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B E AETICIZAIUE RS HOHIR S A S IR e AR R T L AETEAR B AR ALYE, & B B —LE AR Y
BAFBLE A AT RE IO ACAZ BE AP, 2R 50 AR RMI A R RO o P98 R AR IR B I 21 2t
AT BB, HAE FIBL S B B07 | A B U DR i AT 5C o AR A B U O A B0 U P R B I I, 78
PG YA A SRt EEA TR IBOH IR VE U AL, RGTHRIBCRER MO CAZ LI 55 TR IR L, JF 22l
AT R ) 7 R PR AL . SRR, SRURERIBHAR b A CAZ PRI SR . SO IR Tk (45 R 5 1%
GEHIB—20 . PURSEBUHIB SR IHIR L1250, USRS A T L d e 225 . WRFEa R A 1k

— R NRRMEICIZ LA S IR R R

KGR BRI, RAIHIRE, RIBGHIRIE, BUHR

HES B84S
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RACIZ e Rl A R b BT BEOCE R AR
S, RNF VAL AR B, SR A
AL B 2 RS SR Y B A4 16 £ 2 5 ) B 0k
S, RS B ICAZ S T B S A A BR Y . R
PRICAZIE B J5 B BRI R i 2 MR R RO, 3
— BRI Ry RS T 15 26 TE A2 I S S A AR
(Kim & Richardson, 2010), 422k 5 Bl P 038 (5
F4303%, conditioned stimulus, CS)*5 % HEAE %
{43113, unconditioned stimulus, US)ft X} LLJ5, Uniik
PR IR R, AN AR S AR AL T DR
WO BRSO, BIJ15 T CS-US Z
[B) () 25 P R IR &G o FE A5 P RV A > A5 DA
Je, ARG 2 v A B — A FOx R
SAARNTL, IS5 RT3 K i AR SN 23 3
W, K AR RV IR, A g IR K

s H 3: 2023-10-10

(traditional extinction paradigms) (Davis et al., 2003),
SR, TEMFITRNSE R AR AR B, JER I3 CS-US
BRAICIC I A S i THEAT T B YR 9 B,
R A S T AR I 252 A AR TR 1 1T R 1212, A
M5 5 A B RMEICAZ AT 585, X PRI AH B3
G R e T RME RO R AR R, RIAMARRY
17 M BN, BT o5 L 5 57 13212 (Bouton, 2004) .
H A AR X S5 PR R I IR AT o Fpl 22 A2 )24 Bl
il FES T E R R, HA R E IR R R SUR
TEA R OL T 2t VIR E %, Ry A RIKE
(spontaneous recovery). L% (reinstatement). ZE#T
(renewal) It 3 5 > 15 (rapid reacquisition)&E1 7R X
Jii (Myers & Davis, 2007), 3% % 3 F 118 VI 2k A9 116 PR
FERIT IR R T — A KRG, 297 B e R
H SRR T & BIE AN RNy, H BB 32 2
BT IR R IR K

AR, BFSE N BB AR R AT X 4G B ICAZ

* EF HRRIFEIEA T H (32200899, 32371137), ZE M ASCHERAHF5E I H(22YIC190001), HETEERFF R4S 71 #tm E5%
B3 H (2022M711226), TR ¥4 SRHA R S RHLET H (GD23XXL15, GD20XXL04),
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CS-US By 5, A B DLk ML ST IR
Y2 BRMB ST A iy ), 1042 FRIL 1 T =X
iz M4 . i FILE (memory reconsolidation) 2 45 i
ot — 8 AR U R 1 E 2 ILIE K B e A2 A
J T 14 B[R] P 25 B2 (destabilization), 2R 5 A
fa A 1548 E 1YL #E (Phelps & Hofmann, 2019), 47E
AN B AR A AR AR AN FE E N A AT R B2 ) T
H B B4 i (restabilization) i #2, J5 44 ZAAE 12 %
P 5 B Es T B (Lee et al., 2017; Nader et al., 2000).,
KREHFERY, AT 1 R ERUWR S, R4
fih 3] 5 5 ) 17 15 AH G Y S AF R (RIS R %), H
SRR 2 S 2B A AR E,, AT E AR IL
W B, AEIX Bt ] A (H AT TARS I E] 2 6 /M)
AT GBI SR, AT LAA R k2R &, 3l
IR T A 2408 1Y 4 BUH AR Y5 5K (retrieval-extinction
paradigms) (Kredlow et al., 2016; Monfils et al., 2009;
Schiller et al., 2010). FA—FILBIVERITT N+ T
B, AR IBOH IR O A L H A T e A R UL i B 25
PAAT T I e 4, X AN e 1 B i
M, HIHBRCR U A B fA, A5
%, HA5 E BT RR A 2 857 R R T, )
T s R AL .

IR GRS R O IR O AR AR 2 i
FATEAR KA AR LI (R B S — 5 T AN DL US 1Y
CS Z:H5), (HPIE VT s SRR b 28 4 1 2 BE i 2]
AR . A g IR v 2 I B I 2k AR K
CS-noUS MYIHIBICIZ SR RICIZTE 4, T iC
PCIHIR ;T4 IO B Y 2 S IR AR R AR i 12
EHE, BETHBIIREATRE 5L CS-US B
LW A CS-US BR4h, K Tid e FYLIE
(Chen et al., 2021), ¥ EIBFFEUESE B, $REUNIR
R ARG T B I A A5 {7 #% (basolateral amygdala,
BLA)FF &M AMPA (a-Z -3 2565 I JE-4 570
W) 32 A AR Ak, T AR G T B SR TS AR T It
(Clem & Huganir, 2010). AR e IR AR £ s
R, M TSR, B2 H0H R 2 7E R U 2k
W Bl N AR 0 2 50, w5 A
DRemc 4 A2 55, H A B (Schiller et al.,
2013), X Ud B FAE 2 T _E A 0 DO T RE R 25 5 1 /2
ICAZ LI B8 IR A [ 9 25 2R, R pFoeiiE
W 5 22 ) A — > QB DX i) 2 7 I 1 38 5 5 S %of
CS WA BREUE B 1R 5%, MR X CS B
[H] /Y 2 2% (Ferrara et al., 2023), 1E/) U 55 2 4P 2L
PRI AR I, 3 7080 1 U P45 2 5 23 5 | PR ILIA] it

2, T 30 S PR g A R EE 23 | A IR 2 (Suzuki
etal., 2004) FE P& AEALZTH R, 19X 75 & 1
SRAFERVEBCR S, 244 CS &5 Kic i I E
R, MELEE GluA2 IR AMPA ZiEN 1L, 2
404> CS FHUHIR >, WELE] CREB (—Fhil
LR AR DB R AL AR (Ferrara et al.,, 2021), %%
1M, NFEBEIEIR 8D P Je 2 8 I X2 P LI R0
THIR AR

ST FEILIE R IR AR A2 P2 U B CS 2
BB, (HWH Z R C R RIRL R, HAz“h
FL A (boundary conditions)” ], HIIHG 2 26 4%
PR T ICC A BE WIS UE A Rl e 12 FE,
o i 32 BF 98 3 G T 09 3 Ok 1 R T A R
(prediction error, PE) (Vaverkova et al., 2020) ifi id kK
AR RMREE Y R (. 2R AR R,
TC I A FFIL I I8 2 T 1R 1 5 2 4 B 2 T e,
RIF5 Z e AN 5 B 5 BRAE NN 15 B 22 1) s 21
7% 5 AR LD (Diaz-Mataix et al., 2013; Gershman
et al., 2017; Pedreira et al., 2004), [E#pSL5 2 53A]
S A B RS UEIE R B, PP R R L AR E
B AR 7843 4514 (Chen et al., 2018; Junjiao et al.,
2019; Sevenster et al., 2013), 5% & 0BT [ X 134
BRI A BT ZI MR, SR MRV R R AR E K
SRR A DX ) R ) TOUMA A 5%, B9 S BN R A
G B HH (A Y PE 51 R FILE), (HXAZE T A
B 2B B OHCIZGE & PE SR 0HIB) (Chen
etal., 2020; Exton-McGuinness et al., 2015), [K,
AR IRICIZAE CS BERR A B U A R A
FI T4 7~ 2 R B e 12 B IL T 5 9 3B TR R 4R,
XAE NS Y58 A — o BIESE S HF . NTE
NZEWEFEH, BIF9E3 a  438 n 4t Bt vk ok 2 ™
A B U B DR TR R T AN [R] 0 T 15 ] DL
ICAZHE AR BB B, AT S5 1042 A A2 30
TLIE 27 18 /) 5% 1k (Sevenster et al., 2014); #4MNE/N
FRUBIF 5 v 2 B g oA i BB o ) ) < o B )
Z0 0] Lh5| A iR v 13 4% 1% (temporal prediction
error), [A] B AN [R] 2% B8 B 438 25 7= AR 0 A2 IR 308 1 3
(trace dominance), FZFUHAEE R 5012 IR a0 (0 #dt
[ A T A A2 DAL A B3 P 0L [ 3810 9 2R 1Y) %% 1k (Al fei
etal., 2015),

KA 5T 24 e AR UH IR U X RE S ] 24
/NI )RR AT R G, AR S BIEo E B  BEASCR BT
PIHRZE 1 45 LA | (Schiller et al., 2010), {HAFEZE— /)N
B3 1 B PRI 7 iR s SR O IR Y5 0 5 A S iR
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Ju A AR PR AU 22 5 (Chalkia et al., 2020;
Zimmermann & Bach, 2020), 7E &5 - P RUE AR RS o £
SR E 2 SR BOH IR AR 154 i X
% 2 5t A 2 O A B B R PR, RIS TR
PR RS BN US 19 CS, $RPUHIR#ERE
SEIER R, ] B — s I A O\ 2R 5 Hh — 2
10 4341 5 2 BT B9k o L, A28 P R 4
THAR B 5 A Jirt R AT 2 B B A A JC 4 )i
TCAZHE B ILIE By B, X FhiE 00T $2 B0 1R 4F W) T
g iR, i H R g R — AR i % Ae e,
HIEA RO E, RAFBCRMAEREE L
(Zuccolo & Hunziker, 2019), AR JE1C A2 I [ H#HE,
PEHOH AR Y AR 8 BT 1) S HEAE T B S B fe 15 il
WCIC R, Xt MBI BL ) CS ZREEIT K
JH P e R T 1 7 3R B I bR e 2 AR B3
T TENE SRRV A ) BRI R
v CS R BRI A aEar, £1XF CS 2 BT [E] A 5T
R, HAEEBON 1 a4 Fh0Y CS BERET, HREL
TH IR 8 0 R T A% 8 T R ) R S N T BRACR, 4
SR BR 30 #PEL 3 34y CS ZREER, HREUHIR
BOR SR AR, RICIZ B HE BRI o 7R
(Hu et al., 2018), #RMMiX T CS 2 B4 & X — & F& I
A ar 8 42 R CAZE ) FRULE A 2R, JE ik
FE R BUH IR ORI TR G IR RO BE A R, X
— RUTE NS S5 R AR T Tk IR PR 5%

g5 FTR, B HOH IR I 2B A R K A I R i
5 9 i DR T8 AT DA 2 fR A% e 0 R Y = AR 1
K, R AL SR 8 AR 53 b BB BRI 1R By
Be, v ia) [a] g — s B k] o SR A 9 IR A SR B B
W Bel A AR A iR inic A2 B e MR,
OB B OCAZ R 3R) B E 5| R TH IR 2], R4
HUHIR 54 5005 R RCR S 2= 57, A REUHR
AR TAEGIHR o I DA O 1B Y = R
FHIY A RE S e, A b SR S 8 R AR ST A far 43 L 42
IR Bt e (B 4 o £ MU B ) A REAE AL SR T R
A AL PR BOE R . R T P R 5
A X 4 BUR A2 A a2 195 ) (R L T 38 2T AR ),
AR A% 58 1 1R Y A U AR B IR B, &
FEARBOH 1B T 95 4R 102 PR UL B 88CR, TR 2L
IRV Ko XFik, ASHIFSE SR FH 4 il $2 BBy B 42
B R 0 U PR IR R TS, 7EAR SR Ya X
B LA b AT SR IBOH IR YT A fb, PRIT 52 O 5 I
KXHCAZ I 5 R P, Jf22ilH b
T 1 1 = LA ML o

2% il % 56
2 ik
2.1 #ik

Wi R ARSI . B0 A A 7
HERRKFES S5, BORPAES: 4 K[F—HE]
B2 558 A A R T, A TR
P SRS B A SR, I B8 IE L IER, W
I, B A S IZE S OEWSEREIR, HRAENIRA
SN IR G 26 5555 . AR L T AR RS IR
U B A E A0 B 23 B 2 A BT A (L HE RS
SCNU-PSY-2022-131), FfA Wik d4 176 SC 86 i H s B
A UE AR AR A 18 JH %, S B A . Ak
TR ZE Y P (LA B kL L ) A 35 I 32 T
TE A, A28 B IR FL SIE 0 ) AR 0 DA R S 5 A v A
g AR, B BRI R, A4
XF N AT AT 55 3, I LS HTR e S0 50 7
Hh SRR T AN N, AT LA B ARG A o (o
S A AR RN, A S A DG B A
TR S A AR, R S SR A R S 5 ) 2
TTRE, ARG E HCWlES . X TR
B 4 KRR MPRL T —E B sl 2k, A
FLR BT HE 1 045

KH G*Power 3.1 BAXHEAREMITITE, &
BIRAMRME AR 0= 0.05, KIRLHE1 —p=0.8, %k
o7 R AR K £=0.25, HABRREA Ol 80, BF
TS 90 &, FHRNECH 87 £, WIEH A
24 NG AR R BB SN R 3
N), FRETEE I 18~28 % (M =20.85, SD =2.31). #
P SBT3 4 4, P 1 o fESe
IR (DA TR B), 4 2 AR EEHOHR 4 (VA
TRIFRLL R1), 4 3 AACKAREGH IR 4 (DL R Frdl
R2), 4 4 K 4 BB (LL T RIFR4 R4). 4 4
POKTEAEWS . MR . RRAR KT L AR AT DL R
B T R T R B E 2R, R 1 TR,
2.2 LIed

B X ] AWFSE (Chen et al., 2020, 2021), SZ4
2 A S 38R FH B R S AR L AT R B R 5k I R
Horp—ikE 2 a@ A, 5 —kE R L EOIETT
e, EARDLE 1. PIRhE RS2 BEAR IR, 5 o 6,
PLLIHT BB R (2 PER 960x540) 2 IRAE 16 1
H i S s B e, ARk R IR R 8 s, Horh—
PRI UG 50% AR 2 A B AE 45 1 il 3%
(US, B ), FRl CS+, 3 —Fh il S ¥ s
ANCAEBEIE SRR, FRO CS—, PR A A 7E Bk ik
(AT 30 H A o AR A% 10 8OR A8 e R4S A
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x1 WiSEEEREEHE
20531
A F or xz p
E (n=23) R1 (n=23) R2 (n=21) R4 (n=20)
BB AE (& L) 6 (26.09%) 9 (39.13%) 5(23.81%) 4 (20.00%) 2.29 0.515
EiE 20.35 +4.24 21.43 +3.98 19.95 + 4.16 21.70 + 4.85 0.04 0.990
STAI-T 43.04 + 8.98 42.87 +7.96 39.76 + 8.29 43.00 + 9.62 0.03 0.992
BDI 430 +0.90 5.52+1.03 6.81 +1.42 6.95 = 1.55 1.03 0.382
it R 54.96 + 11.46 50.30 = 9.34 55.38 £ 11.55 44.25+9.89 0.23 0.877

HERRAG IR, RUARR ARG R4, R2 TR IEBOH R AL, R4 X3 4 REEHUHIR 41 . STAI-T: State-Trait Anxiety Inventory,
¢ T £E 8 % BDI: Beck Depression Inventory, Dl mfiififi ., M+ SD,

SR 2o

A T M i MR R R, R R AR A
RO R AZ B TV, R Y RS
]2 200 ms. #ilfE E RS HT S8z iy, Faxt
A, o 2 A AR SZ HEAT 0~9 TR (6T IR AR BE 38 g 3k 14
w0 B IREA T 2B 8 R M AEF IR fg
227 9 N MBIANRRA ), HE AT e %
Gk 8 B R o BEAR AR A S o AR Y il
SREE, TEREA LI SRR PR EEAAS
2.3 MEIEHR
231 RKRKERMNE

S B EE S (Skin Conductance Response, SCR)
i3 Biopac 4= F1Z S MP36 L 1000 Hz YR FER
TR IR o AR 2 AL AN B 43 ) i 42 3
AT EEMEA R mis e E, (FHERE S
% [ 45 85 Biopac Student Lab 4.1 #4754 704 o

X T AE 0 S B PR ) SCR 44l Ak 34 -
TSGR F RSO AT U A B, SR P AV 1 O
(1 Hz), HEBRMEA TH0; FHR, XA R CS+HRI CS—
HEATAMHT, ] CS RIS 7.8 s (19 SCR 1 K {H Ght
FH 22 CS EIAT 1 s M F I (AR %t
CS A4 Bz JIk B JU G B2 07 {EL(Sevenster et al., 2013), 4%
&, A g R B AR T B AT AR OE,
/NT0.02 ps HY R FEICAE 0, ffa ¥ A Bl b
HEALAL 3, DL R AIG 20 A5 i 2 (Schiller et al., 2010),
232 FWMBTEEERTHAEREN

ARWFFAE L Thiele 5 A (2021) 7775, WSS
58 > 15 B A B AR B B gl aons v o o 30 A = 00 75 44
PEEME . DALY Rescorla-Wagner 5% £k 27 > F AU

AT A 152 1 8 4 T 4 OO AR B B 45 1 T X kg
AT R AR/, B GE WLA(1).
Vi =V, +o*(R-V,) (1)

VAR BRI t A9 25 M R A Bt S
FIE T REME M TIE, o REREE 2= %, BIAhE
PEBE AT 0 F 1 Z B — A58, 7ERME T
FEPOH IR B B A A RBUE; R A S2Pr B 2
P NAE, TESRACA T )RR i A (Ot HL i
)BT 3 Sl AN TR, 320 £ % 7 8 008 4 2
K/NET R-V,, BIEAESAERNE S bR A T B S
ST U T 9 22 5

FLF PP B WA 7 L, TR AR R
SAFERE B 2 IRT 6 s FERIA T Oy Bk
SIS T 2 i R0 £ R R AT BE R A P
W%, RN 0~100 (0 fRFRAFHEH BT, 100
RE—E BB T), BOAVIGES 50, PP
E ARV YA OB A vl et i, BRT
TR 7 TR Ry B SO DIV 3 G o VA a2 s 18 = =9 U
T B T AT AR VAL AR B, DAl i A
25 5 RPEE 45 R SE e | AE TS 2250t B T L
BLRSEAE Ry, B BT BB s A S — A e R i AT b
HEALAL R, LA BEs — 1 CS+RISE—1> CS—I1
BIE . RYHE ST 15 K AR O R B B BT A T e LY
e KA e d5e/IME 2ZE A A AR TEEA T VU AL IE (Thiele et
al., 2021), EHEtrifEf SRR E AL R INA K (2) %
NRGFIR.

V=Ve= Vg nese =Vigaes-) /2 )
Vinin = min(min(V)) ®)
Viay = max(max(V,)) 4)
Vit = V' =Vinin)/ Vinax: =Vinin) (5)

PIFR AL = T 5 (T3 A 1l S P 2V s
MAE R RIEA A, AHH A CS Hliik (CS— K&
ANPEBE R 5 ) CS+)XF R Y RIE M Z 852 > 75 BEAY
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%56 5

G —A> CS—HIHOT L 9 A5 o £ B AEL; A7 FE 1Y
CSHXTRE Y R H i858 2 15 B B dieJi — 4> CS+%F
I AR AL T P A (B R AR AL R 50%, By
K(6O)IR
R:{Rﬁﬂﬁz\@%ME%ﬁé¢$
Rewt = Vaymmrass—tcst /05

DL 1R Beas Bl 56 — 1> CS+ M CS—Hrififb &
WL R (29 (A 1 W T I R LRV, s A
0.01 FFhf, FUHEIN 0.01 2505t > 3B BE . $RBUH
BB o 1T 72 A IR R, A B Bl A
1B 5 T PRE IR 22 /N 2 2 3 o, I3 31 LA B2 B
A B B o SEREAE iz 4Lz Bror 21 %5 NV,
K, BBeg 2 R o SR R E R FRAA (D),
R p CS+A CS—F ik LA THIA vV, ; $EfHE
ft. Rescorla-Wagner 5 k2% > 5 A0 rb F 48 15 10
SRy RV SR BB AR BOH R B Be 45 €S ik
X 0 B TIHH B R R/
24 LWRRF

SCOUFR M g ] DL K SE B 1Y i3 AT Xl o
E-Prime 3.0 fKPF5E . 9286 MALIy 4 R0, fKik
HE—RIG ., B REEHER ., 5= RKA KK
R EAEN, BRI Z 30 4r8h,
HARAH B[] B 24 /BT, 55 2K 55 =R X
S H A ISR | R R ) DL K R ] B
7] ¥4 5 55— KA

B RAME BB ik A S = 5 S
N BOHIE, #IAEAS AL AAR 18 Ji % 5, Eilin
B RS IR A eI, B T S 2 AL
BRES, RFESRSEERERS N MR 3
R, GG 58 UG 4 e R S A A
ALFE Bz Bk AT TR o IR USRI T 4R 2 %
PEAT H A BR RE A T, FR A ORRE Y U T Y [
10~60 V. SEEGFF AT 2 ikl 2k > 4 Mk, B

(6)

2000 ms

6000 ms

0 100
— BT

Aehgad 50

PR IS A8 SR N 5 BT R E XS0 . IE S0
A S TE R e B I —AS 2000 ms FOZL TR <+,
B 3 D BEPLF P S 3 CS+. CS—HIM IR A J US
TR P R W A%, A CS LA A 5L EE 8000 ms,
W 45 5 B A IRl s BE 2 LA ] ) 6000 ms.
JIT A BR B PR T 1 CS+H U T Y A B R O R Y
200 ms 28, B d7AHE S 200 ms, A5 B H B
124~ CS+A1 124> CS—Hil, Hirh 6 A~ CS+AERfiHL
(RIER 50%)HEE 1. 4. 5. 8, 10, 114 CS+Af
B (Y BERLT 51); 6 — AN [EE N CS—, A
[i6] % R ANHT HLIY S+, DAWCER B A0 CS B w1 46 93 19
PEALME; CS ik 2Z [6] ] F& (Intertrial intervals, ITI)N
8~10's, M) pds 2 BLTH O FAE, BRI R
{EREAE R 2 15 KT o S0 45 s 2R gl 4
KR S Z M B REREOC R o SEI0 R s S B
TR 2 FiR .

B RAREUCS IR BB . SEIG T A UG )
PO R RICA B — KD HME R, JE5 TR
SIS R RE S H AR — R BRI . 104 bk
FHT R A 42 T U AR B 2 S MP36, L
SR B B R A — P 8 i L R L 4R
BUK BN 0 AUSEI 4l (40 E) B 30k A IR B BL,
THIB B BERENLEPE 12 4> CS+AI 12 4~ CS—, BIAfE
By RBGREEN 1 BSEER A RD)F 1
AR B CSHEATHRI, A5 AR E 10 min
FRAE AR B B, MRS ) B O R — B i KR
9 min [ HPERAT . FEBOR A B Ry 2 FT 4 1S54
(4H R2 FIZH RN Zr5HIR AT 2 B 4 AT L 1
CS+iFATHEEL, ARG WK E 10 min PR ATHIR B
Bro 7RI BUH R BB, bR T O R
00 T P e 4k, # T DATE I B T AT
BHFZ Y T YRR T

B KA RWKE MG B gl A5 =,

2000 ms, /5200 msH iy

8000~10000 ms

K2 Al e i e B e A
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IREL R A SRS . LT IRIG, & eAE bR b
B 2000 ms MLT RS+ PR MR TE R, AR5
BEMLEBE 12 4~ CS+AT 12 4~ CS—, HAERf L 7,
RRMEICIZE RO, B BEE SR P g b
TR e i bR b, TR s T BUbs e W U
T 2% okt e o R Bl Y T BB ET T PR

B DU R M B A B B g A SR
=, IR SR LRI RS, Sempil R
HEL AN TOE R H g, B RS ] 200 ms.
HL R 1000 ms. AR5 1EBAARE 5 min, fR 845
HIGREENEEL 12 4 CS+HAN 12 4~ CS—, ¥IRfkpfir
i, M R P E A O . B R T X
A PR P REME A TIVE, SRS A 4 T o2t .
SEYG R R ) R AR R o A I 5 A s T R 22
2% 1 N 5% (Sartor & Aston-Jones, 2014; Shumake
& Monfils, 2015), BRI AE 3 Fis,

3 SERANR

31 EBBERNASWER

4 HPHATERVE S | SRR . AR IRE I
TR B Be Ak L) SCR B UL AN 4 Fios o

W R B W 4 S B BT 2
CRIBEZER . CS+, CS—) x 2 (B : MR —Fik
W BTG —FRK) x 4 BN Z N K EZ D
W EHT . AR oR, RIS AR RN
F(1, 83) = 37.89, p < 0.001, n3=0.31; B BLAl E 5500
B3, F(1, 83) = 67.36, p < 0.001, n; = 0.45; Hl3#%
RUFLL AN P A BRAN AN B3%, F(3, 83) = 0.92, p =
0.435; B BERIZ A A58 HROW A 3, F(3, 83) =
0.43, p = 0.732; HESSABIFIRY B 138 BRIV AN b 2,
F(1,83)=0.18, p=0.675; HF4IH - By BORZL 35
LHBHNARE, F(3, 83) =031, p=0.817; #[H]2
SAREE, F3,83)=1.10, p=0.353. ;i1 4 4165

X CS+HI CS—HYRME S N BARANAFAE W 25 5%
SRR R (IR 7~12 MKTOR CSHAT
CS-Hy SCR #ATECXIFEA t K4, 45 WoR, 4 E
2R EE, 1(22)=3.18, p=0.004, d=0.66; 41 R1 2=
SR, 1(22) =2.04,p=10.027,d=0.42; 41 R2 57
W3, 1(20) = 1.92, p=0.035, d = 0.42; 4 R4 Z5H
F,1(19)=3.99,p<0.001,d=0.89, XLEZERPIHT 4
AR R 2T 15 T X CS+BY AR R
BT RRVMENGE B BE: X 4 41 BR B By et
72 GRS R, €S+, CS—) = 2 (BrBt: WHiBMAT—
Fakk . HIBME —PR) x 4 AW EZHERE
A TT 25081, SR WoR, R Y 328500 bk
%, F(1, 83) = 27.64, p < 0.001, n} = 0.25; BB £
N 2, F(1, 83) = 89.26, p < 0.001, 0} = 0.52;
PR ARV B A58 BN AN 3, F(3, 83) = 1.02,
p= 0.390; BB RIS AN A BE, FQ3, 83)=
0.30, p = 0.824; Hl SRR By BE (1) 38 B AU 3%,
F(1, 83) = 15.02, p< 0.001, 0} = 0.15; IR B
B A4 ) 22 BN AN B3, F(3, 83) = 0.26, p =
0.853; ] ZEFEBE, F(3, 83) = 3.32, p = 0.024,
ne= 0.11. VAW 4 41830 18 B B A9 i I S A7
WAL TR AR B B T 22 3 A
Ja BB IR UOE AR E (4 R1, R2. R4 1975IR
RUJEHBR THRBORR A CS—, HH T R i [F] 45
By CSHAI CS—EA740 8, ULIE 5), AT LUAR RS
A ) SRS BT 7 A ) B R H B g AR 2L R 25 S TR
Ja A &K 5T — B BOHAR B 45 R A — 2 1Y I,
T 2 PR A R T IR B B B fe 1 MR CS+
F1 CS—Hy SCR(HHATECATFEAS t K5, JoiikS A5 )
HiR, RIAH E ZRAEE, t(22) = 0.97, p= 0.345;
4 R1 ZRAEE, t(22) = 1.71, p=0.101; 4 R2
SARZE 1(20)=0.39, p=0.699; 4 R4 %50 E,
t(19) = 0.89, p=0.387, UL 4 HI5E M T RMEIEIR

#F—X BZXR E=X SBOX
18 RS E R aERE e
4 RS cst
12CS+# HiR4H. 1CS+ . 11CS+ )
(6t [ 20, 0min - oos— |- pegr |2AR,| 4us SR acst
BieR T ) PHREBHEA: 2CS+ 10CS+ 12CS— 12C8-
12CS- 12Cs-
PULERIHIRAL: 4CS+ 8CS+
12CS-
‘ ]
Y
SRS IR

K3 RS AR
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— i —o o— HIHE —e o— ALKKE —e o— HE —e
1.0 E: f£400HiR4Hn=23
0.8
@ o6 —o- CS+
& - CS—
# o % % &ijﬁ%
0.2
0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
N SN 0 A NV SRR o P AP S
1.0 - R1: BARFEHIHIRZHA=23
0.8 - CS+
-o- CS—
Zoer {
3 04t
021 é%%ﬁ%é
0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
) o A X, o ©
Ny N N O N
1.0 - R2: WKIEBUHIRHn=21
g
%
g
2
Bl 4 AP AREICAZ 15 . RBOHER . B &K E DR I B B i Bz Bk F R R
Ve BRARIRFAW, IRELL I RIRIER .
0.6 E FLH5 1 (Chen et al., 2020; Schiller et al., 2010), A
R1 R . .
= R2 T RGOSR RS R TR AR, XF
& 04 T R4 4 PARIEAT 4 (L) x 2 (BB — AR L [ R
% RO PR R EEZ N & 22500, 2Rk
¥ o BUR U 9 E AR B, F(1, 83) = 0.05, p = 0.830;
’%ﬂ . A TR B, F(3, 83) = 0.12, p = 0.95; ik
@ UL 3 F) 32 FA8ON 2%, F(3, 83) = 4.85, p = 0.004,
02 . . My = 0.15, T BA N [ (1 $E EC2% 3 K 2575 Ok i s 7
" NTyT——— ‘ T ‘
IRk ABIRETHT K B I B 25 , ETTR BN 4 TR B, 4
K5 AARBUS R THBR IS 0N E %3, 1(22)=-2.47, p=0.022,d=0.30; 4] R1

B RRGGIHIRAL, R1ACR A RARBON R 4L, R2 fRF BRI
BUHIRA, R4 3R 4 WIRHUHIR . *p<0.05,
PRGN 0 : ST AEGE, {22000 i

k- E8, 2 v (mean differential skin conductance response,
mdSCR), BRI CS+F1 CS—HY K7 ik B s v 2 240 &

ZRARFE 1(22)=1.08, p=0.290; % R2 =53 A
F,1(20)=2.03, p=0.056; 4AR4ZEF AR EF, 1(19)=
0.74, p = 0.471, 15 B8 42 HUAE 52 el Bt 5 1) T4 1R 2%
A, BFohdl E B RBUS R HEHTIHR, el S
HAth 3 HA BEZER
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F RSB 534 . S5 AT, R —
THIE IR — MR B =K A KWK E B — K
K mdSCR 2w E 0 B &K 146 4F5(Chen et al.,
2020; Schiller et al., 2010), HEX} 4 410 P~
UKFEAT 4 (251 > 2 (RUR) A PR 2R A2 0 1y 22
SR, 2SR B TR B E ROV B 3, F(1, 83) = 18.31,
p <0.001, np = 0.18; LAY FRUNA E, F(3, 83) =
0.63, p=0.596; B UCFIAL A 1Y 28 B AN 3, F(3,
83)=0.37, p=0.778, VLHAEIR I CS+AT CS—AY 2251
R SO A R B =R T W B, A
H RV E RN AFAE . R T 34 R 45 28 1 &K
RN KN, ATR AW 8 58K mdSCR
HAE R T, HE— XS A B &K AT
AT IR 4 A RIHIR B e — AN A R IR E
55— K A mdSCR S#EATECXFEA t K240, 255
N E 25, 1(22) =-2.70, p=0.013, d = —0.56;
HRI ZRARE, t(22)=-1.47,p=0.155; 4L R2 %
S, 1(20) =—-3.01, p=0.007, d=—0.66; #H R4 %
FAREE, 1(19) = —2.09, p = 0.050, }iHI4 E F1 R2
F &R0 B &, AEEFE mdSCR {H M THIB )5
— MR B A R S — Rk BT RS,
1Ml R1 AT R4 A k8053 A3, A &= 200
AN, BEAMA LI T 4 41 A R IKE B — K
KW mdSCR & A e ] 22 5%, 250 R 4 4[]
WA EPIA N W 2 5% . LG UL Eor sl
ULAAAH L T4 E A1 R2, 41 R1 Fl R4 0] LY 55 A7 2
IO B R R ETRRE, 4 dpak A & 2 i
6 i

BB E RN T S HAE, K=K

*k

0.6 -

S <o
S e
T T

SCRZ{E(CSHHCS-)

(=]

THIBF—Blk H AR T —1RK

K6 #KdAREICiZ A KRWKE BN
I EARFRAGIHIRAL, R1ACR AR BON R4, R2 AT BRIE
BUHiR4H, R4 R 4 R BUHIRA . ARWE B=H K WE 5 —
AR SCRAE — THIR 5 — MK SCR{E (Schiller et al., 2010),
*p<0.05, **p<0.01,

B &2 i Je — -l Uk B 5 U K A Y AR — K
A mdSCR A8 fb it/ A 2 5 #1945 FR (Chen et al.,
2020; Schiller et al., 2010), B JeXt 4 41 H9 > i
WRHEAT 4 (A 5]) x 2 GRUK) Y PR 2 0y 25
AT, 4R R BRI A ERON B 3, F(1, 83) = 34.87,
p < 0.001, 05 = 0.30; ZHAIAYFR A RE, F3, 83) =
1.72, p=0.169; KK A48 EAEFA R E, F(3,
83)=12.03,p=0.116, UiAIEER [ CS+HT CS—AY 25l
B RO A = KRB R ML T B LT,
RAHE HNAFAE . I T AR I 45 21 ) RV
RN KN, TATR AL N K mdSCR
A b 1 7 20, HE— 45 0 4% 41 19 25 4 0 R AT 4y
Bro 43%F 4 200 H RV i — R FVE 2o
— MK A mdSCR AT ECXTFEAS t kg, 255 WoR
HEZFNE, 1(22) = —2.48, p = 0.021, d = —0.52;
0 R1 ZRATE, 1(22)=-1.07, p=0.296; 21 R2 22
S, 1(20) = —4.95, p<0.001,d=—-1.08; #H R4 %
SR, 1(19) = —4.46, p< 0.001, d =-0.99, PiHAZ
E. R2 I R4 ZVHE @00 W W, (APLTE mdSCR {H
B B i — Ak B A — N A BT
W EREEIN, M R A &I E 3G, R
NRNBAE . BEAMEA LR T 4 4 E B — Ik
) mdSCR JE R AF7EAI M 2 5, 45 /R4l Rl 3%
/NT4H R2, 1(20) = —2.74, p=0.013, d =—0.60; £ R1
BE/NT4H R4, 1(19) = —2.14, p=0.046, d = —0.48,
BRICZ AN R ENAN B EER . %8
LB g, v T4 R1, 41 E. R2 fil R4
ANAT Lk 55 )5 A RMECAZHE US B H S R E KN
FREE, 4 AP E AN A 7 iR .

02

SCRZH(CSHBCS-)

(=)

B R IKE fa—iRik EEA—RK

B 7 ARSI E B AU L
T ERERAG IR, R AR ALRIEIONRAL, R2 RFDK 2
HUMIR AL, R4 AR 4 ABBUN R4, R E@EE=-F#HFHE 1
i SCR fH - A kW& )5 — KK SCR {H(Schiller et al.,
2010). *p< 0.05, ***p<0.001.
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TUNAS R K /N2 S, PR VB 28 =R CS+HRIK
PTG . 15X 4 4L EBON B B BE CS+
) US EW AT 12 (B8 KAHAR) x 4 (451)
PR IR R A 25 e b, AR R, ki 3=
RN B, F(11, 869) = 56.65, p < 0.001, n; = 0.42;
HE 2 FARE, F3, 79) = 0.49, p= 0.690; BrBAl
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HA A BN A B, F(33, 869) = 0.87, p = 0.674,
Ui 4 AR 1R B B R R RN A 2 AR AL,
B 4 HZ AN E 25

S ARG 0y BARS B B an gk 2 i
IR0 ARPEATAIRLA A% 2 55 — R Ay i) T 4
wA/NMZ A E 9 frR

*2 HANATESH

21 51 o model error average PE
E 0.18 0.14 0.19
R1 0.27 0.12 0.12
R2 0.18 0.09 0.15
R4 0.24 0.14 0.14

H: ERREFRMGSIHERA, R1 ARFRAUERBUAIR A, R2 T IKIE
BUHIRA, R4 f83 4 IIBBUHIRA . o JEE KR MY2E 2] %, model
error NG 1R 9%, average PE WAL 0 4 GRS K
B PE 26 XHE 41

0 ..-----..------...-----....-----....------...----....-------..--’-:---.
E /v/'/
-1 Rl
= R2
wn
Q 02 | ¥+ R4
= x
& o3l
=
=)
—04 |
-0.5

1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 1011 12
KRR
Ko LB K 12 AR 72 A i B s 1R
H: ERRFAGIHEEAH, RTAFRAREFIEIERH, R2 3B H#
PR 4L, R4 03 4 WHRBUNIR 4 .

X} 4 B K CS+H PE(HIEAT 12 (R KR
FHRIR) x4 (ZH51) AW A 3R 805 I a7 22508, 45
W R, BRI ERN B3, F(11, 869) = 1176.79,
p<0.001, n> = 0.94; AHIZEFEE, F3, 79) = 15.49,
p < 0.001, np = 0.37; BXYCHIZH A B3¢ FHL RN bk 3,
F(33, 869) = 5.10, p < 0.001, 0} = 0.16, Pl 4 41 4%
R KA A7 7E B AR AP R ] 22 5%
HE—L 0 R PR R1 255 — K PE {728 b IR B 3 K
THA 3 4, 4 AR RT1 KM PE EHM/NEIK
W ZE RI<R4<R2<E. 454G KRR NETR, AKX
PR AL R1FD R4 PR B B4 i 4 ) B 4k 52 3%
W, mirE E AN A R PRBE S A o 4m i
REE HEMRCR, X 48 PE KNG —E
BINY o Z54 B Ik v DL B U 48 2 e fb 45 51, T LA
A — R A ™~ A 19 PE B (L3 2)

/N, = RIS DY R (Y SR A
4 e

AHI 5T SR B K Bk FL S I R O T B FR A, 45
& A1k #) Rescorla-Wagner 3R b2 S BRI -5 PE &
feti 2k, 5745 50 1B Y0 =X m 4 O IR e U e iy
ST R, R T AR I AR AN R B O R R
Pror AR ORI IR PR B, TR AL 4 FioAS [F] 42 2 77
B PIE O AZGEIHR . FRRER IO IR . SRR HL
THIB A 4 WHRBGHIR, HEGX 4 Mg ol T SRt
PICICIHBR RO . 5 R A, 75 4 Al A 5=
FERY A FTEAR T 2VMC 2R T, A &R
W, RBEBOHIRA A 4 RIEHOHIR A 2HHE A
RIRERNAA R, Bl T —E R E A ERE
PIHIRCR, A% 58 7 18 21 AR 1 BT R 20 0] i R
TR H R RN . TERMAE g, HA
BAVR AR BSR4 10 7 — 2 A 3 2R E R RUR,
AR 3 A4 B 1 B i) R R RGO o A, 5
TR 4 HPA R CSHR I WL TN K U A DR A
S5RRW], WOt CSHE Rl L o 1Y 3200 I v
A R AT T ) 22 5, (B7E RO AR R Ak TR
AR BUHIB B K CSHRWR ™ A 1 T 4
BRAS IR T ek, BRI A R /D
41 RIKXHBEXZWEREREXHENL AR

EUEIRSEX

FEAMFIE T, BARME K CS IR L 44
PRI R (12 4> CS+RT 12 4> CS-), H i T 25
PRI Bl A AN R, AH R AR R A T
ANTF A S5 A P AR I BRASCR,, UL S R Y
A P BOH IR b R rh, B T HE B0 50
IR T 2 — 2 B I (R [E] B Ab, i Bk i) 45 Xt
TR AL (B 1R AR A )t B O H B,
TEA S 0 v AT G 11 18 1 2 1 42 B 1R 1 % 1k
iy 2H ) B R SR O IR 4, #0if) TREfESE =,
REMASE J; MOBOR AR U IR AR 4 2O R 240
BIRREEIE MR 2 &, REUR L TAE 500
iR RZMETE BRSO . B ErE B BOH R RCR L TR
SR MBEE T, REUEIELL N RENKSE: &
RN ERME (cued fear conditioning) K A 1~3
A CS HEEL, IR S M RYE (contextual fear
conditioning) ">k H] 2~4 /3-8 AT 2R BE, /N T EIK
THIX R FR I S B A ] R 2 BUR U IR R 25
G RYIEL Y Bk FL A #4(Raskin & Monfils, 2023), #&
M, FiROETE 2 R W) 55 RMERE AL, 7E NS 551
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PERARBIAL th A FEL A XS B =, AW T NS
B ERE T SRR S IR A5 A, B S
W B 40 43 55 R 1 g 1 IR u UG Ak R S U IR Y,
P PR B I 2 M R IBOH IR SR W B, 2 4
BRI (R o 14> CS B0 A e b i o) .

ZHT X AR, AT, HAERA
) R A T R 118 B ST A 9 X 6 T P L T 3,
ML GeiH RS R B TIH R 2= 20, P S Ll
JRBEANTR] o A 5T e BEAE AL G 18 I IO IR o
o, WG CS EIARTE 1 HTA R A SR
M, B CS WAL B, BRI Z A B H B
T v, ARSI IR YA AR S T A T K2,
FEEUH IR E A 1E H (Cahill & Milton, 2019),
R R I PR AT Ak S O A A, (HARIOH IR
I 08 72 S5 W) 7E RS AT 75 5 2 v 3% BR A4 AH (] i 222
JGH M ¥ (Khalaf et al., 2018), MAMAH 55 & 3L
TESMU A~ #% (lateral amygdala, LA)H1, 1% GluR1 i
B AMPA ZAIRTE—K CS RIF B L, (4
BORIRHAE 1 /NS 5 K CS BIP R LB
e, FECLA 1 AMPA 32 {A4 T 8L 880, CS-US
W45 LG5, SRMAL G0 i 8 20 WA X A 22 1k (Clem
& Huganir, 2010; Monfils et al., 2009). /£ sh ¥ i 52
it ] H 92 2H 2340 27 oF L3042 0T 1R FA% e IR i
TG ERA AT AL E . ARV 25 5, XS
SRR, & IOH B AL G20 1B 5] 2 B AR AL
WOk B, B B A o R Y HE R0 ) 1k (Khalaf &
Graff, 2019; Lee et al., 2015; Tedesco et al., 2014),
W, ALGE IR TS A ALy SR O IR Y U i R K
PLIEE AR, J&— RV A0 L5 53 1 HL iy A2 1k,
e WU e AR S A Sy 78 e A G v 31 B )
YER.
42 BIYLEFEFHAEIEZES) G EFMTIEILIZ

HBRBR

HIE AR IR 2 3 A5 = Rk 7 & A
RARAE R ), IEABEAR S Y H A ) MR BRYE
TR SR AR R S 0y 1 T IR, oS R 55
SIRARGR T B8 23 B K S R X
FEARGE A —BUAE DL, e DL AR RS DL S PR A
ALV & & (Haaker et al., 2014; Lonsdorf et al.,
2017)0 R T PFAR A 7] 22 08 Hof < X 41 BB 1B 91 U
THERSCR I, APFRRA T 4 RIYERE,
BEt oy PR, SRR 24 /NS 34T B &K
W, FERE 24 /IR T RV R EE B R 4B
SRR, FRREEBON IR A TES — K 55 UK

AR A A BT TR BB R I B Y 1 R R R AR
B RAR S A O, T R R A K I ROR R
M7 4 YRF BT AR 2 AN AE 26 DU 5K 1) S B A A J3 By
Ok PR B RO, AR R Y A R AR R A A
T R BRI Y B A RS0, 1 A A o R
A R RORB A . 56 AT AIESE, FRATHY S5 5
5RO BN T TR SRR R EAS R I R SR
RYPH SN ) R4S P9 IIL [ 38T (reconsolidation
update) DA K 4 1B 2% >J $# 5% (extinction enhancement)
(Vaverkova et al., 2020),

BTG IR IR R BT A S h A
K, IR AR R I F 245 G0 1R A2 X R BOH
IR AR b — AR O BEA T ko, HRYEtE N T
AL GE T IR T B RME AL R IR (H RS
HAMZHE) . BR T HRBOH R XX R 555 R
0 A T HUA A 8] 1 U I BR AL Ab, 8 35—
KL HEIR A TR — Ay AR, X
R T IR A e R I IR IC IR B, RS
SR AR L 5w S B A A, A R 4 ) e A P REL AR
BUNE, W03 # B (gradual extinction) . BT B
(vicarious extinction). ¥RJE{HiK (deepen extinction)
ZE(Golkar et al., 2013; Leung et al., 2012; Shiban
etal., 2015) A& A, HAW R EL R FITH
PR PO IB O A R T IO I B, A Le 42 I
TH IR Y A 58 45 2RAR nl BBt )2 ik T T 1B 2 ) 1 o,
QSRR A e HR R i L B — Y T T B 23 3 R
H|(Monfils & Holmes, 2018), A #WF5¢# 1/ 51
PRV EASE Y 3 R S IR B A T AR B Bk Bt
HEATRERIE A SE e 21, 45 2R 2 A e A2l ik
(THUS 24 /NwE)y P B RE LI T BRMER B N, H
FEBHEZ IR (TG 3.25 /NP EA X .
TSR T AP I T B e S s S A2 It v 25 H B
TRYER R, AR BT IR A T RN 25, KR
T BUH IR J5 M 8CR BE % 7 B sk, S BIEh
W 7E N 8 5% 1 PR RY B A oh 4 B (Chen et all,
2021; Ponnusamy et al., 2016). K, AHFFEH HLIK
PR AL 4 WRARH L AR IR il 2 H 7 &k
52, (AT REVE KA TRl A AL o DA SE 585 7 SR 1 0 4k
SEIR T DRI, A2 BOH 1B 412 5L T A2 I
BB, AEF R E R IR E, BT LLSE = RI&A
BRME H RS R B E AR 1012 B S 008 R 7 Al L,
H RSB I KA AN 2 I AME Ak 1 4 IR
THIR 2R TR 2% T 1o, B a4 7 0 1Y) 7
IRICACIRIE 5 [ IR RIS B e 4, 725 =K A
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RN M T R IC T2 5 L, ELBE 2 B ) 4 37 3,
S5 VU R I R e R T8 e AN i SR R RV R 2, ZMRE
%o W A Rk A BRAE bR, ASHIFZT X T R
BRI A RE M, 5 2038 75 45 A I Rl 238 B i
PLgSIE
43 FEMKIIEZWMTHAEIRNSFIZIZNEIR

E 2 HIR i

FE2 A VIS RBRZE L IC IR, EAREET CS
TERRZ T JUAORE & R IC A2 B . AR
(C1ZFe3k) . FILE . “limbo” (4 T F-I A 5 141E i1
HRIERIRES) . THIR, BIICIZ 2 bl 25 5 82 i A 388 Jin i
iE [ml AN fiiriz (de Oliveira Alvares & Do-Monte, 2021;
Kida, 2023). MAPFMZAR S0t 5% v & 300 87 1Y)
CS ZFESFEUCIZHILE, RN CS R
Sl kIR, RPFEIUS LA ariz 56 ) Lk T 2
FE AT, RMEICAZ 23 B A BT [R] Y 35 i v B P I
& i R I firk %% H 1B 2% 2 (Bustos et al., 2009; Suzuki
et al., 2004), WF5E K BR, T EHAA A1 AZ R PN A0 i 45
- B 22 1 40 B A 5 8 5 3R (extracellular signal-
regulated kinase, ERK)R 751042 MA-FF-I [ 31 1
TR A AR o AR rPORE R O, AR XA R
ERK 7] LIAE R —A 40 F I SR TH BR UL, 8 3
1418 2% >J (Fukushima et al., 2021; Merlo et al., 2018).
SR, e ieAZaE A FROLIE 25 | &4 AR 2% ) 1) 2 7%
B 23 R AN [F) 52 00 i B 4R s, AT H s
A ) B U R BRSO T AR 2 2T, AR M X
AL E R B AR SRR K S5 BB R
U 8 B X2 P LRI IR i AR, 5 2
H—RIE CS 2R 51 & T WLz fk

ELHT % RERESICIZ R L . LI TR 353
TFRERIR SN2 S HE, K CS-US B4 iy Fiin bz sehr
A A 1Y 22 S (R FSUD 4858 ) 2 B A 4 B 1 A2
13 FE L) (Vaverkova et al., 2020), K, HEHCR B
| & B P At R e BT R T I IR I P L
IR NTEDLEE . AN £ AR 5E K CS+
U= A M PE K/MW ARSI A, H AR
HEARE, (R R T IR G & B PE R/NAN ],
Ipfa] AR AR 12 MR G R PE R/NVE S A
225 . NS R P A 1 A8 T B2 R B Bk 42
BUHIR A W& KT HAL 3 41, W TIASR kA
MUNEIRAR I R1 < R4 <R2 <E, 5 4 #Hp 2L
PRI BRRBOR i IRHE A2 AR AT o 3K 0 I SR B floh & i
1YL E AR AR T A R FE b Lo e PE (B R
%, AR T HURU= A0 PE R BE T Y HEL 3 4%

RAFIR, PE (HBRBOR LS. 1A, RATEBI
BT 3 AN RBOHIR AR B Bk = A1 PE K/h
Z5, 584 R1 — M EBGKK =41 PE K/NK
0.41, #1 R2 Wi HEHUA U™ 4 1) PE B iR 0.65 (3
H>4 0.32), 41 R4 PUAMREUAR A1) PE S
1.13 (3{EH 0.28). 1T LLE HIRATIC T Fralifk S 42
B BT A = AR B S PE sk 4R EUR A — ik
W PE R AU it/ Aris Nz Ak TS BB, |/
P& T B A 1 /N B 10 AR [ 5 2 T
1B I A R A B oR Al e, TR KOR
[, AR T fi A2 2 BT A 1 U ) T B 15 LA o o
KRS, AATFEEINE 1B AR 1741
A FEE
44 LHEE5RE

ARFGEEE T 4 FRBOSR B (002 0L 1.
2. HIRBURRE CS REERK, 456 DAL MAHE
FEEER, W LLENE S 0 19 B BUR B iz 5 B A
Ky R B B, HNTENLEE S Rk T g & 1
PE AR A A 56, (EARTERM S, ARHF X $2 B
8 I 7 AR A T R 5 R BT AR AR Z M) YOG &R
AU R, S5 28 7T DR A S i Se it T ik
V4 TEAT B CHE, DA R AT H BT 5 10 it %t
PEPOH R AR BN AE . jeAh, ARSI
B W R TR R AT B R B —, i e X
TCTZ AR LS PP I 1 2103 1 9 i D) 5% 5% s B ™
AT IR RS HL . BARTESI G, BRI
[ 17 2R AR AT AN [ ) 40 i A F AR e AR e, (RIX
SRR T R B A2 P LI 55 9 38 Y & AR LA,
ANEEH T ANZEWFFT, 5 LU IR 5% 1k (Raskin &
Monfils, 2023), AKFHFEAENRUFITTHEIRAR T
il R 2 A2 PRI T 5 T AR e AR Y T | SEE A
RAMERE M SRR, — A A TR 2 A
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Abstract

The operational similarities between the retrieval extinction paradigm (reconsolidation-based) and the
traditional extinction paradigm (extinction-based)—involving subtle procedural settings during the retrieval
phase—may prevent memories from entering the reconsolidation stage, thus avoiding the long-lasting inhibitory
effect on fear relapse. Studies have shown that the duration of retrieval exposure regulates the phase into which
memories enter; this mechanism is related to the number of prediction errors elicited during retrieval. This study is
intended to investigate the regulatory role of retrieval exposure duration from memory reconsolidation to
extinction and to clarify its mechanism by quantifying prediction errors.

In this study, skin conductance responses and subjective expectancy values were collected and combined with
a simplified Rescorla—Wagner learning model to fit the PE quantification curve. Following the experimental design
idea of transitioning from the traditional extinction paradigm to the retrieval extinction paradigm, extinction
training was divided into retrieval and extinction phases based on different numbers of retrieval trials to form four
retrieval exposure durations: traditional extinction, single-trial retrieval extinction, double-trial retrieval extinction,
and quadruple-trial retrieval extinction. The effects of conditioned fear memory elimination under these four
conditions were compared.

The results revealed that in the spontaneous recovery test, both the single-trial and quadruple-trial retrieval
extinction groups showed better inhibitory effects on spontaneous fear recovery, whereas the traditional and
double-trial retrieval extinction groups exhibited evident spontaneous recovery effects. In the fear reinstatement
test, only the single-trial retrieval extinction group showed a better inhibitory effect on fear reinstatement, while
the other three groups all demonstrated fear reinstatement effects. Furthermore, the subjective expectancy results
for the CS+ trials on the second day among the four groups indicated that there were no intergroup differences in
the participants’ subjective expectations of whether CS+ was accompanied by a shock. However, in terms of
quantified prediction errors, the single-trial retrieval extinction group showed the most significant change in
prediction errors on the second day of the CS+ trials, with the overall lowest prediction error values.

This study determined that the number of retrieval trials played a crucial role in the successful transition from
the traditional extinction paradigm to the retrieval extinction paradigm in human fear conditioning. This study
emphasizes the importance of prediction errors during the retrieval phase as a potential determinant of memories
undergoing reconsolidation or extinction. It is recommended that studies delve deeper into identifying specific
neural markers for memory reconsolidation and extinction in humans, with the aim of designing more reliable
clinical treatments for maladaptive emotional memories.

Keywords exposure duration, traditional extinction paradigm, retrieval extinction paradigm, prediction errors



