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Abstract

The reinforcement learning (RL) theory attempted to explain the
role of anterior cingulate cortex (ACC) in the error monitoring system.
In RL theory, it is suggested that individuals will compare the feedback
with their expectation. When the feedback is worse than expected, the ACC
is activated and greater FN (feedback negativity) is elicited. In contrast
with RL theory, the error-likelihood (EL) theory suggests that the ACC
1s activated when perceiving high error likelihood. The main purpose of
this study is to examine these two theories and investigate which theory
can better explain the error monitoring system. By manipulating the risk
level (Experiment 1), we candifferentiate these two theories by different
predictions on risk condition. In EL theory, greater FN on risk condition
1s predicted. In RL theory, no difference of risk level is predicted.
Moreover, we try to provide some evidences for the relation of risk and
ACC in experiment 1. In experiment 2, we manipulate the feedback (positive
vs. negative) and error likelihood (high vs. low) in a modified gambling
task. Greater FN is observed on high error likelihood events and
unexpected events indicated that both RL theory and EL theory are

supported. It is revealed that the FN also reflects the feeling of regret.

Keywords: FN, Risk, ACC, Reinforcement Learning Theory, Error-Likelihood

Theory, Error Monitoring System
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» e plm iR E A F (dorsal lateral prefrontal cortex, DLPFC) % =
=% A % (anterior cingulate cortex, ACC) itz 455t 5 £ &
14 ¢ (Kerns et al., 2004) o @ 45350 Rl 4 5o A% PN Poomi®Tm - BE
Hed it 2 R Y 02 N RGN EE B R 75 0 AR kY
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I SIEd v f L (feedback negativity, FN) 5 i & s %
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‘o S, =3 > . 5o o
- & ~F 282 T = (Event-Related Potential, ERP)

¥ # MR - (event-related potential; ERP)E_d g% i
(electroencephalogram; EEG)#TiE{# e 4 M EL o %ﬁ d - 56EJ‘ TR B AB 2
T TR e (tine-locked) AR A2 5 {8 AT HEB Al enfgik o ERP ¢ 1 e 3 e
TEE o~ fe R s BB AR AT ¢ ARH2 5 & & (component) > @ (&
PR TERRE L A TR A PR Y R OF P R AR TARRL S
Pa® A4t L a2 7 5 9k i (Zani & Proverbio, 2003) -

- HERPe= A &8 % 5 3/ (amplitude) ~ R (latency) % 4
# 35 (topography ) # ® ERP ® R tg¥ 1 & 7 4p B 3RACAAZ P A0 558 en

FRACE  f % iRIG A T R ) 5 R R AL M A i B 0 & R 5 T
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AR gate »H AR 5 ERP &g B e B b endi it - ’%'%' BLZ ERP e i

Fa57 0o ERP & % A 8 5 4 chsi i 4 o =B 00 E & F AFAT s oh
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ERP 82 7 if i i & $R:¢8 B (functional magnetic resonance
imaging; fMRI) ™ 2 o 3+ #F ¥ & (positron emission tomography scan; PET
scan) & # R £ & 3 2F ez 247 & (spatial resolution) & v «ps ¥ 2
17 & (temporal resolution) #&i% > Flm 4p§ i & ¥ 5 B & AL fF 4201
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- &~ v Ak f L (Feedback Negativity, FN) 2 # & &

w &Rl f L (feedback negativity » FN) f4d 48:84p 0 § &
(error-related negativity 'ERN) #74 @ &k oFN & ERN 4 & 5 & 38 7 F 2 j !
FRep p8 MIprl o FN 4 & 8 F Bend gd PR flgeds s anf w4
(negative feedback) > ® JILPFRF X f & w48 113015 0 250~300ms B 5 @
ERN F e enf] 5 52 H v % @ 2 58 3% (slip) > MR E 9 s s 2

¢ % 100ms v & -

Hohnsbein ¥ % A4 Mg 824 & F it ¥ ¢ &2 4535 (slip) > &rk
GhERP ¥ €5 - BEGEFFERTOL A 6 PO L BEL TR
(Error Negativity, Ne) (Hohnsbein, Falkenstein, & Hoormann, 1989) -
Gehring & » Zz& 7 gt — B G > T H PTG 60 5 452240 § & (error-related
negativity - ERN) (Gehring, Goss, Coles, Meyer, & Donchin, 1993) - p #
F I ERN A 4 i < B 8 %% & ¢ & (fronto-central ) } #1% &kengh» H
A enpE R sk 1890100 ms = + (Botvinick, Braver, Barch, Carter,
& Cohen, 2001) ° ERN eni % 443F 5 72 5 MR 7 2558 ni® £ A5 3

(Scheffers, Coles, Bernstein, Gehring, & Donchin, 1996) -

v gt endseiAp M A (ERN) 5 873 SR 38 F o PR T E R
FPALER - AL TRE R AL EOF BFORIFEE TG L
14 4 (Holroyd & Coles, 2002; Miltner, Braun, & Coles, 1997) (Bl- ) e
BfAEd wAASTA A nf o d TR epE R S 250 2 300ms B o &2 i3 3L ERN
100ms # @ F TR IR o B F e g d w ATt A 2 ahf A
FN(Yeung, Holroyd, & Cohen, 2005) » & fERN (feedback error-related

negativy; Holroyd & Krigolson, 2007) -



Bl RN ERNE N B g A S AL EPIFR T R

FHREFT P BRIGFERIEIFRADERN @ FNHET g40) 5 F 2 0 F
gD 58 Ep L RE A G0 A RRARERFHERNE g R} A

FN e e+ o Bfo7 ERN 22 FN % 24238 (015 Mo v RIS KRenD o @ § 9%

7 Ir (Heldmann, Russeler, & Munte, 2008) o FN 22 ERN ehf fr FIZ 530 4 — o

A PN TR 2RISR = @ p dmedan  F 30 EN 7 ic B e %38 - -
TR Ao g/ B B (Gehring & Willoughby, 2002) ~ 4p 4% 3% (Holroyd
et al., 2004; Nieuwenhuis, Yeung, Holroyd, Schurger, & Cohen, 2004; Yen,
2007) ~ #@/#% % (KreuSSel et al., 2012) ~ ¥ ## 2 ¥ &4+ (Gibson,
Krigolson, & Holroyd, 2006; KreuSSel, et al., 2012) -~ spper e 2 % 2
4 £ (Chang & Yen, 2008; Chang, Yen, Lin, Chen, & Kao, 2010; Simons, 2007) -

=% (Holroyd & Krigolson, 2007) o

%‘3 A pg% FN #1 & %m*%ﬁﬁ{rw ?.ﬁ-@ﬁ\zﬁj > Ar FN —ﬁ_ﬁ%] BIiTF & e
Gehring £2%7 - Ba# T8y (%&%)J 2 Tipstasid (EEEF)) &
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WIEEY R EH (alternative) s % » Fpt e F T LS B
AR AR OEIES > F INF L £ & i E (FHET) RIS S B33 3 AR
E/PML T T RER DS ARG F INPAL o FINF B LER
LR AL GRS PIS RERRE T30 - BARER DG > g § N
HE oot SR FER THL A OE o ARERDGERL TH 2D~
POPE RS E BB AP ROTE 25 & 5 A AnER LD Ameh s F1N R £
FEFEEF IR FNFH r%}%ru gk =3 T2 rr; (Gehring &
Willoughby, 2002) - @ p*EL%Fe g B+ 4 & & 5 MFN (medial frontal
negativity) - & e 3~ 4p I MEN e spr F 5 200 2 300ms ¥ » foi 4] e

FN % 4 pF ¥ % (Goyer, Woldorff, & Huettel, 2008) -

¥o B LG INSTRE ehE T S TAp g e T IN 8L chig %
T F Ji& o 54 Nieuwenhuis % ¥ 27 Gehring F & #T 5 e N> Fkir iy
Gehring #Ap fe > FEH 4o 2ie d 20 50 LS A I 2 EH H 45 o F RS 5 F RN
AEIE T F o m R AEE e ol fIEF ik (Nieuwenhuis, et al.,
2004) o X m > BEZR 2 & B FN {fﬁ.l;é‘ﬁ Erag A IR P OITE R RV K H IR
RlE Y gl R ERME S FNE?MM%%J»‘%LT@&F” B ooigin-l &m0 &
BAIL Ty 2 TE Rftes iR 4T Pihe @S RALET G I
H&F {@1#&—;{%5@3%%:@5 » T L Av b N A B nggj,g,u 2 TE R
e, 2 B F AR R AR ek B oo et LH L N R E R e R
1k & > @ fNieuwenhuis #7¢ % # > J.;é—*ﬁ rap eI P B E B REEE
@ e o F]yt Nieuwenhuis %7 3 v 4R 5 L 4F TFN L & & B8 3 ¢ st
AR EAEE o
Bt Ap b > X 3% PN 1 F G en i #4535 & lolroyd % % 2004 # 1
PR SRR E LR FFAAERDZ BER ERAY 2 - 02 B FHE

MEE ML o TEER S8 ﬁ ﬁﬁj T &g % & (Holroyd, Larsen, & Cohen,



2004) o w7 3 S 72 BB A K N G dDHER (win) > 2 G # e (lose)
2 3 B ﬁ" SR (even) o B2 AR THE R DI TAPN F DA LR G oD
ERE RS SR YUY SRS PRIl B UL ARk R RN RS
2.5 A5 A F T RS BT H AR 2D A H/ 0 R 2.5 R
FoHRSEFR > T B J F A gﬁrgigjgj A E T gy T g0 =
2T 2.5 A (RASEF) £ F Bhine TH2.5 4,2 THb5 A, (R
A FM)EFRT FFRREIIIN 2 ek e T/ 0~
FRets > » BTG dachliind 0 T 02 5% 8 N R7 § i cofim
IR0 A SR ol W ET TEN S TSty RA DS TTF &, o
TR
g IN TR e = B4 S %0 35 ST K LRI & e

T2 N 75 sihg 5 i (Chang & Yen, 2008; KreuSSel, et al.,
2012) - Chang # A %37 - BRHRABUBFINF Ry A5 2 Twr i
Zhrwdf (F A FHPTE) FRREFBD T e g e fR G
oK TRD 2 TwsE (4o F =10 ;u/ﬁia?] 10 %) 8272 - Ref w2t
Tir g (BEH A BEERSHA/BE RO A hBER L W) @
o F INF ind 2w ol g b f 2w (510 ~) S 5 FNS

FINF i 2z Trw dh o Pl ¢ 5 f m2b2 ey orid B enitlge (G 10
~ ) {48 B FN (Chang & Yen, 2008) -

FHREARH T AL P HRY (2 Tr g5 R0 10 R A

AL RS I0 AT EREE0A) I N AHE T HLL A

¢

fro P EERI eGSR (FHPFERLDT ) UL o2 Tragy iy
S FNe fefis? (27w &5 @10~ f 10~ A2 Trags ok
BRI AT FRLLDE07) d W22 TrgEf ot Trhg

TG TR T wAEL L (F10~) 0 il HFN e



FHREFFR ) TR A T gL PR T g8 N (8§ w2t
Tw hih ) iE- BEEETFS TINF B2 v @dy o d 2L 3 FN
Flsz Tw 2 hit 5PN F v @ 250 TN EF uf oz Pwago
RhFHET e TrBEFERIN TAFINF 2 P @ds T2 2

WA (AEF R TR T 2R KA PSS TUIT - BAR KR

ke

BB FEAT AN IRGAAR oD L FFIH LT A UR
¥R EEe- HIEFEL -

e AL ER D N g2 p 25pd 3 M % (Holroyd & Krigolson,
2007; Holroyd, Larsen, et al., 2004; Pfabigan, Alexopoulos, Bauer, &
Sailer, 2011) o % Holroyd(2004)s+§ %% # - ’}ﬁ’—“ﬁ € B gDt Y P2
fRB TSRS R0 AP SRR E R R g TR o A2 FN -
RS FpbEr N2 F Bl e LREF T TAFHDEE o blde
Holroyd ¥ Krigolson #2007 # %2 3 © i€ (7 5 fp 3 eni® % > l%ﬁd b
LR ERAFH LS (FIRTEY cnr /2 B H (v ¥ ) B L%
(FIRRicE P crppsns 8 TX9 chp fx) N> B % AT > 250 L % i
Bk (FHETEDEF—FEETE DT ) 2200 2 400ms ¥ 5 — B P &g~ v &
FHEEPLRR (AT EDHEF—HE TEnrm) o f 4 I R(Holroyd &

Krigolson, 2007) -

Chang & + » M ke N E 45 %% FN & B 7E 8 7% 2% (Chang, et
L, 2010)« ffd 5 2 % v & (ful) DML R84 63 R HFRY § 3
FAzRifl (Al o w A FF 08" FHp e §B Ll vrat 53
EFEC NP GWE ) TRRE EET P ISR DRA LT G A e
BEEF O AT OD o v AR EONTTH DT e w4 6 5 RA HFN - & fMRI

g 7+ 3 A Fagdp(Potts, Martin, Burton, & Montague, 2006) -

— kP HRE

ki

et > INSTE e L S g3 s £RE TR 0 A



1% ivFH e (Bellebaum, Kobza, Thiele, & Daum, 2011; Bellebaum,
Polezzi, & Daum, 2010; Goyer, et al., 2008; San Martin, Manes, Hurtado,

[sla, & Ibanez, 2010)
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F = & ~FNend sZApRE 4] 2 Ap W32

F % F 11 BESA (brain electric source analysis) 4 17 ERN 2 FN &
deakih o TER A ¥ e A2 3 ACC (Dehaene, Posner, & Tucker, 1994;
Holroyd & Coles, 2002; Miltner, et al., 1997) - = i t+eiir:d $ (fMRI)
E AL FEF O B4 A L pF > ACC € F o e 1 I % (Holroyd,
Nieuwenhuis, et al., 2004) - 2 % 9 7 & #win s > ACC &£ {7 5 ehp A E I3
Mo % (TR %2 AofFHenpF iz v i AT o A Sd AN TR E
J&cn i %7 5 (Gemba, Sasaki, & Brooks, 1986; Niki & Watanabe, 1979) - Brooks
e mded B E Dby hdd D HP RSV RBHELIRRENE FLLE

2 i B oo

PofEfINAA LI B A BERI BT AR LHREY R
# (Reinforcement Learning Thoery, RL-Theory) % 4%+ it #2323 (Error

Likelihood Theory, EL Theoory) o

35 5 ¥ 1235 (Reinforcement Learning Theory, RL Theory) 4~ & i
BEFFEVEIFBE R RN FTERE 7L AL % Lo [ §5
s s F2EFAAL MBS AT PIE3IEEL M thits &3
SET AP EFE A 1AE k SpFahik 7 (Sutton & Barto, 1998) - 12453 % £

1
VPRA AP E AEL TF Y CHR?P S A ETENIEPPRLE T2 AT

i

2')‘

Tgﬁj&f}?;ﬁd PR RFHEFAR T B ERNEEEIRHEF R E S

a3

e
BTN G A THBFEA LAHER Y BT - KmE 7

CEERECEEER PSS L SR R L PR R
LAt B BUBAEH T A ERE RN BT TR B

LM a0 Schultz 3 4 g and ol AR g as it B

# 45357 M (Schultz, Dayan, & Montague, 1997) > =3 %58 m§ v 4%
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PE S BRI AR E R A LA AT f e TR A G aE
LT R EMEA SR AFRAS ARG c BROTRES S AW
fMRI # 3 5 #¢ 02«3 3.(0" Doherty et al., 2004) -

Holroyd £ Cole #-3% 5 & ¥ 523 * k2§ FN coa % #3235 FN # {8 aodd
A gL A& (basal ganglia) # /@ R+ 2md & > mded L FA
FRARE ¥ - BB RBE-4 BUHFRALEEVF L FTAFREIf F 2
ST A R PR S AR €V B R e (T 0 2 v A eng
o005 NS T ORARBEN LI DT ATATR ¥ T - ZehiF i ik
TR ARG 7 KAEEH e gFrf|mided LFAFEE @
ARG Tl SRR bR e d LA B AR g Tt A o SR E
P2 INES%ES > FRMT R Hr 8L E RGP IFE AR
v g A AR RS mded L AL T as e Fa B e ARG ) T RBR IR
LRt R PSS RIFD TR L ARP T IR AR R e Prdl e
F AR FeniEd o g ek FERLZE D] Rty (Holroyd & Coles, 2002)

Ruigt, & Sabbe, 2004; Zirnheld et al., 2004) » 7~ N4 % %8 % = ¥ & %LiE {7

Eodeipl BB % 0 FRET LS Minte et al., 2007) -

& 227 i 4323 (Error-Likelihood Theory) R|&_d¢ Brown (2005) %
SRS EGEEEACHBE VIR LRI BHEFVI- BEEF R

(action) #2% % (outcome) 2. FFenBi B » ¥ A& X &% DL { 377 =X a0
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PEINThiF s o ABHEYIELF RES R 2 BB 5 IIRY
Pl e radia AT AR BEEEF N ER -
L; fra,%%’:} T Bigrreyia g i¥% (Change Signal Task): #

ERARasc AR RIFES %ﬁf‘f’—ﬁi&;ﬂ% AR d chB MR en

/k‘h
74-
\\\

BTEG B FEFRHEFE (go signal) * D R R A N
v % gL (change signal ) R T & g X Ei%ﬁﬁ I 2 F R iR
% (conflict)e m B MAE T i P E_ 3k F so g5t & (change signal
delay, CSD) r4iE = B &%+ v (bW & chsp i35 5 50%m Mesif+ wv v & chip
e Ak

Brown & A # 0 T g a0 N A ARG 0 ARG A W G T
ie 12 483% (Error-Likelihood Model ) % f=% -3¢ (Conflict Model) - f453%
FORCEHCY oG - BAPRUELE 3 B K (B > BEFET L) Ak
'J/,%r% B ¥ o3 e (A4ee7Go U 5L2 Change 350 ) - 4= 4 & IR go 3L 5LPF €
#Fagi ACCam F2 63 change 5L IR € ¥ *higid ACC o ACC fz 33
5LpEE (v control TS A BIEFHF] o 4 FNEE € fe i PR E
ACC & it e I8 - f P F 45357 au [LPE R E » wo § & = 3 8357 a1
et ACC 7 1t ende fE B~ = Tl g = F 45357 fu M ehde 8 ([ < 30 M4 57 i
Mot B ¥ AR I e go B E change HELE S VB L BB 453V A e
T ACCTE it o @ ABFRBER Y MR E AT F R LA R E
Bi% 3 ACCo% 7 ek enfiim Rl € 75 1° ACCi& @ % control & 4| 2 dr41F Ji o
PR RN 2 R (B MAEET AR B MiERARR ) T ACC E I eER

7 ARadgp (RRZ= ) &8t MRI “TE @ TR E 70 o 45387 a0
SRR ACC T e R € F BilER B B MY i (R FR A}
AT RT L A go M ELE conflict AELFIR Y ¥V BRI B MRV i

L8 ) d BrRENTERACCHE 1 SER it AR F St £ F LB o
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Fridsir  ACCHE R MR MEA 4 PF (change > go) >
BT A M ET B AL E B MegET bl B
NI AR EB (change) » BT 2 AZEEEREH (go) » B - ik
FRT ARGV EHAFRIAZACC B R 4eo e W 4T MG T LR
EREERER Y D BRI B MY A L R oo

Brown % + { o4 digi2 v i 2 BL ALV L ABRES Y BE
FIACC s it . F 5 F prR ¥ v (N4 7 B e acdde @ 3R i ACC e
L 2t Ae B R R B @ T oA AAe TP ACC & MORIAE R A ¥ At @ § e
REFAA IR T T AEE L T A €5lds ] T i kel o~ Fla 3l
# FN (Brown & Braver, 2005) o @ &k e@ k- i 3 5 w2 2 7 2 m ACC

a3 eh w42 @ i 3 % i ek B (Holroyd, Nieuwenhuis, et al.,

PRI ARGL NG T UERS RRGRANERFRIN Az

(R%&= )
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P RAeadg w8 ¥ 1234 > wARELE £ 5 d A K +7 (basal ganglia)

R B R TR A2 G R e g sk ] B33 ACC-HFERpE Y

G R B TERE O TUEFATAZ DEFREI AT TR
PRI FT w2 § B FY Ak 2 Fabmp . § ¢ 318§
v 1F i

GFT o tbE e DI Boague i 1 ACC X slAegiar kS » o
ACC/E v e/l 5 % BRI R FI45 57 sy [EPF Y g HE LR A E AL e
» (Brown & Braver, 2007)F ¥ it &>t w & &% o

o A BIAENIIF SN TR L&A £

W5 S B RS T A J e R
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Fr &~ b FlE 2 N

b 'iEm- AL P hE R FF B3 Hh s ARG REIHFEY o H
b 'GRHEZ - L H RIS ERLGBEDELF TEF RO EEHE
# (Arnett Inventory of Sensation Seeking, AISS) ~ k *% it B & % (Attitude
to risk taking) ~ # ¥R *& /¥ % (Balloon Analogue Risk Task, BART) -
EF# F1H R % (Choice Dilemma Questionnaire) ~ #FZAEH bk e L B £ %

(Domain-Specific Risk Attitude Scale, DOSPERT)% -

AR AR S AT Btk R L (T L BB gk e T TS 2 R
(75 2 Pyt B AP 0% % 5 0 3 E A& % (Orbital Frontal Cortex>OFC)
K8 (Striatum) ~ F7 ¥ i< 4% (Nucleus Accumbens, NAcc) >~ # 7 R|= 2 £
(dorsomedial frontal cortex) % m4e# & F (Anterior Cingulate Cortex,
ACC) - H ¥ OFC & jetpeap 3 sp 8 2 @3%5 #2~ 4p M (Breiter, Aharon,
Kahneman, Dale, & Shizgal, 2001; Liu et al., 2007; Schultz, Tremblay, &
Hollerman, 2000) ; @ NAcc Rl ¢ A8 f = w4 B 0% L (Galvan, Hare, Voss,
Glover, & Casey, 2007) o ¢t ¢ » DMFC &2 ACC & § w» f¥ ¥ FrAR 2 F Juidd% % 5
# %5155 M (Kennerley, Walton, Behrens, Buckley, & Rushworth, 2006; Liu,
et al., 2007) - A5+ BIE ' (7 5 e QES 5 = b R M
(Cloninger, 1987; Gerra et al., 2000; Hansenne et al., 2002) -

FENMBREIMNGOEL TP HErh'GF 28572 ACF MM
MO&éww%éFNﬁﬁﬁivﬁﬂ%’%déﬁwﬁgﬁw B 3a#% FN 22 b
¥ A F “THE R o Santesso R Y« AR FN 2R G A 5 AR M HpEy iy
TRGRIRE LS RARF A BRI #p)% (Flanker Task) P13l
1 ERN & € £2ip|5% » #c= &+t (Santesso & Segalowitz, 2009) o @ 3%~ 3 &
PR CERIRE AL BB N R FApM YR > @ L Rk A B GARR RR
FN & 2 [ enff % o
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JE ERE TR N 2 b e A2 A 2 B T Chung
(2011) £ 4w g R h#ic(coefficient of variation @ CV) 2 @2 FN

gt o wAER % g B dic(coefficient of variation » CV) » T {E & X Rk

“‘\

Tiafe s CVARA TR BHARE > R 'GAERARE > (VAR TRGARABARK o A%
P o FEFRE S FRERGRFDAYLD RO Y T B
TR E IN T o R R LR R ABE RS H hof TSR W P %
FOCF B R G RAAIN AL LA R AT AR RS F T

TEERZ ST AL FEREIREFIN AT mA L SRR F LY

e wgdiRant FAEd Ay 2 RET L€ BN hitg (Chung,
2011) -
ﬁ&‘ﬁﬁﬂa‘&%*i"ﬁéiﬁéiﬁ”iﬁi%ﬂﬁSls‘émk“iiﬁ‘ﬁ"ﬁ A F

PR ANRERT AR RBEGERIESIVASSIELRRR F RO S

|

% ih7 ;L (uncertainty ) 2 A3+ i 2 T FF LR E B wdeF
B (Ke'ri, 2004)> ¥ ic~ € 2 FN endrtg3 B (Hirsh, 2008; Yu, Zhou, Zhou,
2011) @ 4k 5 iy et 5607 AL d 4R A A LG 08 5 £ N F M0k
AR B R AL ETS REMY R F BT HERS FRRITE
w4 ¥ s e FN 20 B enfd 1% (Gibson, Krigolson, & Holroyd, 2006; KreuSSel,
et al., 2012) -

i fMRI 987 3 » 3 3 ACC si8 - &2 37 3 b & (expected risk )3 M »Brown
& Braver (2007)Ff+ #om % 6 A 3 b 2R i 12 4o R 3 ELE ACC

R o R K IACTI N R B BT TR P T UL R

PTBITE o f BT kT 2 dh o @ 56?'&% TAPHOEY (£&
WA elicid) i+ 7 4R R (magnitude) e $2 K A ENHY Fw iDL
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FEEE ¢ 7 & 0.02 ~enpif > @ BB a7 s (T0%0 & € ) chisgs
W BT L7 e EA 0,01 A5 AEET SR (30%° 81 ¢ ) i
BFpRavr &0 P a2 0.00 ~ o FRESF R b "G4 E(riskaverse)
eggr 4 ACC 7 1 i e PRz 43R 7 AL ML 45305 B F Mo st Bk - 41
he R TP EX AN - AT s BRI RES

S oAruts PR R SR RS E I PR A R E
TR AuE kAL EREAEE L R A TR (R RSP H E) 1
FiAh e r a0 B INMEzZIFT P R R%RT b Gf 3 > 52 8o

L ZAET § I PN e ig o
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$Z3 PR

AFZNALR P DL FENH R Y DRSS T A BEADE Y Lo %
- HI B GE INE 2B T B ES BRI 2L FHA P F %k A
RS L R Il r ]

GFTABEREANHBEY R R BNREE Y RGN L
BEFAPEARATHEET LI FRB(TREFT AL E LAY B
gR%) T EEMACCH BT A FFHFN 7 L FHET L EE G Qs
v ACC 22t i+ en PN (v 73R 0 W 8V 1% 2 437 o HIZH b %
BAAACCENIFRIT HTA P o - LA Z o R %GR &I H7 w1 b G
e AT G B c I IR R Seen A R S 0§ b teAER o L R IR
gk T SR G AR G E he k R R YRET iH
EIERIEEDR G BRI BTHEFL 7 iea slde g hACCHE " - » B

GEMen- BEL T L MBI R YRR/ AR R B R e k(S
THLEEF AN ERZAFL BB SRR L g
ACC o #e #1383 » ACC 7% it cnph F 5 % B RS 18 Bl BI 45307 i EpE e € 2 13,
2 sk kien /i ~ (Brown & Braver, 2007)f ¥ i &3t w AR % o @ 14w g
VPR%G BHEE TS FERIT 2 LR ap THFPL'eH 227 Fr 45
PIE? €75 ACC st o p b 'e £.F ¢ 3 = ACC Bt 2 #1115 % b e
TR AT A ARG ACCE PG 3 FIERA & o

$PR N ha LG P o AT R MG B R L 0 d 0

AEEENEHR e R AT E AL INGIERIF AR RS EAFATE
BAEA NS R G ehbd % o aF sh— B4 45PN b ' 2 BB 8 (74831 AR FN
FFEFPRGAR d NHEETAET D HETAFL LTI RFLIFA

B REAFF EZFHEAITRPA T FREBAEZE A FuE R ke R
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FAWFIgRE B INZ MidioBSd Foh- FIRATFH R GFERIIE L PN

PTG PRI AT R IN b G Bl o

CURSIE S e

Ao P HRFHRE Y Eh AT TG

|
B
?F
k-
IRy
)
B
i
2%
w3
k7
)
S
!

AR N LR B F 2 B e F Rk
el L2 e FE RPN R 1 2 e
W AR LI AR IR T PN B
BEValdEe DMPFERZRIIN; B9 2

HBHET R e BEI B DN
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e ~F%R-

dNE L AT T NS R G b B RSP AT AR ERT I
LA ﬁ?%ﬁ,%}ﬁ 2B AT ARES L GARRE UEEL LT E N
B e - KA TNE R G2 B2 SR RALINEZE ¢ F PR G AR o
AT T D BT B AV F R T AR S NAREFHE T
BRETR T A RRERRE DR FnEE RS FF A VT2 RS PN
2 B o

%
ud
%
&
3
i
=
o
N
“
3
=
o
¢
gz
B
5
<k
\\?{r
o
ok
\\\Xr
%
i
j59
o
ol
A
4
bl
b

PRiedtherpft 2 TR FREHFE) 3B P -

OB SRR ITEZ AR
For s B R ¥ R (CV Condition) % b "' I 5
(Percentage Condition) e & e %A2A 2 i EFin ke »rEvr 5% 2
T e o g FEENK 0 FEE U RORA DD NEES BER O TR
e 5 A (S B & T §F (counter-balance ) Z # B v G PE R T o

BBEEEN AN HBE PEERE (Y 2 T %ERFE (237

) AR RFPEEP 2}—"’5%?’ pdiERANBIARE RE & At FES A
BB AR 2 i m bR ERME S 582§ TRE R eER DRSS

PR RE e PEFOELEEFEF M SR DIFERFEY T 40 BE R
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T REEINA R 80 B Y ET o

3
e
\\\?{r
1%
ol
T
o
[
b
3
54

b % %R 8 (CVCondition) 4 ﬁmiﬁmﬁﬂn‘%ﬁ#? ZFHpFEES A
BER L '‘GFREER > LR SRR B RRE A LESORE G
(coefficient of variation > CV) e CVAX+ TR HAxF k'R 4x5 5 CV 4k

TR SRR I CVRELTHRD BEBARL:BRSGE MAGnER o

B F 8 (Percentage Condition) R|37+#4]5 iE 7 e B iz 8
HE HEFH A i%fiﬁﬁﬂﬂis?]s%nﬁﬁi: ° %‘gr} ® A& n‘E’an“ FUTFH b RARE A
AR GARRAEE AP FAER GARRAS I T B R KT AT KA

v

EAA G B REE LR E T o
B ARACRE ST o R SRR AT TR 0 F 8 L ARER T F o

80~100 = A Ry BiFRIFEDEFET R A B2 ERE s FFIR

\_«1
\\\?{r

BT
UhpdEEAMS B BHFDRLEY 1000ms -t F AR o FALZEE B B R
SEFETRAAEDAMS B - E WS 5 355 1500ms 54 F _1500ms -+
FRALE ) BN I500ms e A F G o AT IR EIFERDE RS Koy B
m@%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁwﬁ°$ﬁ%ﬁ%@’1%ﬁ§1%%smi % S -
AARLELE @ R 18 B3R 1500ms 7 P TiE g o H_1500ms e+ F HARLEE > B

B AR 1500ms v g F g o



Eﬁa;:)tﬁi;on‘%tt‘gﬁﬂgigﬂ/,},?4Cﬂ§%:q§5.%z”ﬁ 2ABA Rz Bl ik R

FERaEdREFRit FRAIRFF L IFREFEDI L 2
LRI TRFLISEBIEFIRELAZ AFAFTHR A -NIFREL 224
B lEE F o EHRE R F I 2 REDE L B R o R BSARF F AR
BRI N AR AL FEERTERT A

i
R B F R R e A R SR 1 PR

F_*
A
B

&

f

FHF R ERIED 0 BIREF LA AREA AREE T A

R TR FRY A (FARER) FEREELBEFE AP 5% (

B) RN e R o F A BEEL GG A RPRLER R @A
¥

HEEFHERP I RLE D - BYH 24

Fow o~ A g 195 2e - (Neurophysiological Recording)

& § B #-r2 NeuroScan 2 @ 1 SynAmp2 % 52k W& o FTAL w4/ F 1

Py

$1 (Ag/AgCl) H e tmipl & 42 F e%eid (BEG) > #7F RAROT IR F %



25kQ T #4&110-20 systemmontage > ;*fe ¥ 0+ 7 64 B channel »
FARAE F 2 500 Hz - & F pFip| £ EOG (electrooculogram) » EOG =ip| € % &=
Peen b TORIE L B (vertical ) s P b BIRI £ -k T P2 #: (horizontal )e
Pk (online filter )% % DC200Hz *wit %R 2-(reference )Rk % active

reference (Cz % FCz &) -

£A %

$ 18 FORA A

Fao T AL * Scan 4.5 AT > 7 E T R (DC correction) -
pede et (Ocular Artifact Reduction) redif s cnt 3 o 425 12 0. 01Hz -
30 Hz shd= FIR| & jpik (filter)i& {7 < & % ¥ (Band-pass) » #ailk » E

(Epoching) #-2% & M 3w 100 ms (i gL 8L > baseline) ¥4 314 eh
1000 ms 5 " AFHI A BEZ o973 BRRPAMS B R=E M, M2) T o
TR SR - H R T 060wV o260 1V ey (Artifact
Rejection) - &3 FN e & 5 % (Peak) £2424>% (Onset) eh£ B > 42
b BT & b E 2 {8 91160-240ms sk < B 0 A M T & 5 F 21840 240-360ms

g | o

—

o FERSE

Rl

B LR N LI BMANRFAI AL LEENES v R Y
AT e BEBEWEFEF2 (FB) x2 (R'%&4E ) x3 (348 Fz, Cz,
Pz) 0 ANOVA % o a5k B Mhk 'R L TE €2 B FNE > 2 %7
Fdea b ‘g™ 8 (BFARERE) LT EREWN v ad o s 470
72 (8D x 2 (R'&ARR) x 2 (Fd %) HANOVA 45 o 5 @ ik F 3k

AR o o By % B B 177 # * Greenhouse-Geisser i2 it pd B o
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ERME NS EF2(FB)Xx2 (%R ) X3 (88 Tz, Cz,

'F_

Pz) i ANOVA = F]+ T A 47 52 F g PLEH M A 6 PFeigil - B R bse
Bl LB 0 F (2,32) = 32.364, p<. 00 FL v ERFREFz DN 7
B (M= -3.488, SD=.304) ¥~ Cz (M= -2.358, SD=.327) % Pz (M
=-1.806, SD=.304)° &~ H L {ThGARREFRDGEFRG B FHL T (T
* (F(1, 16)=4.483, p=.05) £ s v g mi1 &8 X 8 % p > CVCondition
(REHB)® B heis (M=-4.094, SD=.411) & h %8 (M=-3.294,
SD

.504) FFeni B (R BT o Afh b2 ¥ 12 4 250-300ms 2 BF 3 R A CV

Condition ™ % Mh *gerok 7 £ 8 (LB )

wAER S R > R F IR ek £ 2k (F(2, 32) =29.260, p
L00) T B MAFz NS X 272 (8 ) x2 (h'&fE ) x2 (ﬂi?‘l
s 5 )ﬁvANOVA{Eﬁ%é%ﬁiiﬁ.ﬁ%]gém,&é% e & 2% (F(1,16) =17.020, p=.017) >
Bt e SR (M=-6.047, SD=.526) ¢ # i v chig % (M=-5.299, SD=.454)
sl ~ N (RB- )e
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K,f K ﬁ%&n..‘%% a B andkz vt o FRFHZ ﬁ%lén..‘%% eha 3 8% (F
(1,16) =6. 380, p=.022)> F {5+ fw BA % F 8 (Percentage Condition)
i vl (M=-6.542, SD=.638) ¢ #r » 5% (M=-4.971, SD=.456)
sl FN (B~ ~ B4 )e %ﬁi}iﬁﬂi&lﬁ%% 12 3 T L EFEE (F
(1,16) = 6.105, p=.025) % @& " @R AR K> GAZR T B bty & o
AR B MR RERS A (M=-6.535, SD=.581 ) A= ¥ (M= -5. 252,
SD=.506) ¢ 5lgpsFN (R )eo
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/S o AR BRAE G RTIER PTHF L4 (Sensation
Seeking Scale) enif o B2 g £ TAp M A 47> B S B I E £ (4 2 CVCondition
TR M ERPFEN G Ar R o BT B R X A A% R B> A 7] CV Condition
b e en N dRtgAR X (1=, 415, p=.049) 0 2t ST iR E G ARE Rk
PR R RER T RMR G BRI R AL E (B - )
FpEs I8 4 4 8 CVeondition ™ MR &4 chdf £ 2 % #1540 B (r=-. 400,
p=.056) > BEom i fflpreng-gz 4 5 3| CVCondition © ehidh G 4f 4 § F 2+ ih
FNZ2 (B2 ) 735 RUlprand @ LM b G ehf v %t ahy

i o

24 £

%v":ﬂ”‘\:‘}

Fo—Apd 7R RS S (REREE kot ) 3N R ARG

5

Rrefek (B2 M) RS SEFRAET FRGHES N L7 FIFEPEIN
Rty BB GEEFORGERT > BAGE L €5 FRME G T -
FNo @ 2R R @doe ehd o0 FRERE I TR A §RT » w45

F A N 28 %7 1 ‘3’,&7‘?‘?]% ks > N AR E o ¥R Rk
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%ﬂ%%ﬁﬂzftﬁ’@ipﬁsﬁﬁmz@iﬂ%w&ﬁgﬁﬁWWk%ﬂﬁ
(Ke'ri, 2004)++ 4 7 % % 3 72 212 1% 82 FN shg= 154 M (Hirsh, 2008; Yu,

Zhou, Zhou, 2011); @ #& 3 J,;E]ILL: G AR R A EERY S AR

P-4

R EREERE P ERa R SR NG A

\\?{y

s
H I e ) A FR R P EPEE IR DN -

RCSERS LSILE S TR S P AR R RN E L
FRANATN B F R DT R BRI RO DR

ke FHEH LRREMLT §FEOENT AN RAGEE LR R
e R R AR LD e E AT IR e R % A
TS S 0 P AEI F T ET I R g5 g RS PN ik

(Schultz, Dayan, & Montague, 1997; Holroyd, 2002) - A %k — ¢ “TELZR 1|
kG ER A A2 e w A F RS AN s L R A T 2R
BE g IR PN R o

Foh-B%H T IINER EFPL G Z > L8R HI HRGY
FN B e dps FPREAPEUKREHEHR BT Y 2% (Reinforcement
Learning Theory) 48z p] a5 cng * (o d 203pH R *e 1 4 7 4 4 0w
itk R R A R L BT R e o P R RAF TR IR R
PEo TP ErBLs HREVRALE I GBI rraRs RS
el N A2 b i M FT i IR EIER - INEF PR G TR i
YRR R Y TR ARIRAE R R A B e d R R AT
FFHE A TR BTV ERLBHRERIPN AT REDEFOR SRES Z
FOwAE S SRR S A AR (BT i) -

Rypp # R EEHT > LERWF TRPFINEF R GRREH W
BRLEE0 EREINEFPr A LS ER BRI NSF o 4 ullT L F4E
FAOME RS Y L N R R T LB L 2 w LA

27



MERNGERES A P AL E R AT R REET SRS YL
W RAEEU R Y B e A MAF R PRI EABALEFER
- Fe o AT I B IN R R R IN R e T W v A

LATFHETAERL S LA FT]
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FRpr EFLERT EE P FRAEERFERT 24 1000ns - HF € &
I 1500ms s 0 > A4 1000ms vt FRAABE S ERF IS - ka1 - 5 =
SRt g &R 1500ms PR 4 FF UL AT RS 2R o RF R
FHAREEE FZ R 2R RERE A FOf s GRS B EFRLFE K

F AR L = o

FABEPER S ER PP LN E T AT R )L
dOTECRMP PR A T A (- R BB G E D R T ) 2
BV (MAEFERFZENETFHEETMT ) Bhl ki gﬁﬁﬁ_
FoEMEREC3A N RPEF e 8 PIHEEEA T MERES §

,}’

B (I3 e R ) BB BT AL (B 2R REE A

EVS
DS
m

i

s T R BRI ) AL i F C R DR AT G BE T AR
A BT A IR A MR A eI w AR MR SET R P

Bowigefd o

PR 5 Y IR 2 BT IR MRS K 2L B TR e B R
AEHBEY G > PITEY N g R & % ] 5 F 437 i (L2 if i w4~ 1K
T A P2 AR v A MR R TR w A B ST i v A
MO AT IR PIFEY PN g B R X 0] S B AT G Y v
B B AT N I v AR S MR N eI ) w A s AT A IR

Hp v A o
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FE'?:%E— °

o &~ A 54 3225 ¢ &+ (Neurophysiological Recording)

P\?'?Eg’“ ©

BI8 PR

o P RS S
Do E B IEME I A LD BIS LB E ST F - R RS
3 (437 i lt) x 3 (edrgk) hANOVA ¥ 5% o M fesk s s LA T g B
FN ety o 3430 5 - M 6 e 45027 2 (FEE ) x 2 (BF7 i dt) x 3
(e4%8L) DANOVA ¥ 2%k - 5=k F o R EEF2 (FR) x2 (PS5 ) X
3 (e4r2) en¥ sk o LELEF RABEX > AR R o7
Greenhouse-Geisser ;= & p d & °
5 -EME G A RBHESNS A SAEET AER AP B
BT o Manlewle 2MG 1, 2, 32 4 &FF e hen i e 5 4
FE AR nER e 6, T, 82 9 SR esBRE G A8
F(2,28)=19.882, pX. 00 F & ve g M A Fz cnFN g & (M -6.312, SP=.705)
B ~ 2t Cz (M- 3.646, SP=.458) % Pz (JE- 2.395, SPE.518) - + 4 Mési¥
Fav b A &k o F(2,28)=17.854, p< 00 F {5 RBET § AT G ¢
I3 5) P FN ik v (JE-5. 642, SPD=. 654 ) = ¢ % 45357 av 128 (JE-3. 415,

SD=.3T7) 2 i (M—-3.295, SD=.445) PF o ¥ 45387 ao 23 M2 it A8 (&
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B+ )e

So%MmEe Y 2 () x2 (T att) x3 (eékek i Fz, Cz, Pz)
7% % BT hiedr B g £ R 0 /(2,28)=13. 310, p=. 001 - ¥ {5 vt gy
Bt Fz cnFN tg & (JE -5.642, SD=.626) % ¥ =3t Cz (M- 3.670, SP=.560)
%2 Pz (M- 2.381, SP=.557)° & Cz 2 (FE ) x 2 (&7 i) 2477
FARH g % i & adk > M(1,14)=13.759, p=. 002 2tspdra i (JE-3.911,
SD=.5T0) #ralgg e FN € s dpn & (JF-3.428, SP=.558) ~ o [ pre 3 T4k
WE M Bk Bk FE (F(1,14)=4.422, p=. 054) > T (5 gk T B 43R
2 FN thdicii4cd 2 o

TAERLESIFRA TN (LT )

F2RMERD2(F BES -EL)X2(Zfw%)x3 (FedrR:
Fz, Cz, Pz) ey Bkeni 478 % Ao hicdrBan® 3 £ & > F(2,28)=8. 784,
=005 F v g R a Fz e PN g & (JE-5.378, SP-.692) & ¥ ~ ** Cz

(ME-3.178, SP=.541) 2 Pz (M=-2.624, SD=.608) ~ P PRFREPEE T | w
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FE 3 0% 5 [(2,28)=4. 087, p=. 037> F v RET L ET  JES
(ME-4.129, SD=.476) % 3% (M-3.363, SPE.AT2) ik ph € 3158 % I 4Rty en
FN CL B+ ).

B

PRSP R R ERE FEE GG b ESIF A SN A B
MEFFRPZFRF AR AT FEFREFI AL RELT P E
SIER AN Rk B R %- INFRLGFZOEET UApT 28 o d 3t R
ZHPREE O REUR RE R RAZR Fla AR TR SFN R

FCEMERS 0 A BEE HRE Y%L N R 2aET A
BHF o AT S FRAFH L F LB T G BLFFEHINERESEE B
TR R AR AR PSR EEFT RS F Y AR TR LA
PERERIDINIREERE 2 BHEET A a2 v g s BAEY AT e

A MR A A2 w AR s MR A i v AR o

BEKF s B ZREISINRFEIFH 2 BT AT ML

v E @RI Nk srgi=% 5 Fz 2 FCz (Gehring, et al., 1993;

oy
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Miltner, et al., 1997)c e iv5 384 FN eFT 3 7 * # 5 8387z s ~ 47
shim§ o THA T BFE Ik fv‘b% Tanded LF (ACC) z *h, i

(habenula) #4F:FE 4yt " FFL T 2131 5 B4 d (Hikosaka, 2010) o

A REIT L S Hewmg P, o fMRD i %ﬁwf’ﬁ * PG ih?i_\l,’afﬂ%ﬁﬁ—%i’ﬁ
Am HZIEH O v B 5 B S 2R B F P B (Salas, Baldwin, de

Biasi, & Montague, 2010) o A& 3 e & Bgom D452 P A 3LV R P PE G 2

ACC # habenula @ *a% » 3 Fis @ ype- HHEF -

F_*

TR DFZ @MY B G S ‘ﬁ#ﬁf‘:&’ I B o i g

Sl PN b F ) BRERRT G SR EBRRIIEI L v r G

< g sl g N FN e sp il g 5 AR iyl FNf FRpEEEEFE 0 ¢
Es

FRrdidamiEsofds 1355 INgFREELEFZG9F > @ L& FN ehik
tg g2 f e i ¥ (Yasuda, Sato, Miyawaki, Kumano & Kuboki, 2004;

Wiswede, Mu'nte, Kra"mer & Ru“sseler, 2009) -

e

\\\?{r
1%
=k
il

7

§OEE GRS AL R
g3l %}E—‘ﬁ'}ﬁ'fi-mﬁ k- 7 E#ﬁ T T R T g“a;ky_%lz»ﬁ M Pl
wprg ol A PN (Moser & Simons, 2009) - @ fe g k4% 787 f#
e 7R IR A ?}E’Jﬁ ERIEFIIE P SRS gl zi—f’iﬁ—*\ Heng e it

Heombolek o HAWNGImaERsd p@Es g5 v R e
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AR FEHS

-%g

AL AR P DS IFFEFT TSR] A AT e g d o d 3
%&%ﬁﬁwﬁ%g%égﬁﬁﬁﬁwwi’ﬁ?%—ﬂ%&wwﬁﬁiuﬁ%FNi
FRIGET A F PREET L TR o B EFRINZIRERET € 5 PR 'GARE D
BHEOEELTN A PR GHASIAELE LTS B HSd MR EYEA
FERRAE O R AT 3 972 Ko F % (8- HIFHH BT Y N2 4337 a2
WL K R R A e R RS- B E PR YL
EEEEVAMEALZEG > BREHETINRIGERFMFII BT Y 2 4357 0

27 8 B B8 o
14+ 3 % A e 5

EE I W~
WA GO INPE AR A G r 4 e PRI DY ES
BRI L WY AR ORVEAIRA RAE BRI REET R AR
Rok- Jhd s R Gl (CV) S dat F g3 MAbGEE 5
FEMAFIREDEATE T BLGET §RMRGERIFRA DN F
2 heApMAEY F X é?%%% REAEBRMEIRGARAR AT R
A %% et ERP 9 % 7 B dot Sk A RGAZA o 2 ERP R %Y o d R
AR GHETFELEA BRI T TEND e R BRI T395 5149 P300 -
W TR fed oy 2% v kT o OV 5 ik s = 58 (Weber, Shafir, &
Blais, 2004; Chung, 2011) - m CV ¥ F p& & % 9% g2 {% (uncertainty) - i%
AT A RIFF DI REFECwAF LT (Ke'ri, 2004) 7 ity €&
FN erdmtg5 B (Hirsh, 2008; Yu, Zhou, Zhou, 2011)° @ # 3 %% ¥ ik

PN 22 % 7 1 T4 B 2 4 o
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%= & ~ ACC ¥ e

?‘%E: I‘-’ ’

F_*
\\\Xr

EETUERATREZ RN R BEFRY 58
FIEGTRAEF Lo GagpE §REINRA AN § BHETD 2 T A
Qﬁmzfiggﬁlifﬁ'{‘lﬁ‘d'%fﬂ? gii"" &2 FL o Bg o+ FN f -=cy T MRS g8e

W hd R PFROTIE > AT RS IN § & 28 K ipieanti g o o

Bell (1982)#-1pads it 5 #— L 2 F 2 cnid & &k 5 22 -8 5 3% ok
G T A 2 hirod gt ? T iR R - B { 24T
PR Einarr i ahd® o A A4 (Basic Emotion) 7 I ehE_ o {4 oA 2
ARIVREFHTOEE BUTEA L EHLNEET T RER LS L AE
BEEFEFVEROFEAERART RBRFDGER € A 2 BIFDiy 832 &
T+ 7 AR MEE s 2w o3 w4 F(Chandrasekhar et al., 2008) > ~
F AL A R € 318 S 3R tg e FN(Zhou, Yu & Zhou, 2010; Moser &
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