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R FhER R A1 45 AT AR B P R R &
FEBMERFRT R PR N H

MxA? EEET KO R HRE
CTMERCEMERRERE, T 510370) CT M ERCS: TAES B2, TM 511436)

W B OGALHARB IR, B> AR AR EAABRL IR IRFEAL, X
QIS T AR EFTREWTFEE, FHALEEES —F R SR G E 24 RGN TR EEED
LA, FFESTARLE I PELLE @RI TR, K, REFRTELERLEMNETL YR,
BAS EHRERGIRT, RE I T RN ERGFHBRFXRBE S AL FHAX RS X
(%% N2 Fo P3 ok, RBEME G 30k Ao bl AT 5ok ) A 4 R aR A6 ORBR fi ok . R P3 sk A RO 1 E b 4), X
el RS FH ES S WA, WA S R E A R R RSO RERA B XIE, KA SRS E
oM ik, A BT B I A A R R AR R L R A TR B MR L, R Bk R R i o X 89 AR
AL B AER

KA 2B, FHMAElE, HE, WAE

SRS B84S

Xof 22 il A R e R | A AR 3] )0 FEL B 43 o B — I A B B3l e — i+ 14
PR, BRI IR A BAR R4 A iE 3, A SE BB ST AR AR BIAR IT B 2 A5 RIS, /R
X LY G HR R DB R IR AE RS e R B F— TR B (W ERP o & 2L i A AR 4, X2t
FREE L. BERIA ., PR 5 R K ERP J4r Pl BEAAAE B &, B — VP4l — M vl o3
B AN E BALBEE S A A GG . RE BT WA BB ASMERf o X BRI T 3L AE 5T AR
AP S R, P s — R A A A I R I o
BAr, LCANIRE 22 3T PTG RS SRR 45 (Borsini ARk, 95 TR IR SR VR AL XT 22 Jih 24~ F B B,
et al., 2020), HARARFEIR N T.B BeA Hoars RN 224 10 FL 8 BR 25 A I 43 BT 1Y) 2B ZE 4 (Glazer
HTIfE, AR E REEER . K etal., 2018). 5%, AEMIEIE M NS TR & o
TEIG PR I, B3 T 3 B 04 DR Ja% ol 2 i R AR AR B, PRANERRE T 5, K AT R AR AE 5 % 2 Jih
SR PR AE S8 00 A BLIERIAR nT RE B R WY, 3X S B M L B R 5 Y, SR, AR
25 P9 B G RN DR T TUI6 97 0 SR AR KBk . 7 G PR AT 3¢ i AR SE AR 1A~ A& (Umemoto &

H {40 5 H1 i (event-related potential, ERP)H; Holroyd, 2017)F1 A & vl sl 4% 5 A9 A8 A4~ 44
AREA RAFAET ] 5B, AT LA 0 St B i) Y pR (Novak & Foti, 2015)7E52 il 2 153 113 B AT 19 F ¥ Bt
R A RN R R 3R E 3, XM ARIEEE S R I i L TR BRI S . AR BRI R T
TR FM T B ar BB, (H RS AR R A LA AR IR A A AT 2 3 LR — S0k 55 1 2
IR KM E SR A, SR Z W R OCER IR MG 3o 256 2 i i sl o3 AT 0 53 DU

FOM TR A F B Be, D& 7 A A R AP AL A — i, REAE BB S O e e A R A

8 B0 ELA AN [ 18 2 Dl A DG fik P 3% Bl R o AR,
Wk H 9 2022-08-23 DRI I AR PRI A ABAE Il RS W P A% o B 1 22
WAEEH: X304, B-mail: wenhualiu@gzhmu.edu.cn —, WRHIBEER & R ANRT TSGR MFEPR(Uher et al,
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2012), SR, PR GHSRE PRAS A A I AR AE 44
RH L, e R B A SRR IR, b n
K o 240 B F B RS R DU S O s
TSR [FIE, SR 17 R 5 R A AN [R] 9 B s
R BOXT 5 Jah M S A B B SRR R B, e
HE A R 2 D A 3k B M B SR, i BATR A 2 ik
XTI RIE K o BFSE B S IR — 2,
A2 6 X433 LB B0 I I 0, 3 7T fig 3
— b F R A B AR I R S R R A AR A e
PEME DL B B s U IR 01 o D6k, A T R A b
RGP R T TP R R R 8, Insel SFRF5RA
i RDoC WY 4igibn i (research domain criteria)
A8 5 X A [6) 288 531 8 A 9 i S8 3 9 22 R R AL 1Y
I RRE IR A% 0o B4 AT 1T A o Eorp, 5 s
SR R A 6 1 & IE M 4 X 8 (positive valence
domain) (Cuthbert & Insel, 2013), f34% P4
PEE R ZS, W N BERIEAL . 2
> AR — SRR UE, PRI [RDRG #0054
TERR AN [R5 o B 4 i HL 0% B ORI 9, o B fifokG
P 22 (] 1 2 S A LA B

2 Jilh W] 15 (reward-anticipation) 1 45 5 1 £
(outcome-evaluation) & # Jily it F2 v P A4~ 5 2L 19+
BB o AR SCE A AR ARE R X AN 22 5 B Be 1)
i EiL 3000 2k A A B ARRE %) L FH TR AH e
ABRE 2 JalFH OC A M FRUBIF 9, 6 KG9 43 2L 0E FIDBUAH
56 IR 4 T TR 2 AL 1 il P B S AR R A D o AR S
U MBE WP A 28 T A P43 2408 FODUR 175 J8% s 15 AH
KRGO, B RLE T 85 W T8 % AS [R5 0
ARSI F 09X LA,

1 HERYE 22 6 18 5 Y g . F 32

TARALE B3 Bl PR, X g Bl XS AT
BNBHAL, XIS A PRI Gl 2 R IR 1Y o 8 A R
fith 3= 2202 2 B R il R AL DI RE kB (Wang, He et
al., 2021) . ™ F & Wt % 3 (feedback related
negativity, FRN)5 K2 [ [\ 2 i o 2205 3R
HY) KB, WFFTIAH FRN 6 o] G2 5 i 3 1Y
ARG, T8 R IARAE #f 25 A ) S 400 5 Jy T B
A B E MM {E (Carlson et al., 2015; Weinberg et al.,
2014), BEAHEARE, 1R 2 MARAE B 55 % F 1T
i FRN I, 1880 BRI B i i o3 o S XTI AR
$iE FRN Jliff HL 776 2l — P9 Ssel i Ji vl 22 3 A 1

LERSCEE(ZESFIH 4, 2018, FEW T 4, 2021). W
FRBERATIEA HEXT FRN %, 12 X 242 il 3 1%
FNGE SR ATAk T A~ B B ) o L i B HE AR AT A 4,
VISRAS XM IE L i 2 B B . 220 il v Jli o3 5
UESE RN A
1.1 RREAGFHERMKRENSEREFRER

TEX AT PE R By, AN 23 Je DA 20 R LA
T LIS R, AR5 e T AT sh VI,
I JE TE R IR B P EXT R R i T rh %
Jah IR A5 P I B i e, 3 Bl R & A %) B TR T 43
FEANGEY B RIS . 15 SR AR T
TF, XF L LA H 73 AR 2R -N2 (Cue-N2), £k
&-P3 (Cue-P3), JCHKM: 11 45 (contingent-negative
variation, CNV)FH |3 §i £t ) (stimulus-preceding
negativity, SPN), {13 R VE LI 4 Wi R PR
il )2 W (Brunia et al., 2011), HifF B BLAY ERP
J 53 B AN [R) 0 B2 Ty e A FB, 53 A RRALE,
IRIBE AN [ fili DX o

(1)Z8F-N2 J(Cue-N2) £ 2R -P3 J(Cue-P3)

LR BB AR VR T LRI T HL 5 2 15 1T ARG 2%
Jili, VA RRAS A A il i 05 S . R VP I T
FRALFE XS RIBGHAT 7328, HA A A ERP K
4¥r: Cue-N2 Fl Cue-P3, Cue-N2 J&XHE g o3
JIZE R AR W U — A>Tk ERP Ly, 7EIXKL
REIG 200~300 ms {F FAER M I B, X —
JIiy FEL A DA A R e SR DU AT C (Potts, 2011), Cue-P3
JE B BE Cue-N2, TERREMIFZ 300~600 ms i
PRAE vy ToL B3 (9 TEPE ERPOBAT, 33— il L g
G3 BN SN T Xof 2% Jaly P 0 8 ) 1 A3 BC R 4 2
H T KR I 3 (Novak et al., 2016).

WEAEB DRI AREE 2 BN T Cue-N2
1 Cue-P3 (3% 3l o 7EIT I K R 1Y — TR 4 BRI
il #E R AT 55 (monetary incentive delay, MID)1#ff
i, PEARAETE PRI B R MR AE R E FE H A &
P BGAYT RIS Cue-N2 i L 7% 345 b (Wang,
He et al., 2021; HIWLEK 1), LR PRE TR
AR, Femtil s — N ERER RS
MR A B, BT RSHBILE S ER, 2%
SRABARAE L1 I B AR 5 I ST g DRl 2 7 DA 3R A%
iho W5 kM, SLBHMIL, RITHIERITIE
Cue-N2 IF{H¥S K . X IAFFE A BIAN, Cue-N2 I
e Y284 AT BERERS B WA AE VR 7 RO RCR o 1
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Fz 1 HEBREAE A9 E I TRy BB A 5%
AR REAIF 52 FEA i e 0 £ i 4 LA S i
IARIE B 56 A Cue - P3 LRI AT, AR B S I 4 A
Wang, He et al., 2021 Hosrghd 32 A, SRMNIERIES  WBITE R HEE KA Cue-N2 F
i~ Cue - N2 N
YR 24 N Cue-P3 I 1 .
A B X B AL, BB AE BB
ARGE B 44 A, Cue - P3 s o 7 Cue-P3 1G5, MARAEREHA
Song et al., 2020 fiHEXT B 28 A pp-py  CPRBOMIERIES o R B AR A £
FB-P3 A7 1E £ 5,
ARIE B 32 A, FB-P3 JE. . R LE il B X RR 4L, WA R A
Song et al., 2019 et IR 24 A Cue - P3 M4t AT IRAT 95 Cue-P3 il FB-P3 M/ .
A EU R X IR AL, 3 A AR AR AE B
FHAAEIARIE R 25 FB-P3 7 A 7 L ;
Landes et al., 2018 o, BRI 42 A Cue - P3 G BRI SE BT 55 ;;Eg Cue-P3 WRIHIEK, FB-P3 I
. A8 AR SE AR 5 2> FB-P3 X AR AR IE R D4R Y Cue-P3 Al
Luking et al., 2021 4 100 A Cue - P3 BT 55 FB-P3 JE WU
MRS 52 A, et i L X R AL, A 0 2
Hansenne & Ansseau, 2001 FERER I 76 CNV S1-S277 K N ONY 3 B
) AR AR B 66 A, et o HI LG4 XS B, 2 4F A 0
Kohler etal., 2011 LA GRHER I 36 A NV S1-s27lA HE G ONV I3 312 B3
5 fl B TRSELAE [ 7 e 2 38 4
AR 40 A, N eBmmERiEs O LBTIRATRLL, AR i
Zhang et al., 2020 XTI 40 A YA R AT RAT 55 h, IARAE B TR R %
= il B SN ONV i 3
R . AL 4 R 2 i, A v IS E R B
A AHRIABEEAR 33 A, SEMEERIES
Ait Oumeziane et al., 2019 AR 69 SPN T2 B TR T 2 %XJT@EZ ﬁiﬂ’]ﬂzx%/fﬂ]i’%%&
/N SPN I I
AH LE AR AR K B, I ERAS 4
Synemoto & Holroyd, Jeseny 68 A N MERMIRLE IS RRRRRILIBOKRY SPN A
JNEY RewP 3% o
IARIE BE 52 A, NN R Lb il B 4 4L, IR R Y
Brush et al., 2018 AL 48 RewP IV AR 55 RewP I 5 555 /h
. AR B 34 A, S T it B SR, 2 690
Foti et al., 2014 (R IR 42 A FRN [T AT 55 i 10 B 85 ) FRN T5 50
. VAR 3% 27 A, S 4 S AT L, AR O R
Liu ct al., 2014 fRERREXT IR 27 A FRN RELE FRN JZ R /N o
. . V8L ) FRN 2k 36 2h ] #l il =22 J5 (1)
=S8 r ﬁ”:‘ﬂ
Bress et al., 2013 BAEMZAE 68 A FRN I 145 AT 55 SR N
. . 7 A AR A 0 g
Bress et al., 2015 JL#E 71 A FRN T4 AT 55 S FRN 75 2055
. o . B 25 B9 S0 ARE RO R, L E
Kujawa et al., 2014 JL#E 407 A FRN Wit 55 FRN 1% 20088 T2 B A T
AR 7Y 410 A A 2% i
WE 29 N, AEEAER . ) _
. - NN LI ST 7R (1 AR 28 Ak 0 A A 6 IE
Weinberg & Shankman, 2017 V. 784 411 8 4iE 22 fif¢ ) /& RewP 1AL 55 N i e
¥ 56 A fEHER I 86 FRN P il 34 25 B 55 () FRN/RewP 15 31
N
FH I i B 4 IiE B B0
Klawohn et al., 2021 MAMER# 83 A, #  FB-LPP P13 WAE 57 i&«)ﬁfﬁ Xli:wl)E (ﬁgﬁiﬁﬁiﬁé
? FEXTHE 45 A RewP B F WA AT 55

Jif LPP S0 B A1 o
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gx

LRAL S5 gt

AR IE ST FEA i HL 0 i 53

+}Jﬁ\éﬂ 60 }\, Xjﬁgéﬂ RewP

Barch et al., 2020 58 A FB-LPP

- FRN
Berry et al., 2019 K 45 A RewP
RAEHE 36 A, i

Grunewald et al., 2019 gs‘fﬁ 26gk A, FB-LPP
B DA L AR AE BB FRN
Z omild

Webb et al., 2017 # 26 A, MEHEXTIR 25 Ty
A

Kujawa et al., 2016 JLEE 323 A FB-LPP

Nelson et al., 2015 AL 550 A FB-LPP
MR ERE 51 AL
FRAHAMARAE B 24 A,

Weinberg et al., 2016 [& B £ A fE IS AW AR FB-LPP
MHEEH 70 A, f@5FE
X 32 A

Levinson et al., 2019 H/DE 143 A FB-LPP

Sandre et al., 2019 K2 160 A FB-LPP

TIHILFE XS BRI RewP i
M, 15 RewP B AER YT HI G I T

) i\\ﬂ s e 3L 1, =
Q]ﬁj;ﬁgi% B S A A
) FB-LPP R4 K FHJLE, THEH
AR AE PR BH 2L
_— AR T, BEIRAY RewP Fi
[I5E IAT: 55 FRN J2 i Bk .
. T L X L0
4 Go/NoGo {155 | b e i

SERE EMLL, A AE AR

WA AE S5 HEH R T Y FRN S L B,
531 LPP [ .
XoF A RO TR Y LPP R R Y
155 2 h Wi A1 55 JLEE, e85 KPR Bt 3RS
e ACERAT AR S B L, X 4
BT IR (5 TSI LPP B .
AH B A B X A, R AR AE FR
0
BFRAEES XM B FB-LPP 36 31/ o
MG E KR, HAER
15 2 h Wi A 55 FB-LPP i 2l 55, 40 % bR ik ™
&,
P A AE IR A R 2 2B % E A L
SEF HOR
AT 5 FIEFFAY LPP 15 3h, HORFH

LPP {H3hREME T 6 J&Jm 8™ LAY
TMABAE AR

o5 —TRUVPAR 1 35 07 U 25k 2 Il A 2 G FL U8 3 Bl
AR, IR R R BLUIZRAT R N2 %A ARk
(Sylvain et al., 2020),

— I A F 2 4 F MID 4T 55 10 2 PR AE i 24
) Cue-P3 I FELIEZ)), 25 Wom, AH Lb e it 2,
H I ARSE (major depressive disorder, MDD)H
TEZ B 2% K Cue-P3 1 /1 8 55 (Song et al.,
2020), FHMIHL, AF5T SR EEIARLE £ & A A
A% RUGE 8 A PR AS A3 B H b 582 iy 194) i S AL R
ML ERS, LR B Cue-P3 I MR IR /N LS
(Song et al., 2019), 75 —TAF 54 | MID 1155, &
BLINARAE B 1Y Cue-P3 B v AR A AR Eb £t 3 X #E
ANBEA Fr#E K (Landes et al., 2018), &84 W% 7w
Cue-P3 5 R R MARAEIRAT & R . 4 Luking 55 AR
FHRE BT 55 TR A IR 5 75 /D4R 22 B
ZE N RIS T, B AR AR IE A R
HXFLRRIES M Cue-P3 IIEI/)NLuking et al.,

2021), ZRARE, MACE R EZIMN Cue-N2 Fl
Cue-P3 Uil shitss, nIAg 5 A X2 il o il 1y
BURBE R A G,

()RR (CNV)

CNV 2 ¥ B 2 <35 0 3 mmi s 3 5 s A
AN S Y TN, R R R A 0 AR B 2R AR
o CNV W LB srh R ik 4, 53 il EshfE
HiI 1500~2000 ms FIZHFERT 500 ms B Zh1E & A4 1%
P BEISE ] P 72 A, 3k — i H gl ok 32 B Sh AL R 5%
TIFERERYRZ R, EL AN B 5T S s B g 0 o0 7
AR RN ) e PGSR (Zhang et al., 2017).

RAZHME CNV JEAY<S1-S27u s, #F5T
N BRI T ARAE £ Afa B I ARE CNV %
BTGB, FE“S1-S27yual, woe i Bl — B K
AP (S D), B & — R B ) A Ay
A PER#(S2), Hhin—FR BN ING, Bk B P
R FTI S2 M AkS 23, FHADE 5 s AR AE



Fs5M

XUSCARAE Pl Fr R4S SRATAl 154 R0 FiL B RS A 5 F 5 ) T 787

BAE R LR AR /NN CNV 4R I
(Hansenne & Ansseau, 2001), SR —iEl X #4F
ARIE BB WIF o B, FAR B AEAE KINE
M AL, TR IIKCEREAL, EAH bR H, &
ARAIARAE SR 1Y CNV S SR L5 (KShler et
al., 2011),

X T 05T N AR RE B A fEAE AN —
CNV iRk, AN GUIA AN [ (4 22 il 3
] g 2s R WA AR AE B CNV IR 6 3l , — T
WG T 4 BRIURN I8 3R AT 55 FkE: 2 JURh 2B R A+
4 (social incentive delay, SID)¥EIHMARSE & X}
4 BTN AL 2 T T R SRR CNV I IR I 3
(Zhang et al., 2020), Z5HR A, TEXIAE SR
BT B B, MARAE A R I L g R X R ZH T
/NI CNV, T AR L AR 1 P R R
CNV I i 1) 22 5 (Zhang et al., 2020), HUILE kK,
AN R A BIF 5 SRRSO B 252 m S R 2 CNV
R Ao

(3) i B4 9 (SPN)

2 I A 5 B Ja — A W BB X S A5 i 1R,
XA B A PR 3 3 % A8 3 BINHE 380 ok 1 e 45t
Wb o TERBIF IR AT 200 ms 25774 SPN i, iX
— I A B A R SR TR i 4 SR 3 7 (Moris
etal.,, 2013); B WG| I 09225 .58 2 022 i A
RV K 1) 2 il A8 S (RP SE R AT 3 5 BRIl 45 R &
AT REME ) S 1EE SPN i 3l (Fuentemilla et
al., 2013),

Ait Oumeziane % AT 2019 4E{fi f§ MID #
SID AE: 55 H4I5 A A AT IR B TR o 79 255 22 Jl il 38
PRI 2 B M A B2 5O SPN 1& B 5L (At
Oumeziane et al., 2019), BF57 & B 1L 4 S,
A AR AR ) B IR R 45 SEANHA 2 A 2 R 2L R Y
O R B, RHLH SPN I I B/ (At
Oumeziane et al., 2019), 2R 1 5 — W& XT 1E 7 K2
Az A AR ST A A AR B 5 R AN TR 4 2R
2017 4F Umemoto %5 AR FHMERM: iR A 5% > 155
(probabilistic reinforcement learning task)Xt 1IF # K
254 Y PIAR R BT AN SPN I 8l 1 S B HEAT T 94 .
AR R AT S5 P AP 2 I A KRR R E 1
Hrp 2z — IR Bl T B L . LRI E
PR S (AN SR 2 sl /5t ), i — b ol I
SN, AR B, Sy —Moh R R, Jo%
Bt . S 5HENERLBMA, TELBIRYE

> o BIFGE S B EAT SRR AR R BT A A AR A 220
HH LA BV AR ME ) 1 22 TRl 2k R 2 ) RE T 4805,
[R] sk 2% B B K %) SPN {1 1% (Umemoto & Holroyd,
2017), FIRPIASIFSE AR AR OC N ERR SR B 53
WH) SPN BTG Zl, SRS HIE A —FE,
I RE S R T A ARAE H A S o P A T 5 B0
TR o Beokits B T2 AT HE B BB SPN ik
HLIE Bl S ARIE IR A4 DGR

1.2 FHRIFHEFHENMENEHERRHFRER

SRTPAL T B B g LA A AR B, anxt Sz 13
MBI Z SRy . BES  TAR IS8, U REZ S
(R I RN 4%, W R AR TE R I I ] P X
— B B2 B O LA EE A ERP Ur, A
FRN . I IE 7 (reward-related positivity, RewP)
FUi5 P300 (feedback-related P300, FB-P3)FIf 55
A 1E 8 {37 (feedback-related late-positive potential,
FB-LPP), #4; ERP Wi/ 7ERT ] LA ES, A5 5
FEFE T (B 7 1 A F 0 o 05 9 BT IX s X
FOCYHTHE N X B B Ar I REIE AN E R TERE,
Z AL R L RO B4 i 4 IR . R
Fig i — BE A 515491 (A i v, B 5 i 44 R 7 =X
SExf AT 4

(1) R 15 571 1 (FRIN) FH 22 Jif 1F 3 (RewP)

FRN i, WHRAE A AT 7% (medial frontal
negativity) Fl 48 15 A 3¢ I 45t £ I (feedback  error-
related negativity), X — i HL 1% 8l 76 & 45 B
200~350 ms Ji A, 5 RATEE RN TA G E
BRI LT . FIBETEIAC, FRN & i P
B (ANAT A AR B 2 A B A ) IS R 1 — A B ik
BLAY; T ARR KGN, FRN & i %
Jal A% 75 R T 7 A A — A T i 2 1 i B
(Foti et al., 2011), AFFA G B AN I B R4
— AU R S R T A2 B T A H T S0 R T B
(Foti etal., 2011), & T 5 FRN g &4 #17 X 4p, X
AN i 44 2R E B (RewP) o [RIBS A ST IA N
RewP {if 2y 32 % 52 3 i b 235 il 47 S5 19 5C B
DX BCRARTE S RS20, 55 17 F07 1710 P 000 i 45
J2 2 W00 2235 3 Bk (Becker et al., 2014),

A g 5 W i 5 il 1 2y A 8 S p) — b 2 3
845, FRN 8 RewP & S AW ARKE W 52 2 1Y T o
WESE 5 5 R FH T T4 AT 45 (door  guessing task) Al
MID AF: 55 2 PFAil #00 AR 4 £ & R IE 3 xF BRAHE Y
FRN 5, RewP Jifiglh. 7El TS — 2L
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SCg v, A DR AEAWKITE R, 8
RN E LRI, RIS 5
S Jaly (BRI fo R ) B8 2 4 Ak (B <<fi > R ) A S 15 o
MID 543 W ESCHTiR . il Al 23X, Kt
T 5% 0 7 B B AR AE £ 25 SR B i1 L e A P B 5
Y FRN/RewP i I 1% 31 (Brush et al., 2018; Foti et
al., 2014; Liu et al., 2014),

U553 114 FRIN JBETG Sl i A Ay 2 52 0 40 AR e 114
RS B R o EIEE BRI R BN, TR LE RN
D 5 FRN TR S ASAMA, 22 AR RINAR K A1)
IXUBS: Pt A | T Y (Bress et al., 2013), K 4118 B2 0T
X4~ FRN BB T LE . F/04F . B FEH%
AR BEAARAE IR 9 & J& . Bress 48 AXT 8~13
A 1 LB R D AR A AR IR IR 5 FRN Z [ (19 ¢ &
HEATREE, JE38 ERINIE T W 4R 5 XAtk g FRN 9
EIPIRGL . BFE BR, 7EE &, XAty
AR EE RS FRN U7 MR85 =2 (6] 35 5Q I
PRAE 5 1P ST 5 e, I 6 AR Y i B 1 AK
SRBEATIN E 5 1Y FRN U WIEE, 5 0 E 8
FRN i 457 F 55 T B 3 08 SRR R AL A7 A AH O
(Bress et al., 2015), —IIn4rArEr X 2000 4%
2017 AERYREOCHFSR#EAT T IFAL, SRR, ML
LA R R, SRR 1 S8 A A R I Be
X A il o T — A AR A R R U85S 1 FRN IR
Zfi(Keren et al., 2018). HAb, W WINHIEETH
FRN {347 i 4% 09 7] B (Proudfit, 2015), Ul—
TUEE X I ABAE M5 52 LR oY R, LR
B 0553 4 FRIN 9% 31y 5 HR 25 A4 ARAE g s A7 G
(Kujawa et al., 2014), X6 BA Sy LT, 18055
(9 FRN i 3l A] BE A2 S0 ARAE A 1) A SR

— BN, S RewP/FRN i ) il
FE 47 22 HiL 55 A I (19 25 T E IR PR B R A AE G
B o — SRR 2 R SRR AL, HE AN AT R
It PR AT AR S8 35 573 1L sl 553 109 PRIV 3 5 U
RAEIR A BE R (Liu et al., 2014); 7E5 —Iifdi
ERP I fMRI HARFALE & BRI 58, 98055 19
FRN i 3l 32 % 1 B0 75 300 A8 AE A 0 A 3 7Y £ 2%
(melancholic depression) £ I (Foti et al., 2014), [
B, Weinberg 25 AFFH )55 AT 55 X HRAE B &2
91 0 I U RIS R, ASCDIR IS S B ) 41 A RE B
SR RN N TE MR B 55 1Y FRN & 3l 1
A AR Y B A ARAE B 52 01 R85 I E R R R
AFABL B IR L 775 Bl (Weinberg & Shankman, 2017), 4%

BRX L FER, WA GIN I R FRN/
RewP Ui Zh R A A] fig 2 AR B ARAE £ 3 1Y F
JFSE AR (Weinberg & Shankman, 2017),
HREEAE AR —M M A, Klawohn 58 ATE
2021 FRFFR BN, ARAE B BARRI
M RewP I, HIX —#1 3 5 RIS = A7
TEARSG, o5 B A B SRR I 1Y 7™ o 2 2 TE DG (Y
A —EB AR R IARIE B R L FE 1Y RewP I
AR IR B JCBR) (Klawohn et al., 2021), Xt
I, ZPRBH AR A GLIAS RewP I8 i H 1043 It
ASHEAR AT AR A AR AE R A FUMIFE 47 (Klawohn et al.,
2021). 734k, Barch % A7E 2020 4F 75T 12k F
IV DU A 55 4 T A A E L 38 A 22 Joh e o B B )
RewP i, W58 /R EHZ MARIAYT Z 5 i )L
PR SRSE IR B AR, (HiE RewP WAEIRYTH)
J& 376 B # 2 5 (Barch et al., 2020), MiX—HF5¢
SRER, A B BMAEIR Y ILERAR S L,
RewP PN GE T ARREAR 036 97 2 4k o [FIES, 78
R A A A AR IR R AR A S R B a5 1Y
RewP i (Berry et al., 2019), [F 1, RewP Ji5 Zh 7EH]
HISAE b BB A 1, Ll A BB A5 TUI S ARRE IR 1
J&, IR T~ A R R, (AR,
I Clayson 5 AZEAIPAL T ATAMISE, i foT
ST B 45 R R, RewP A 27% XA BIGETT
27 AT LI A0 AR A AR A & J (Clayson et al.,
2020), BRI —GEIHROI AR RNAS, AR B ARX
— G RAWIFASCFETE A SN RewP JARE
YRS AR IE R R R SO 46 Br i X R o 5 I
RZWEFERAAR LR, A FBFTEZ [ B4
AR (AN AR 7% 300 i 45 ) 22 S Lb AR, T Ui,
X TS BT 4 R R I A — i AE O, A REHE
B 2 B TS5 309 S IR AR SR AR 55 R R T 3
(2)5 15 P300 (FB-P3)
FB-P3 & il S 15t il 52 B 29 300~600 ms
TE R YL To 0 A B ) 1E % . FB-P3 &2 B {1 i 2k 8, -
A TAECIZ I NES, X 8515 B AE 17 43
KU R AR RN 25 . 5 FRN A,
FB-P3 X4 il thE 3 S e i WAk AE o BURE, X2 il AH
KB R I B KA I IR AR {h(Watts et al., 2017).
TARRE F8 3 0 5 38 B 1 X 22 g S A B Y
FB-P3 i 8855 o 76 Luking 25 AR5 A4
BBAE AR 5 I FL 0 Bl 2 (R 56 R IS T, AT AR
SRR DAEAGRILL 55 1Y Cue-P3 I (ML F3C
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AAR), RN ) SRR R B FB-P3
I @Y /M (Luking et al., 2021), 7£ AitOumeziane
GNP T, AR 9 ABR T R 58
By SPN & ah(WL L X&), st &b itk
P FB-P3 % iE V87N (Ait Oumeziane et al., 2019),
2RI MID {145, Landes %6 AFHFSE B,
5 &8Nl e, TARAE B FE £ BRI A
P R B B KB FB-P3 % AY4ER (Landes et al.,
2018).

AR, AR — LSRRI T FB-P3
5 HARARE O BRI AT DOR F R KU 1 6 R . SR
8 N R 1 45 U8 ih 48 3R 4T 45 (affective incentive
delay task) XA 7 A% KU /) B8 B AR AE £ 25 19 I
HLTE ST VP4 . 71 28 MO I IR 1R 55 T, 4
IR F | ART M PERNL L R, Bk
TR AT RE p H o SR, SR AR 4R o R Y R
&R HEHBRW . HRA PSSR R, F
TR, SRR RAA L, MERAE B AR
B R g1 & ) FB-P3 J/N;  [a] B 7E T B S 151
R i & 19 FB-P3 55 (3 (9.0 B A IR i 25 1E
FHIE(Song et al., 2019), H T HPCIR # A Fp 2 il
W B 2% WU (19—~ FH BE48 bR (Campos et al., 2019;
Campos et al., 2020; Ducasse et al., 2018), 255
X—BFFEAR, XA AN FB-P3 {3 5 AR AE
A AR W AT R AR R . XA i — 250
FEMEA MID 1555, #5587 & EMARE & A A
RER A AR EIFAT BT IR AR &S
(F8A B AMIEEIRZA SHET30) B P4 8 F 31T
U, KM E N FB-P3 S ale A —HEY
PABLE B & A B AR 2 MR IR ST
FB-P3 i M Wb 25 R T~ 3 Jily R0 b vk 2 A1 09 08
A A A Sk I ARAE f& 25 0 B 42 il B =2 )
It B % 25 5 (Song et al., 2020), XLzt RANGETE
F ok AG BT L ST B0 E, X PEAL B ARAE &
Y R RBE IS S5 70 TR A BB

(3) I 15 e B 1F F8 A3 (FB-LPP)

FB-LPP & & A 7E 3 To v she — A~ IE P4 AR 7% 1)
B, BRI 350 ms 5 HER, HRRLE = I
R, KRBT 530 50 Re2e ik i & UL A
INCAES: . MAENAREME T LR R, ol
2 BB U R S BT 25 5 N7 1) v e R R Rk TR A s
2:th ¥ FB-LPP &3, 5K s K IARAE
A RBAE, 45 BA MARAE 1 F 2 4 B

(Grunewald et al., 2019; Webb et al., 2017) . FIHBAE
A HR B (Weinberg et al., 2016). 45 55 XU &
IARAE 19 )L ZE R DA (Kujawa et al., 2016;
Nelson et al., 2015), 7EULE MHetE: & B =80 H
I HY FB-LPP W6 sl, FIARIE & & 2 30 H Ik 55
{9 FB-LPP ¥ &)y, 38 5 9\ k2 8 i sl e
e Can DR B R 0 7 R s R S b i T RE T A7 A
P X5 PR B PR S RE AR 1 B AR A SR
2% B0 M O O 3R e 9 s D S R R B
AL T 33X — i FEL 4 B T AT 32 B0 AR AE B 5% A0
FEEZE T A S PRgR B 2 A O 14 i P T Bl 4 A ik
47/ F (Barch et al., 2020),

B A5 Je HR Ik T FB-LPP L IG 3 5
IIERAE VAT 19I5 . Barch 28 A SR JH T W 5256
55, — A& SS, 75— WE 1 4 Rl
R HIAESs, M 118 24 MARRER Y L #EAEPHAT
SEHG AR 45 Y RewP Fll FB-LPP 1% 3, [ i % i 26
JLESAT T 18 JAMBENLIL 15 45 & SR R e
RIT (— S B L K RS 4R B RE T RE S,
T JLE AN ARIE R 1R k), 2T g aE,
W FRUIEAG T X 8 L3 B A TG 3h o 45 2R UK,
XL JLE RewP JAE T HUni G JCH] A2 4k, (A
AR IEYEE A A 5 FB-LPP 3L K19 L
B, 7ET UG 2 B0 BARAE R PA 8 /b (Barch et
al., 2020), £ 73 #h—TiHF5E ., Klawohn % AR
F R MEATS, DR AN FEZRA R B R, 45
RS A L, B TR AR E A9 AR R
HXFIEEE A B FB-LPP 0% 0/ 15 [l B,
FB-LPP 12l 5 A Fe 44 1 Pgk ik S R A7 76 4
K, FHN B 1 PR B bk 5 H FB-LPP
P51 B 55 (Klawohn et al., 2021), #FFEATIAH,
FB-LPP i L A 43 FH 2 Ay 3900 08 i 7~ 42 - f ke
WO 4 B Y AR Ak 2 R R BUB Y (Proud it et al.,
2015), A SIVENIERIAYT RO 48 B (Barch et al.,
2020).

I it g T A AR B B, %o IF i 1 4 il 3
FIH AR FB-LPP i shAEMS BN E SRS T
O FRAEIR A & o BN 5T R, X I o
PSS FB-LPP &3 i, MR BREAT
JEJ1 s A W] e & R AR AR (Levinson et al.,
2019); THRLL X PR P A = AT K FB-LPP
NN, R Can A 4R 5 E ) 5 B A T RE
K AMEPERE IR (Kujawa et al., 2016); Z5UBF5E
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W 7R, XFIEVEREE S B FB-LPP 1% ) g f% il
W7 /D4R AREMABRE IR, T AS 2 £ RORE R ) HH B
(Sandre et al., 2019), HILFE K, W5 AEC B
POIRZS Y &, HRF IE 5 P8R AN W] Y FB-LPP
SR — A ME T 7k

2 FEHRSY RAE R RNHE K B A R

SHHLBRERTAL I 1 70 RUE I PR 14 5
ik, SEHH W R BUHGHfay DRAk B 5 ml H
PRATREZ SR o BT R RER RUE A
BTN TSR] 5 B Bt 3R 8 1 — S0 55 (9 R v 0
B0 U AL T BUA SCHOGR i 73 240E (88 25
TS5 I P T 205 i R AR (9 SR EA T A 40
21 RBHAREBEFERMPHEMERTMET

v % B9 fe BB 78 30

HIFFE A MID A 55 A 1o 70 S0 R 7 2

R T B B LT 3, Z5 R R Y Cue-P3
PAFAEIF, X — 1 F 5 B B PR B R R A
o, 15 A M RE IR JE 5 (Vignapiano et al., 2016;
TR 2) U HE— AT 5E WS o0 2L0E
BEAR IR TR Cue-N2 TR B
FETERE, T — 0 3 0 N7 T 1 PR AR A B A
HIRE, BER AN NI — S5 R W] T R E X
A 30 35 %) DA 0 5 i BB T AF AE 5 8 (Vignapiano et
al., 2018). HETER IR ERT BER I Cue-N2
1 Cue-P3 ¥l g1, X 5l R WA EIRG b 73 2
SiE A I X bR < A e DDA — B
BT — R IC T SCEE R REA Y, X P REJE T T AR
R 2E BN A B B 7 B R A T A D BT
F((Castro et al., 2019),

VAR R A W FERI 0T T ARG A 43 BL0E £ 5 7E
REIN T W Bery IR s s gl o Herp — 3 5 {1

K2 RBHOIERREXKEHAR
K8 14 SLRE R 7 FEAR iy e 0 £ i 4 LT 55 255
, o AF H 43 S0 SR A P3 LR IR AE AR )
, .
Vignapiano et al.. 2016 f**gi‘fﬁfi if Cue-P3 A ERMUMALI(ES R T 25, P3 W b1
» ENE N N R =R N %
e AR
Vignapiano et al., 2018 ffﬁ’a{g ;}i‘ff‘; T eeNs GRS RN R AR N2 B,
Catalano. 2018 AE P 4> Z40E B 26 Rewp AR IEIRAT 55 RS bl o 240 2B M XS BRI RewP
’ N, fEEFEXTIE 23 A A HUMEERIT 55 WA BEER.
. Cue-P3 Aoy ZE B OE Sl T R
y 1] 2
Clayson etal, 2010 TIVRIEMAO2 0 SPN i Cuepy maNAT B B S, 1 SPN,
A, fEREXT IR 74 A FB-P3 N o
RewP FB-P3, RewP R i 455 115 )y .
- . FB-LPP K143 BUAE f 38 5 AR REXT IZH Y SPN
Abram et al., 2020 ngffﬁi SPN EIRHUTL S M RewP WiRL R FXR, BE
’ a RewP FB-LPP {8 L fffE2 5.
i 4R A 1 16 TES RO T R 4R B0 A
N, RUAR 15 TR e . " OB RE IR B M ORE R 5 0K 85
Bedwell et al., 2016 B 10 A, HAb FB-LPP Qﬁ%*ﬁﬁﬁ FB-LPP I IG shAHG; 7 PGl 4%
- 2 il AT 55 - L e L
R E 5 A, HTF, BERALMERYEREES
RN 13 A BRI FRN 36 304 5% .
A ZUE R 35 . AP SU0E B S BT BB ALY FRN
Horan et al., 2012 e, MR 33 A FRN FN I AT 55 R B AT 2 S
Llerena et al.. 2016 A B4 2498 S 92 ERN A4 AT 55 A LA BT AR AL, R o 2 R E
? N, {EFEXTIE 63 A FRN Fsf (B4 AT 55 ERN i% sl /b, FRN % shJC i & 22 51
HH LU AEE R XS BRAL, RS di o B0 B E
A 2E B 16 e AT, P2 1 FRN % H0 % IR 6 22
Horatetal 2018 ) “gegextmio A RN ORISR o o R R, FRN R
Toyomaki et al., 2017 R o 2L 11 FB-LPP AT 55 MR, FYRIEREEN

N, fEEEXFIR 11 A

FoUE S #F T 9 FB-LPP i 8y il 3 1L
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MID HI SID 4 55 R A 1 73 SUAE £ % %) 4 B A
S T S L R I B i HL T B, ISR A T SR
B B TE R S5 R 5 1) SPN Il RewP i 3l1, 455
WoR BRI SPN G, SRMA A IEH
RewP i 3fi(Catalano, 2018), % 7/b—IAF 53 #3117
FE Ay SUAE (BB 7R AL B | SRR A SR
BT B G RE , BER R, AR
HIAL BB B 1) Cue-P3 1 Bl2 IE 7 1Y; 12N R:
MEs R R BT BB, 4R B Rt
B, Rl o SURE B R IEF Y, SR T 2 il
SRR E M, BB R BN
SPN 1% 2 i 55, [F] Bl 3R B0 1R X 45 2R Ak 3 1
RewP Fl FB-P3 i #JjJ8 55 (Clayson et al., 2019), iX
— BT IR A8 7 22 IRl I B 8 RN T 8 M s R
i) SR #4340 fB A X R E B R b B, R AT,
A F T Sk 7S A 0 AR R A 52 MRS A 43 ZLAE SR
Xof 2% Jily 0 B SRR, LTGS2 i 4 2R I 5 R BT Ak
FHEY B9 FB-LPP U IE 3, 0245 5 R AEA B
BRI AL B B B SPN Al RewP 15 sh % 52
M (Abram et al., 2020),

A WS TS W53 240 fB 5 1 PR AE AR
XS IE s Z M OCR . W Bedwell 55 AF
B % kX & R 2 il W0 AT 45 (Pavlovian
monetary reward prediction task)XJ I #EAT ST
(Bedwell et al., 2016) @ 7~, I i51E B i T 1
1 (B2 MR OB, A8 B R AR 0 )™ S R
S5 i FB-LPP G S A OGS s ol 22 1
T (RO DREME RO, 825 ZE AL MR 0y ™
A 5 FRN SEIG a3 56, Xk, WFsEEl
g BLAT ZEEL A RE AR RS P A3 ZERE £ 2 % DRI 38
B TSR WI b SN 5 TSP R T ™ R A
Gy SU0E B A RBAE TARICIZ AT T 8 Dy I A7
TEBRBA, KT BOW 2 Jil il S B 782 I iz #) i L 3
o B R (Bedwell et al., 2016),

22 BHOREEEEEMERMBEXFIHH

Pt B 35 B

FE A4 B B F S AL 3 1Y ) —Fh R I XT
HARAT IS 500 . R A G I PR AT B
B R 5 B A G I AR s AR AR B R B
AR o BUAAAKE H B AR 3 v it b A 422
HEBIT AR, AN SRR BHIE L, &
FIE B H PR EAT A LE A . RIIR O B
HE 1 73 BU0E B AEAEA N TE 151 57 % (Horan et al.,

2012), SRR T IPAL 1A 43 BUATE B 3 X 22 gl
B KRB AN R B AL B i HL TG B o Llerena 46
NHAT I — T RAEA AT FE R T A1 1
{T:45 (time estimation task)e 1P 92 4444 #l 4 S45E
FF63 24 1E H % FE R AN I 5 Wi 175 Dl (Llerena
et al., 2016), &S GHIFHPRE 73 2UE B
FUIEH A FRN {G3A B2 5. P, P
NGV, KA 0 H B XS R DG 7 s 15t
B W BE 7 7T BB J2 IE # B9 (Llerena et al., 2016).

K o3 Z40E SR N T R BRI R 1Y = E R
O, T HE S BUR A JCIE LA S PR T B AR i
fife B At ANAT Ry o — T 5% R FH B 5 38 R S 0
(ultimatum Game) ¥R A% #fi 73 ZL5E 8 35 E AL 23 ok
KRGS . 1Z S IR P A A M — 2
e, — ARV B BBl 55— A
R RE S5 % (Horat et al., 2018); XA
BB Z T ELE R, IEAWA NERR AN S, .
WFEIEsR T IPAE A F B A 7 B4R B A FRN I
AR TAEICIZAL B P2 I, S5 BR, MARE
ERRBGE I, H FRN A1 P2 AYIRAE AL 5 A f
WATH 22 5 SR, 24 A8 1R e 2 X i A
P2 I B T A S N IR, SR FRN B )
W EAEER IR, AR AR, K b
43 BURE FB A AR A AT Ry O T AE A R B B
(Horat et al., 2018),

B —1HF5E h, Toyomaki 25 A RFHZ AITHY
WG 55, AF9T B PSR A AR S T 77 2k
B RIS B T Y B E B kR FB-LPP 1 3
(Toyomaki et al., 2017). 4553 &7 1E #9876 H &
YRS T FB-LPP BiF shbgom; ksl 2400
BEE HIRPR AT FB-LPP WG shidli. [F
BZ A AT AT R B0 25 SRt b 7 A 2 A 74 )
P B b IR . e UL, IEE A
RAE PSR A A 3RS IR 25 R AP A B A
TN 1 4 20 A 28 XoF 3k 4 I 5% ) LA NPT W BE A7
TE L 35 (Toyomaki et al., 2017),

AR, Ko SLAE A A 2 A R By
BOAAAE S0 A i S B, SR IR 45 2R B i B B Ak
PR A I A — 5. B 70 I L T 3 o v R
e T HAt S PR TIRE

3 WABRERREEXRETR
LA RS, R SR A DAY S g DRI, A7 Ay LA 17 Jg

4.
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[ 5% (bipolar disorder, BP)f & iy A Fe = —
7 TF 4 2 BH OURE 155 5% B 5 28 3 10 1 XU e SR A 7R
R S0 AR AR~ It 3k — 22 il R G SR B s B AR
K(Mason et al., 2014) Y FTHIT B E B AT 2
HE2Z R DR AN 45 2R B B B 1 A O i L 3 3 F
T, MR BIFAEESE ARG R E
1 AU D SR AT R v B i ELRAE T . — 2B 5 X
Ak F 5 & JR A [) Bsf 3 198 ROAH 1 Ja s A S0 A 1) 2
Jh A OG0 HL IS B AT T IR, W AR
B I A T4 .
3.0 WHEBEERRITHMEERSELRE

KR AN

Mason % ATE 2016 4 fff FH 46 &L 4T 55
(roulette task)XT 20 44 XUAH BE A5 £ 1] S 19 JRU:
DL BE S HEAT T W58 (Mason et al., 2016; TR
3)o TERXAME S5, SEI0 38 4 Bl S A 3% DU Aol 5
R, BRI AR AT [E], BRI

T 45 SR 2 e Wb — b BT 0 LA FRAE I IR] 9 R 3

WEHOM N ETRE, RERRESR, Bk
BTN O ik o ek o BFITI SR T 2 R R
% (FRN) . 5T B4 G N1 RS R 5t
WA A A FB-P3 . S5 EoR, M TIEE X
HEONHE, BURH P i A 2 2 B0 B S N1 AN
FRN U575 8h, 36 PH 8 A 196 BRI 1 2 1 B
FTHE SR Y S i P A S o), i AE FB-P3 3R
IR OURH i i £ RIE 5 AT e 225 [l B,

SRR R fMRI 4558 BoR, HIRAY FRN
5 TR B 0 SOCIRAR XSG Sh A o . RS B IR
I — 25 SR U B SUAH [ A5 A8 8 A 0 R B g 1)
TFoRE ), XATREBCL &I AT R, I — DI
fEARTIE 5B K 1947 4 (Mason et al., 2016),
#H—2, Ryu %Al AR A0 AL 2% > (55
R T URH 88 15 B A 40 R S ) ER 3 e 2 il 2 2
AR I TG B . TS S SURH A B A
R R AR S SR R T o E, [
Hoh 2 B HE SR 9 FRIN MG L35 301, 3 156 BH SUAH o
BE R A REH E Ryu et al,
2017)o Ryu &¢ Ntk — 250 5% 00 F A ) 38 e S B4
T T OBURH B A B H RS 0 S AT A S ok
WEBIE IR TR B . MRS R R, IEHE Bl
FE L AN 25 bt 2 5 R BB 32 N S 0 285 SR A
FERAY FRN U, i XURF e £t e 40 8 2 2 9 sk
5500 FRN S0 . [REAT 45 R WoR, BRI
SEARAN AL g R e R N £ . H kit
FHF NN, FRN U6 3l 57 5 7] R WU i 28 5
By — PP ERAE S E (Ryu et al., 2021),
3.2 XHIERFERSHIEREA £ 5 R A tH LR iE )
A R T XSURA e 5 0008 39 6 3 %o 2
TR R N o T RN BGE AFT H, fH
2% ML) W T84T 55 (classic gambling paradigm) X} XL
A S0 S ST A5 A %) i E G Bl A T I, ST
s T FRN A8 F s 45153 87 75 12:45 3 theta 143

F3 WHBERERLEZRMAXEBHR

i e 0 1

LHAL 5 4k

XU 1 IR b B 5 A
XUH % IR B 5 JR % 20 FRN
Mason et al., 2016 I fEHERTIE 19 A FB-P3

XA 1 R B A
Ryu et al., 2017
F20 N, fRHEXTER 24 A

KA 17 125 e % 152 A 34
Ryu et al., 2021
A, HERERIR 30 A

KO 1 8 15 15 00 1 30
B 24 A, fEEEXT R
20 A

Wang, Wu et al., 2021

B 24 A, REME FRN

BE 24 A, FaEl 20 FRN

FRN

L L e o %ok B2, LA 15 J s 1
# FRN FI N1 J 36 sh 358, FB-P3 I
WL E AR,
FH LA B o IR A, LA 7 TR i
MESR PR RIAT 55 A8 00 R0 RS 00 HR 3 3R B 1 A Y
FRN 75l
55 e S IR A A S, U R SR e A
R U BB S RS 2% 4 L L
X - 2% 1 B R R 2 B UK Y

SN AT 55

RIRRSEE N W E. B 1 TR
ITA 2 FRN 0 A 5
EER,
e B L, % 27 R
sompusngey VBRI 0K ) FRN

W SN, T TE B i AT ALY
FRN i 30 o 035 25 5%
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25 IR, RURH B 5 AR 4T 8 X <y S AR R
Rk, LA SR I Sk BURH [ 5 41 AR 40 5 X <
T L T 8 %o AR 22 9 4H BE R FRIN I [) B A
LU AR <R S 45, WU [ A 41 IS 40T S X < S R
ST SR FRN #Y theta B4 F5TIN N, 5
B B8 1Y) FRN % A B2 tH T B A2 R il 2= > gk
AP T EAEAE 3, X — 30135 5 BUR P i 8
B SR ) L ol sh AT Sk DL RN 28 R T PR HE T RE R
£ B (Wang, Wu et al., 2021),

AR E R, RSB PR T U B A
ABIA B A DU B ER 5 FRN GBI R, 2
WA R H Z B A A LB (Wang, Wu et al,
2021), X —45 R 51l R E BN ARAE o 2 ok
B SRR —RE Y, HLANTR 9T 8 R i PR 2 H AR
i R M PRI R B 59 1 FRN W& B AH G
(Liu et al., 2014), X Ui, BEARE AR BH 5
U B A FUATS 10 A 2 R 2 3 HH A AR RE IR, 9 %
H il A5 06 10 FL T B ATH AR AR A 25 Rk

4  SETHR R e — L5

4.1 B EE =7 E i A — L 6 @

AERT B — DA 2 B0 Tk R 04 1 F B 4
G 22/ U0 et 4 AR 0 S DT Al O AT L [ 40 BT, BB
i 5 Bly WA 5 5 il 0 e R 5 R0 T e R e R M
B2 0] DI, Lh an WP % S 2 A G A, i I 2
TG IR A XA ST 1 o SR, BT X X iR L A A3
ZR] A O 2R i o i — 20 WA

5 i R 1 B B R B A K 2 A X ST . A
WESE s R AR i R 0T B B B ERP A3
(Cue-N2, Cue-P3)FI 5 hEHEA A XH CNV JE 2
ANHE SR, 14 7 336 4 i B, i 43 22 1) B4 AR 6 A 37
PE(Novak & Foti, 2015), RIS, 7E2JHIFE B B
Cue-P3 FIZERB B FB-P3, X Wi #83 B 51
TERATAC, XAREE 54 AR X WA A 1,
SR EAT WESE O 48 WoR 1 76 AR s BB Boxl 26
E AT NI - VPl DO VARt O
(Pornpattananangkul & Nusslock, 2015), &4 #F5%
FHIHA T SPN ¢ f1 RewP 7 . FB-P3 fll FB-LPP
W2 R FR . AT KBRS0 T SPN
1 RewP Hi% 3, FE 4 SPN X ASHA E L0 (HD
SRR ) (1 071 SR AR SR, T RewP X iff e 1
1R ARl I o T R (K amei et al., 2018); 5 4b
HHFFE R SPN I RewP 3% 5 22 8] J6 X B 1,

{H SPN FI1 FB-P3 i sli{7-7E 4 (Pornpattananangkul
et al., 2017); AW B /R SPN KI5 SRS BE T
TRGHA R34 FB-LPP %1 i (Pornpattananangkul
& Nusslock, 2015), ZEG XL RKRF, B SPN
I RewP i 7= i B E) 87 DU AR #5630, {H/2 SPN 5
VA 7 RewP P8 KL, KM S50k
R BRE B M PEAS 54> FB-P3 Fll FB-LPP 2 [H]
TEAE TSR I AR .

XoF 2 Jily S5 A5 B BE 14 fii Hi B 4 FRN T RewP
B, XMWHEILTFER —AuEE O R EI, 7R
T TS SCHk L RewP % I FRN 3 1 5K Al ™ 4%
X 4%, AR Z 0 50 4 P 3 0 R () — ol ABE & 1k 47 0
FH o 3K 3 1) 22 5 1T RE -5 5T T DG T 1 2 TF 1
SRR R R A5G . A IS A8 B 33043 B 4
AHF FRN 3t il delta F1 theta 5G4, 4558 BR
delta AT R JhFRAF G S A &, MARTEIRIG %
il Bt 2% B — B K B IR Pk 05 T theta 83 1
Bl R 25 (SRS IE sh A 06, ANMIRTE R Z 45k 5k
FETIT 2 2B — A KA otk % (Bernat et al.,
2015), #E— Al R E AL AT 45 R R, delta
B4 5 HE R Al A% X R G FE A% (X — X 3 1 T
BE T EZX)ESNAE K, 1M theta Kok
TR TR0 8] 5 2 GX — X385 A 00 b 58 S BB
H#Y]) (Foti et al.,, 2015), A MR T
FRN F RewP i (G IFRFIE, 4558 W 22 ol i 2
(B ih 2 B/ 25 RewP JIR K/, T FRN
AN 32 20 25 il e i ) 52 Wl (Meadowss et al., 2016;
Paul et al., 2020), MIXEEHFFEH, 7T LIFE F] FRN
I RewP I A 5 AHX ST 0 2 BRI RE, 2 Jah3RAT
FG 25 (BRAE 513X AR IR A 80 08 R i 75 s AR mT
eI A —HE,

XF 285 B AL T B B 19 55 A B A ik HL B
(FB-P3 Fl FB-LPP), FB-P3 ff & /F B0 BIARAE | 72
AR E % 5 FB-LPP MBS, XA 840
FIREAEAEEE B o YRR S0 3K 19 3 22 (A1 11 DX 1)
IR RREHE, s & FB-LPP H A F|
FB-P3 [l ' (Pornpattananangkul & Nusslock,
2015). KXTXMHENKLR, AWFRLEREER
FB-LPP M FB-P3 I WAHIE R i, #RRBI S
2 ity e B (B 22 1) 22 o /D) A B (Meadows et al.,
2016), WA/ EBITHITT FB-LPP, FB-P3 Hl
RewP Z [H] iy 22 5, 255 7R FB-P3 X 43 A9 01 75
J& P (AN A5 X R R IR BURR, RewP X il
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PR AR 5 i P (AN LE P X L S PR VIR B8UE%, T FB-LPP
W X R B 3 R ORD 4 R N R ORE PR AR A G 3R
(Donaldson et al., 2016), F R AYAF 57 K F — 2L 5
K 4 v 43 A 7 =X, e 3= AR 43 43 B 7 2 (PCA)
(Sambrook & Goslin, 2016)F1H} 45 43 # 77 5 (Watts
et al., 2017), KX 2En] REH S A P40 25Tk, fiE
A5 B 5T X 3k L i 2 (] Y 25 5 DL SRR SO Tk
8 AT BB A B AH LS S B BRI
4.2 G PRF SR 75 HE i A — L (6 @

I PR 1A% P g 28 2 ELAG 3 [RIRE AR I I AR
e sk, 7 I L 2L [R)AE R 09 S ALTDR SO, Y
HAIBF S AR SRR AR B AT BRI o >R R ki i 221>
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Reward-anticipation and outcome-evaluation ERPs
and its application in psychiatric disorders
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Abstract: Reward processing abnormalities are prominent in the clinical presentation of patients with major
depression, bipolar disorder and schizophrenia. Reward processing comprises a dynamic set of cognitive
component processes that may occur temporally adjacent to each other. Event-related potentials (ERPs), as
one of the most commonly used tools to assess cognitive processing with a high temporal resolution, is a
useful method to investigate complex, multifaceted construct composed of the substages of reward
processing. However, ERP research in psychiatric conditions has typically focused on a single component of
reward processing rather than capturing the dynamics of reward processing. Reward processing can be
decomposed into two temporally distinct stages: reward-anticipation and outcome-evaluation, each of which
is associated with different ERP components (i.e., reward-anticipation: cue-related N2 and P3,
stimulus-preceding negativity or SPN and contingent-negative variation or CNV; outcome-evaluation:
feedback-related negativity or FRN/reward positive or RewP, feedback-related P3 or FB-P3 and the late
positive potential or FB-LPP), and abnormal activities of these ERPs are closely related to transdiagnostic
psychiatric symptoms. Utilizing multistage experimental designs and implementing multicomponent
analyses hold great promise to investigate neurophysiological abnormalities during different stages of
reward processing and enhance treatment development in psychiatric disorders.
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