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1. T oI

& DB T CHEISANCESFT 572012, BRIFITEIH 5\ WIZATENI A BES 2
HERFR (outcome) ZBYNIE=Y —FT2UENDH L. LEVHEDOTEO
D ER - BIEL 20U, E OB 2 TEN Mk SE S L, ARICAEE RO
ARG Z b 725 T MO KRSY 2 LHER 72, Sk &= Lo, e b
DRiEZE D LT ———ZER SN BY) T8 E EBEOTED I A~ v T (eg,
Rabbitt, 1966) —— % BllJ# |28 5% (Falkenstein, Hohnsbein, Hoormann,
& Blanke, 1990)

Fere MEES7ATE (BIZIE, Ky oI LHEY) OFETEHEEHRR
R EERE ED oML T 5 2 & bR, R T — &Mt 25
WFEARTOHEHREFIH L T2 EE 2 515 (Gehring et al.,, 1993 ; Hol-
royd & Coles, 2002), BAKAIZIE, Z OMNRYIBHR L IR %S N5 EE)
Baoat—, ThbbEliaE— (efference copy) D2 & #EL Tw
%o FUSARBRICFIHTEE L 2 2 BEHERICL 2 27 —Mib L b L ¢, #RE
ZRERELGEIE DT L )V RV T —RIEE R T5, L L7%DS
5, fTHIESCTEEE LWL DIP LRI b dH b, TOLHEITITHNIE
WA & BATHOFEIIATREE 2 D, SHEBREOZLAL, T b biRFARDIEE
fligis (Miltner, Braun, & Coles, 1997). & % HEJHE %3 Lo TiEiET %
B, 727 v VDERAHIZE o TPRI L2 EO#EED UL, £ TH%
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BIETNESGERE LCREM SN L, 50T, MAREELRLIE
MWHEDORIENVED &L\ ) BB OZAL, S DR EOA#EY S I2AfC 2 e
bHLEAI . TNEOERDPBEYIZE= S ) V7 ENGWVETIUTEWALE
DT D AFIBATEREINIKRE R D DIZH D Z LIFRIZEEL v, L2AS
>C, HAHAEBEOTTHYZBEAHEL, TORE,rORKLTTAY T
— L LTHRITAZE, HDHVIITAICNEET A RFESE T 5 2 & T
J59 5 RIS A BGE LITEIMSIE 25 7 a0k 23k N OEFICHmD TEETH
Do TONTF—RYAEZY ) Y 7O TOLAIERNT T — 752
BEPES 2 A RFR ORI L o TH D 70,

AKEETIE, IZLOICE FDONRT =<V AEZS ) U 7 BT BITE RO
EAERFENOG BT 2, I, EXERFNCEREE LT, /874
— Y VAEZY Y TR WMNY AT AWHMIBEBEOZAL, T b b RE
REEDEIIIEFHEL TV EDDPL Y2 —F 5, HWT, #EEROFMOHE
KMMEICELZ L TR Z L Ea—F 5, ISR RSERZ M 205
DOHEHICIR (social context) % #ffE L 72028, BT TldZ (M 0fT412
S 24 RF L% &0 L) IZFHIEIT 2 D h & v ) 174 T4 (agency) (2
BEEE LTl EGENs, 72, HEANFERZOLONNN T+ —< V AE
ZHN YT VATLIE o TFIIENTWA Z L R RIBT 25 % L a2 —F
%o AERFROFHMIOH AT 2o 720%E2 b OMRIL, £=51) v 7Y
AT DDA DB ERETHTICED X ) BT 2 0HA T NE—/T
AT LBEROREBREEIZOWTED L ) BRBEE G2 TLNDLED ) b
KRTIE, E=4 ) YTV AT APHENREIZBVTED L9 IZHvwTwns
PEBEL, Foehzill < IFHKIWTARTITONIIEr SR TS
Lol AT LOREERT Ho TNOLDERND, N T+ —<Y VY AE=
&) ¥ TS BV THEIIIZE 21T ) BRPLEM 2 T 5,
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2. NTF =X VAEZS Y ¥ T OITE R ELLEF AR IRIE

LT — MR RFER OIS 5 MAIATEIRE, S 7217 T, FHR
RIHEN BN (event-related brain potential; ERP) @ X 9 7 iGEh % K me§
LIEEE VI, S A EIFONTE TS, ZZTEEE=SY ) V7
70 ST A TE EOBR K ERP 2847 %0

HERNEORERIZED C =7 — BT 2 FZEIL RS FERE (Falken-
stein et al., 1990; Rabbitt, 1966), Go/Nogo if # (Falkenstein, Hoor-
mann, & Hohnsbein, 1999 ; Menon, Adleman, White, Glover, & Reiss,
2001), A hV—T7#HE (Dreisbach & Fischer, 2012 ; Hajcak, McDonald,
& Simons, 2003), 77 5 —if# (Debener, Ullsperger, Siegel, Fiehler,
von Cramon, & Engel, 2005 ; van Veen & Carter, 2002) 7z &% i\ T{ThH
NT&7, TNHOFEICIET L2 DIIHRER IV LT — %147 o 72 RERIEIC
FNEMIPTEL L) ATHS, T —ICHELATHHOHALR L LT, =
T — % DOFGIEIE (post-error slowing : PES, e.g., Rabbitt, 1969) & =5 —
% ® IFE % % (post-error accuracy: PEA) O [a] I # & % (Danielmeier,
Eichele, Forstmann, Tittgemeyer, & Ullsperger, 2011; Marco-Pallarés,
Camara, Miinte, & Rodriguez-Fornells, 2008), PES 1T J — 23 U740
HATICB T 2 UG- SIEEFITRICBIT A 2N E I L TIRIET 2 L v 3
RT, TIT—IIRLTELLEMISIZE > TROFBATO/RT + —~< 7 ADMK
T3 %Z & (orienting account; Notebaert, Houtman, van Opstal, Gevers,
Fias, & Verguts, 2009 ; Wessel, 2018) KU /& %\ ZE XM /5 ET) 72 il
DTN B I ETHELSLLEZ LN TS (Wessel, 2018), PEA O ik
PUBEEERFED b L— N 7 THRR 5N b, FEEE, PEA O EFFIZIE PES
b EIEFICBIZ SN T\ % (Danielmeier et al., 2011 ; Marco-Pallarés et al.,
2008)c F72, LT —I37 T YA —FER A MV — TRREIZBIT A A —EET
D& R ILEE T &SR IR TS % (Carter, Braver, Barch, Bot-
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vinick, Noll, & Cohen, 1998 ; Kopp, Rist, & Mattler, 1996)., JS#ia &
R7p b B EFHOMETHEOZ L TH %, PES O &9 AT LOFERUIIN
ZC, TT7—RZIFBEKE ETHE S NS ERP IO 2L HN L, ERP L1
FITR2 BUIG &\ o 7241 & D OFFEER R REMINEE S & L T2 5 BEHTO
T = IIME TR LTI &L THETE 5 L) I 5WANH 5 W Ese 7%
FEOERICHE L MEMTH S (Luck, 2012) T7—2F7bN7ck, £
DORE® HWIZAGER (Electromyogram ; EMG) DOiG#jzy 1 20w 7 L
THM L7z ERP 1 T#J 50-100 ms (2 Ff ¥ — L E O BTEE A 27 Bl5 &
% (Boksem, Ruys, & Aarts, 2011 ; Dikman & Allen, 2000 ; Falkenstein
et al.,, 1990; Falkenstein, Hohnsbein, Hoormann, & Blanke, 1991 ;
Gehring et al., 1993 ; Hajcak & Foti, 2008 ; van Meel & van Heijningen,
2010 ; Wiswede, Miinte, Kriamer, & Riisseler, 2009), Z® ERP 3T 7 —
MV EN (error-related negativity : ERN, Gehring et al., 1993) &I
N, ZOBEFIEHIEGIREE (anterior cingulate cortex, ACC) (Z[[5E &
NCv 5% (Holroyd, Dien, & Coles, 1998), ERN 3Lk & 7% ERP T&
N, AhuinERETHELETE S (Boudewyn, Luck, Farrens, & Kappen-
man, 2017). L2LZ0EME L COPF S L T ERN 25 & KBS %
eV MBI Z T O LV, EEFATICHAR T I — 54T TRISHE
ADOLRXUPEHWI EHPMEETE (Carter et al., 1998; Kopp et al.,
1998), FEEEERN 37 —Mili& v ) L) & LABE 2 s 2 et bR
ST (Carter et al., 1998), ERN X 1) Fe9IZ# N T 7 —FpIEE
fif (error positivity: Pe) 2%#i%2& 1% (Falkenstein, Hohnsbein, Hoor-
mann, & Blanke, 1991), Pe (& ERN & (3572 1) Huls — BHTHHEAL I BIEE &
Nbo Pe lZLT —OERNAOERLTHITME ST 5L EZLLNTWD
(Endrass, Reuter, & Kathmann, 2007 ; Nieuwenhuis, Ridderinkhof, Blom,
Band, & Kok, 2001). 7 ¥ F % v 7 — FEIZ B W TS IZW @ LI 2R
SNLERRIBE FOFHIICHZ T2 L) RO SN L, HEFEIIRITER- T
AR O 2R SN2 H IR Z T T L 925, ZHUddd L b EERWIC
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M E v, 20X %2EAI1I23 ERN BERNAKSZ0H L LT —R T
FIREEICAE L 55, Pe #EIRIZHIET 5 (Nieuwenhuis et al., 2001), A7 <
&b, ERN & Pe 3T 7 — 209 2R 2MB 70 AZ BT 2L EZT
fw7zrs,

E MIAERNIOERZETIHEHS TXT 4=~V AEZY ) v TR To T
LD TE RV ASPDITHR, IMIBREOZELZ B L TITADBELELZ
MBHZEbdHb. ERN OFERAHHAER, Miltner et al. (1997) 12X - T
BT T —HAELIZZ EA2RT T 4 — Ny 7RIS L CA L % ERP 5%
ENTzo WHDFERRIZB VT, PEHE S IIIRE SN ZHE» S 1 IbkEE L 72
A CRY Y2y 2 L2 ROLN B2 5 600ms &, DY A3 ¥
TOED L NFFHICINE o Tz E ) PRT 7 4 — BNy ZHERER S
Nizo BELRFIE, 74— BNy ZHEDSEREINS £ THEREIZECO UG
FAIVIPIELWEI bR aPro/zlThb, RIRY A IV T hik-
TW/eZ e 2R 74— PNy 7 RIEER RIS HTEE — O R O BT EAL A
BgsNize WOHICLoTT A= F Ny 725 —BEBRWEEN (feedback
ERN) &IFIEN7/=Z D ERP X, 74 — KNy ZHIEAHR, TR R OV
BEEROVWTNTH o THRERICBE SN, ML T - X=X 4
(generic error-detection mechanism) OIFEj% LS 2 b D L ER SNz,
EHH T4 — RNy 7 BEESEEN (feedback-related negativity : FRN) & L
CIFEPMETEEEYE BN, (medial frontal negativity: MFN) &IN5 20
ERP i3/%7 + — v~ A D%k (Donkers, Nieuwenhuis, & Boxtel, 2005 ;
Holroyd, Hajcak, & Larsen, 2006 ; Holroyd & Krigolson, 2007 ; Miltner et
al., 1997 ; Pfabigan, Zeiler, Lamm, & Sailer, 2014 ; Schulreich, Pfabigan,
Derntl, & Sailer, 2013) R&FIER L Vo2 AT T 4 THAEROETRDHH
200-300 ms 224 U5 EME L CEFK SN S (Chen, Zhong, Zhang, Li,
Zhang, Tan, & Li, 2012 ; Hajcak, Holroyd, Moser, & Simons, 2005 ; Ha-
jcak, Moser, Holroyd, & Simons, 2006 ; Li, Han, Lei, Holroyd, & Li,
2011). FRN & ERN & Bk IZHTEE P OEERL OB Lofi z R L, € DOE
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JHiL ACC DUFIZHMIER & E 2 5N T\ (Gehring & Willoughby, 2002 ;
Koban, Pourtois, Bediou, & Vuilleumier, 2012 ; Miltner et al., 1997 ; Yu
& Zhou, 2009) . FRN (ZFFHMERE (e.g., Miltner et al., 1997) ¥ v »
TIVRE (e.g., Gehring & Willoughby, 2002), & %\ i 5 20 F D
HAHLFEEHNTHET S5 (Bellebaum & Baum, 2008 ; van der Helden,
Boskem, & Blom, 2010). ERN % a3 % 720 O & 133 912, FRN
ERET A 720 OFRETIIINE A TIE R (ERFROEREHTZOE LE
LS L 23 U7 b7, FEEE, HAHRULHR) THDHZ LWL N5
A1213 ERN 2B BT 2 U DI FRN 3R & CIET 2 »HET 5
(Eppinger, Kray, Mock, & Mecklinger, 2008 ; Holroyd & Coles, 2002 ;
Nieuwenhuis et al., 2002 ; Koban et al., 2012), Figure 1 |Z#L%EIf7: FRN
B E R L7z,

FRN 20T, 7 4 — RNy 7 HHUEE R 7% 300-500 ms |2 BHTHEREE AL O F
PERENL P 300 2 HBL9 20 FRN (FEARBGIZHH D B\ — v &) RITIZ
FEZFFOH, P300 ILE VAT RFRIIH L THRT 52 &L 27T W% (Jia,
Li, Luo, Chen, Wang, & Zhou, 2007 ; Koban et al., 2012 ; van Meel & van
Heijningen, 2010) & BWERFERICH L TWAT L2 L2 RTHELDH D
(Hajcak et al., 2005 ; Leng & Zhou, 2010 ; Li, Jia, Feng, Liu, Suo, & Li,
2010 ; Ma, Shen, Xu, Li, Shu, & Wever, 2011 ; Yeung, Holroyd, & Cohen,
2005 ; Yu, Luo, Ye, & Zhou, 2007 ; Zhang, Li, Qian, & Zhou, 2012), —&

— RHTFATT4— VY
10 pv
+

REF4TT4— vy

-200 0 200 400 600 800 ms
Figure 1 [FHFFliZR#E 23515 % FRN.
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L7ZHIRIEBONTE LT, MRFROEE DI WEEMERLERRS % I
b2 EDRIE S LTV 5 (Nieuwenhuis, Aston-Jones, & Cohen, 2005 ;
Sato, Yasuda, Ohira, Miyawaki, Nishikawa, Kumano, & Kuboki, 2005 ;
Yeung & Sanfey, 2004) .

CCE TR U RIERICED KR T7 4 =< Y AEZF ) VT OITH R
OEAEHEN W EMEB L7, =5 ) v 7T UL ADRL 5 EREOML
Mz WS 5 ERP 13, TNENOEBEOWMEN ED L) LML HE © #F
b, FE0L ) RERIC L - TGEBZZT 20O T 2720162k
Bl %o UBETIZE=S ) Y TV AT AP T A= RNy 22 ED L H I
WEL TV 02, FIZERP OFMRICESE L Y2 —F 5,

3. ERFR O

I TRANEEOZLICH D ERBELOFMICOWT, ERP g h
Db Ea—9%, £9 FRN WIEOHAPSE=5 ) ¥ 7Y AT A DK
P& R, ZDOt% FRN OIR2 # % HBH§ 2 B % 819 %o Miltner et
al. (1997) 12 & 2512451 T, Gehring & Willoughby (2002) Z¥ v > 7
) > 7 RERZ BT S FRN OMBLZ iy L7z, 5 OFEERTIE, #HERE 12
2 OOFRE (HHEOLFIZERSNNUATE) BPERSN, ZOBERLL
BRI & IR L 70 A o 720N 7 D G 8t S S IR BE 0 BRI R S 7z,
SRR L LT +25¢, +5¢, —25¢, —5¢D 4 DDOWEENNH Y, &0k
5 BRIBE O NEBAR R B 2 L THRFA SN, OO TFHE LB
WCEER I, RT08 4 TORICERIIES LA L D EE LRI
HFAEL 72317 (gain & error, +5¢%BACED +25¢) L &$idfE%k L7278
LVEFE L VEPEESHETE L 723847 (loss & correct, -5¢ % EA 2D —
25¢) WEENTWHTHD, b L FRN LT —#iH 2 7 = X L 0if8 %
KL 2 DO THIULEEROES FBEIChA2b ST EIROETICE > TZOH
BDHESNDIET TH HA, FEEGERIE FRN 2517 — Tld e &L
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W LTHHT 2L 0 D THo72e ZOEBERII—AT2E, &80k
BABRE N7 4 =V AQIERDP RV L W) RITTHFET 5
FRN IS N2 ¥ AT A0S GG RICE SV T RFRZFHMT A2 & %
RETHEHIICR-ZONDE DS LIt v, L% L, Nieuwenhuis, Yeung,
Holroyd, Schurger & Cohen (2004) Z/87 # —< Y AL &R0 EL 5
AL TR T DIRER AT - 725D S, 2 00MEAFIET AEICIZE=%
) 2Ty AT ADEANI R S NAMTE ISR D E B - B &) RIT TR
BHERAZFML B EZHLNIIL,

ERIICEZ B L, &2 HEE LI LN BVEBREZ EAZ LW
IRERFRIE, SEEAIRR L LICHRIIC S BRI 2 B A 72 L » ) R
BRIZEEL LWL IIZEZ S, b L FRN 25EREROFFOIE % # i E
LTI—FLTWBDTHIE, BEDL ) HHAICE ) RELIRIEIEE S
N25139THb, Nieuwenhuis et al. (2004) % &r\> < 29 Df%EIE FRN
DHRFERERV BN L W) RITTTMEMIZT— FL TS IREEZ R L
Tw5 (Hajcak et al., 2006; Holroyd et al.,, 2006; Yeung & Sanfey,
2004), Hajcak et al. (2006) =° Yeung & Sanfey (2004) 13¥x > 7)) v 7
AR v, KAOEER (eg, ek 25¢) I2xF % FRN RIFO M 127
BRONG Lo ERHEL TV D, TNOLOMAE, E=F) V7T AT
LAPFERFRE BV —FEWE W) RTTTHEWIEHIL TWA I & 2R L TW
5o

EZF YTV AT AR, AT L ACOTAICHNET 2 REROA LT
il CWabliTidz , TAICHNELZWERFRLFFMGL T %, Yeung
et al. (2005) DWIFEIZHBIT 2 MUGSMATIE, BHREPLT 5T LR F
YT TR B 2RI ATE SN, EOSEMENER SN, K
REZIIHCOTAICHEL TR o b b, BkE2RT-ES
RIZK LT FRN 134 U720 2HUE FRN %45 U &85 ¥ A7 AHT 5 I BERE
T HRERFLROFHMZ T <, AMUBREIIC B A O % 58 5 5
CEICLME LTSI ERRIEL TS,
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EZY )TV ATAREROBLELELDL ) ICRELTVREDES)
22 LB 2 WRE O & 2 G RFLOF IR WIERFER (B2, 48
) PHEIEL VS, TOVATAZEDI ) ZEFE M2 TTI IR 08
% 9 7. Holroyd, Larsen, & Cohen (2004) (&, 155tFE LM% iE
FTAHILTIOMBERHOPIC LT, RO D 2K RFRITEREMETILO
¢ (BIEZL), +25¢ UNER), +5¢ (KFER) <, HESFMFETIIOe (EE
%L), —25¢ UMBE), —5g (KIEEK) Tholo WINDOEMIZH £k
DR CIERFRDPGAET 505, TOERIIKESER Y, BEEETIR
BOBEELAAWHRFRTHL—F, HEEHTIIROEE LWRRFR L
% bo BRSBTS ZOMPEFRIH L CEEOWERFR I L i
[ZH U % FRN BMEZE S N72A%, HHESMHTIL FRN & A S5 B2 T
BLZaholze TNEOERKBERIE, £=F1) 2 7Y AT LD 72 57 &
L CHREZDEVAE VDM L TWabIFTlEn <, ThEDD i RE
FOHFTZDORERBERDPHAIZENDEVBHEFFIL TW5D 2 & 2RET S,
CZFTFRN ICRMENLE=S ) VS VAT AOIRN A L a2 —
LC&7 B8 ) VTV AT ARG EHREFE RO~ v ¥ 0 7R 1R 2
BICIHREREAH LTI — 2T 505, LT LHITADRD DAL
W2 bIFCldAv, $72, Bl SN2 ERFRIIEEN RITAIZHET 2 D
DTS v, Z2LTC, »2FHG0%E LELIIURNTHAMICRES N
5o
FRN D#RZL#HVIZHE L TIEHEOHERRIHNPREIN TS, T T
REWZ 2 OOWHE L VFHA BT %, Holroyd & Coles (2002) X ERN
& FRN AA—O 70t A% KT 5L EZ2TBY, ZhooifEE %ty
5% (reinforcement learning theory) DA TR 72, Z OB TIL,
FROBA % TS 2 HhikEE & U CRMEERENE DT 5N b, FRATH
L0 BA o 2RI K =83 Y RICBW T @O mEE N E T, Tl
LV ED o 2B B EENRDAE L 5. CNOSDOIEB L UHEO T
AT (UL 780 & EBRICE SN2 OE) X F—83 DR 2N L
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TACC BLUZDMOKk 4 2 MBIz E S N5, ACC % Bk < FHHII,
BB SUS TR Z LT 5 72 DICEN S DEFE vy, ACC ILZF1 5 D
DTN EFRAT L7405 & LTHRET A Z EAREIN TS, FillliR
FEEFIEEZI N VTV AT AZOLDIIE 74— Ny 7 &, DO
I ENb. COMEIZL DL, PMLYED S FHRIZE - TEL L HH
R—=r33 VRIZBIT 5 —BMEOEENEAD Y ACC Oi#f %= b 725 L FRN 7%
KL%, F72, FMEY BAoHRUITMIEA % A = X 4T ERP _LIZBIT
LA %A L S¥% (RewP: Reward positivity, Holroyd, Krigolson, &
Lee, 2011 ; Holroyd, Pakzad-Vaezi, Krigolson, 2008). Z#3 % &, RewP/
FRN (& ACC ~OIL A DMILFERF 7 DRz § %,

FRN ICB9 239 1 20F L, FRFZROBEOTHY,TEEIWEZEMEIC

DRV =FNE W) MHIZOREEZFFO 2 & 2R 2058 0 v < O AFFE
957 (Hajcak et al.,, 2006; Holroyd et al., 2006; Yeung & Sanfey,
2004), FHRFROBES I IEBWEZEMED FRN IRIEICHET 52 &
X, FREAOMYG (Li et al., 2011; Yeung et al., 2005; Yu, Luo et al,,
2007), 174 EAME (Bellebaum, Kobza, Thiele, & Daum, 2010 ; Itagaki &
Katayama, 2008 ; Leng & Zhou, 2010 ; Ma et al., 2011 ; Marco-Pallarés.,
Kramer, Strehl, Schroder, & Miinte, 2010; Yu & Zhou, 2006), fL&AISC
Jk (Kimura & Katayama, 2013, 2016; Koban et al., 2012; Li et al.,
2010 ; Tian, Feng, Gu, Broster, Feng, Wang, Guan, Luo, 2015 ; van Meel
& van Heijningen, 2010), & A #= (Motomura, Takeshita, Egashira,
Nishimura, Kim, & Watanuki, 2015; Pfabigan, Alexopoulos, Bauer,
Lamm, & Sailer, 2011; Takéck, Kébor, Janacsek, Honbolygs, Csépe, &
Németh, 2015) %> LB OWMELHZFESN D, 21X, Yeung et al.
(2005) (FH & TERD 5V 3PUE L %50 2RI RR SN RFRIZON
T, @R LB L THARICH T A BRMER 2 JIR L7223, RIS T 5
ERP % 545 12BI# L 72 ERP %51 X8 L 7274 FRN (dFRN: difference
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FRN) 3HOA 7Y a v a@RL 2R LB L T/NE RO TH 72, HE
DFTEIRL72A TV 3 VI T 2ERFREABESUTICL YV EETH D,
ZD &9 FERD FRN RGBT 5 2 & 2R T EEN LI TS 5 &R
STz KERFROBHED T EBIE D FRN (THET 5 & nw ) HE
&, COERPOEIFELEZEZ SN TWLEMATEIREE (dACC: dorsal
ACC) D4 BRBEIIBIF LA T T 4 THRIZ Lo THRIET A L W) HIR L
—HT B, dACCIE LT =R AT T AT T4 —FNw 7 EFT%L
(Nieuwenhuis, Heslenfeld, von Geusau, Mars, Holroyd, & Yeung, 2005 ;
Nieuwenhuis, Schweizer, Mars, Botvinick, Hajcak, 2007), 14 & 8E %
(Eisenberger, Lieberman, & Williams, 2003 ; Kross, Berman, Mischel,
Smith, & Wager, 2011; Kross, Egner, Ochsner, Hirsch, & Downey,
2007), £ 4L (Takahashi, Kato, Matsuura, Mobbs, Suhara, & Okubo,
2009), ZEM (O’Connor, Wellisch, Stanton, Eisenberger, Irwin, & Lieber-
man, 2008) IZBH#E L CTORIET 2. 51T, WAICET 2WRETIZ,
dACC 13 H & O GRI I A 72T T2 ME O A % BlgE L 72 RIS G
52 EDHEFEE N T4 (Rainville, Duncan, Price, Carrier, & Bushnell,
1997 ; Singer, Seymour, O’'Doherty, Kaube, Dolan, & Frith, 2004), 25
DHIA?S, dACC ZHFROEEW = 5HEICEH o> TH Y (Etkin, Egner, &
Kalisch, 2011), FRN 25 RESKOEE AN 2 L3 5 & v ) R & —E
9% (van Meel & van Heijningen, 2010)

4. FEFHEROFEM & SRR

CCEFCRRFREFMET AT ) VSV AT LD E L E 2 — L TE
720 T, TOEZF) VT AT LI L D EHER LA OISR SOIR AT A
FHMEORENLEWME SN TWD, TNOOMSILE N OITADP MR L&
SCIRO TV SN D A, T2k MAE D174 & Z itk 55
BHEDPSVPILFEB R ITo TVADIIOWVWTREE 5.2 T b, ), F
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ML DLEZFIRA DTS VTV AT A OFBICET 2R %155
ZEHTE D,

BeA BALRIRDE =5 ) ¥ 7Y AT [ & SRR BEROFFMA LI 4 25
BY bo Iz, M & OBFIRHRFROEED B MHFEIEZNEZ 50
% (van Meel & van Heijningen, 2010). 72, {RIZH/RINIZHG DTSR &
NTWeho/zb LTH, 2AHT 4774 — )Ny 7263 2% FRN 1313 b
[ U oM L7z & B L THEE 238 L 72l K D K& < %% (Boksem,
Kostermans, & Cremer, 2011 ; 7272 L Qiu et al., 2010 ; Wu, Zhang, Eli-
eson, & Zhou, 2012 b ZM I N72\) o TS OFEERKIRIE, AR D T
Ot ZAAHERBEROFTMEICHEL TnD 2 L2 RIET 2 (Festinger, 1954),
5, EEHIT 5L b LHERBFROGMALIE 2 ZET 5. dFRN
PRIFIE L ADREE B L T3 AT—#IZF v v 7 & VR EAT o 722K
L7z (Lietal, 2010)0 F72, 3 AOSEIUI L o RN A PET 5 F v
Y7 Y ZREIZB W, dFRN RIEIZE 0L EIRICE L L L T
Gre—3 2 X o GEIRB D E SN2 E L 72 (Kimura & Katayama,
2013)c I HDOERKRIE, MR OHEAIIEWTEIHEINTEHED
43k (Darley & Latané, 1968 ; Mynatt & Sherman, 1975) 12 & » TR &
NTHEY, FRITFANGREOHMETRMESFIET 2000 Ltz (Hol-
royd, Krigolson, Baker, Lee, & Gibson, 2009 ; Li et al., 2011, Yeung et al.,
2005) o

v MIBCOTAROTZE NI T 2 RFR T T MMEDZTNS %8B
HIHILBHMLTERT b0 =) YTV AT ADVHEDITHR L UZH
L7 RBFR L FAMRICMEOENS 2 WUH L TV 2O THIUL, 1TAFED
HETH L2 S THLD ERP /XY — U HBIE SN LT T TH D, fllH
DITHRPZNIHET 2 ER BT L2 L 3D LHEOH AR EIRZ S
ZELTEDLN, TITEBFRH NV RETE LB DE LT
ThEREZRD . HOTE R, MBI — 285 L2RIZIIBER IS
\» T ERN (oERN; observer ERN) 7%l % & 71 5 (Miltner, Brauer,
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Hecht, Trippe, & Coles, 2004 ; van Schie, Mars, Coles, & Bekkering,
2004). F7z, MEDFTHIHIET 2 AT T4 774 — 2Ny Z1Zx LT HHE
2E12B\WTC FRN (oFRN; observer FRN) iR I /-2 &5, HCOE
i DT AKERZ M T 5 Z L AICFBED A 5 = X L0551 T B ReEDR
&N/ (Yu & Zhou, 2006). SEATHIZED T & 12 IIME OITARERABISE
DEFW BT S 08 % KIF$ 5 ? (Fukushima & Hiraki, 2006 ;
Itagaki & Katayama, 2008) MO E DL RITS LWL DO H % A
(Fukushima & Hiraki, 2009 ; Leng & Zhou, 2010 ; Ma et al., 2011; Yu &
Zhou, 2006), #iRFRVBBRHOBRMGICHH LT RITSLVEEIZELS
oFRN D AR HEN 2 T O AT I N D L OFEEDPH S (Marco-
Pallarés et al.,, 2010). oFRN {RIEIZBIZ 5 % MtE & OERYE (Leng &
Zhou, 2014) X EEM 4L (Kang, Hirsh, & Chasteen, 2010), ¥ 7-#
B LMEOIFFE LS (Wang, Qu, Luo, Qu, & Li, 2014) REIZEEOFEHN
JL % (Fukushima & Hiraki, 2009 ; 7z 72 L Rak, Bellebaum, & Thoma,
2013 bW EN/2w) ICL->TEITHZ LA b, HEDITAFMERIIH LT
AU % FRN [FARRICHERFR OB 0 (B EIE L S5 L E2 5
N5, BCOITAICKHMEL 2\ WHCHEO#HRFERIIMZ T (Yeung et al,
2005), FRN [CMENDZE=8 ) ¥ 7Y AT LG HCOFTAIZHREL 72w
72T HOICEREMIZBEE L 2 WA RFR I LT b Rl L 2 517 L
TWwWb,

AR ZHERI LT FRN O B2 LR, £=%) 7Y AT
ADFHET A HERDERATONIATADIERZ R T b OR &N 2B L2 R T
LOIROEN LN L 2REL TV b, HRWHERIZIE, MENOREOHS
(Hewig, Trippe, Hecht, Coles, Holroyd, & Miltner, 2008), #:4& AyHE/+%
(Sun & Yu, 2014), A"AF (e.g., Boksem & Cremer, 2010) K UMb & @
BEROAR—3 (e.g., Chen, Wu, Tong, Guan, & Zhou, 2012) »&FE N5,
Hewig et al. (2008) (XM T 5727 FNA AT AN S N7 o 72BEIC
FRN tROBEMEMPE LI L2 ME L TWD, EEZ A, #ES0ERF
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FEEIIBWTT PN APHER ENZ EALT L b SERIITEGRRICEN
LOIFTRBED o722 L ThHL, MEEOHEIE Sun & Yu (2014) ([T
LIESNTBY, SN RELEES v LTOHaSMIcIT AL NE
WIENEZY ) YTV AT AILBWTATT A TIGHE SN S FRTH L
ERRERL TV,

v FALTFRBEST S 2 LIEEE S — A W, LS S ENT
ETBY, e MIATCOMEZHETTTORNT 2 AT S &2 EH
%¥-C\% (Sanfey, Rilling, Aronson, Nystrom, & Cohen, 2003). #%i%
T—AD1DThDREMBET — 2 247 ) BERE Ok 2 iiikd 5 &, XF
GRF LB L TAATPLRFEIIN L TKE % FRN HRoBHETH SR 515
(Boksem & Cremer, 2010 ; Mussel, Hewig, Allen, Coles, & Miltner, 2014 ;
Riepl, Mussel, Osinsky, & Hewig, 2016), & 512, &#ERORRFELT T
%L, & EORREDD - 72546120 FRN (38K L 72 (Long, Sun, Jia,
Li & Chen, 2018). CNHDHIRLIL, €= ¥ 7 v AT AnMliE OMERS
LEHESMNET LI LT, HOILRES N SHOFMEERFL TbHZ
ERIRET D,

FRN [CFMEENDE=5 1) v 7Y AT A2 K o CRHMIELE A 21T b
CEDTRIEEINT VDL ) 1 OORSWHRIIME L DBEROA—FTH 5,
Chen et al. (2012) I 2 BIE L2030 MFER 21T o 720 5 DERIC
BT, BRBFIERINTZ2ADBHOELLNEHRE L HHERLE
SHIME L 7zo BEBRE O HIM O, WU CEBRIZZML Twiz4 Aofl
BOHWATR SN, BERE I EH B OREDG 2 bz, i ok
LMo 72k O ERP 25 L CAhL &, 4 AOMELESHT L UMK
GaRBIR LA LB LTAAb LAE2 AVHT E #2217 572
Y& 12 FRN BMOBHEMIIM AR L7z, 72, BREVT LIZ2EHOKST
Hira AR L7z (0F ), FHRPLELZ) HI70 FRN TEE L 42 o 72347
EHBLTRED 720 Ml & DFEROA—FUIH LT FRN £o ERP 3£
L22 L3 20BBHOFEBRTHHASIN TV S (Kimura & Katayama,
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2013 ; Kimura, Murayama, Miura, & Katayama, 2013 ; Shestakova, Ri-
eskamp, Tugin, Ossadtchi, Krutitskava, & Klucharev, 2013), Z L5 OHf
P LEONLRIZIE, ChONST =<V AT V7R VAT LN
HO & MhE & OB BEELREHRE LTUHLTWEEn) 2 ETH D,

5, L0 EE5BOEE

RETIEINT =< VAT 27, FRHMOERICED SR FROFF
fifilc2WT ERP W22 % LML L 720 20k, HAIIRDHE R FROFE
L Fe B B2 ] U7 2 AR D H CC 2 WIRIE T O #6355 0 SR B9 LB 12 o
W U7z T72, WL ODPOHEIWERPE=Y ) VTV AT LI & o CEF
fili ST % ATREME % 5 U720

NSRRI D EITABDE=S ) Y ITITR WA, X7+ -V AE=
) 2 ZIEINIBRICE D W TITO N A Z &1l b T O REFS O
HIZHIET S ERP & LCFRN & P300 2SR SNTBY, IhbzigiEs
L CZ DB DI WE D S 22 SN T & 720 AR TN FRN (24
LHENPSLE2— LT,

FRN (3/57 + —~ ¥ 2A D %M (Miltner et al., 1997) % &k 048 4%
(Gehring & Willoughby, 2002) % /RI#ERFERIIH L TAELS ERP TH
o FRN ZAT A I L 2 WHRFRIZH L TH A L (Yeung et al,
2005), FHROFE LELIZWTHEEO B 25RO o CHIXRHIZ B 2w 2 TH)
Wr&is (Holroyd et al., 2004), FRN OIRLHEWIZB L Tid, FillFRERE
% (Holroyd & Coles, 2002) #&RHFEROEEO T IHEWEZ 2SO
FHA 2 ST B (Gehring & Willoughby, 2002) .

INT F =V AEZS) Y IROPTHEN R E R - 72W5EE, 12
OREE & LTZDY AT ADPFERZ OGN NHEERHIZBWTED L H 12
WEET 2070, W Tldbe F2SHE& % SCIRTHEIG L T2 IO W TORE
G52 TND. b)) 120MEE LT, HEMEMBEEIE=F) VTV A
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T L DOHEBEN L R E B T 2 R & 23 5. FRN JRIIZSEIT S 2 4%
BHEROLHIk (Gehring & Willoughby, 2002) % ZE/7RiEZ (Holroyd et al.,
2003) ICE EFELTHAGHSMTRICE o TEILT S (LEa—& LT
Koban & Pourtois, 2014 # 2 & 7/2v), 72, BOOITAIIANBET KR
FRICE - TR TR, MEDITHICHTE L HCOEEN RIBHICHEDL Y O
BVEERFERICHLTH FRN 34U % (e.g., Yu & Zhou, 2006), ¥ L T#
O ERP OIRIGIIHET 2 AWE SN2 ANYOREBRMEIZL > TET
(Kang et al., 2010), N5 DHIFI, HIZH HEEAGRN CRHREER;E
DEIICFHE SN 0L V) TR T, =5 ) Y TV AT AL DR
BROFMIMBD TRK BRI DTHLI L 2RET L, 72, ME»SOHEFK
(Sun & Yu, 2014) X HEROA—3 (Chen et al,, 2012), H 5 WVIIAAF7%
2% (Boksem et al., 2010) |2Af L CT® FRN £® ERP 2l s b 2 &
X, E=4) Y7V AT A K B EHALEAN L F A S ERICE TRAES
LERRBT S,

A TIE FRN ICE L CHEM 2RRE R LWL EY) B, e roE=
Z) YT Y AT MDD CRRIAH 2 FRZ L T2 Hek % 5 U7,
LEa—LT&LIIT, HAMWIRRATA R, HESWFERELHRD 5t
T ) YT VAT AL o TT DI FRMBYALER O Bk S X2 2 00 QLI A 38
ENDHEPICOVTHO 2T 2 ECHH S ZRET 2L 2mM L 72
Vo HOICHE L7 RFREZ DT 2 BB 0N 2SI a s L OOy
LI LR, BHMRHREOERIIS TBEME L OBRO—FMZFMT 5 2
R AR S IZRATIRWVEZS Y V7Y AT 5 QBIKEN—TE T
B39 o HEHROWMFEIIBNT, e OHEBWRNTOE=F ) VT AT LD
B XTI T, HRORIFEEZRD TIELS SO AT 50— 72 etk
BHOMBHIZET 2RO S 574 5 ERPHES N5,
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