep EFY AT ARIF - AKXEY VT
At e B BiedY oY i ERRERER  fo RV s HEFER
¥HEE > A wE TRt 2 (burst) 27T %% (dip) 7B o 2 R
BEYH) SRR Lo B YA AR Y FARRE [ e gy
> o BRE Y A p 28 Y & A (Bellebaum et al., 2012; Nicolle et al., 2011) -
AT RL T O RETE T AR PREY R BRI E Y ¥R

FEREYAREEI R B Y FRPPE S § L IR aE
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