ORI 2023, Vol. 31, No. 2, 256-273
Advances in Psychological Science

© 2023 HERRABEHBTS T
https://doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1042.2023.00256

MIFBFREFHR . FHERBEINHHE LB
B 4

(PR A BB

, L3N Fi 226000)

W OE GAAENEETRAAARIEG AT, KA LGS AT A A A, B a4 AT RS
12 8 F RAT AR A, B2 B AR &RFHIF L, RN 322 L9045 &4 A Fo £ — 303 Rt o9 %
Wy, CAVHR T —ABAEER . ZEIREBANLEMR A AL TR, MEZBRE IR T R T,

WFH AR AT R g RN Fo Nt AL F TAER, 46T RABERA,

2R ARG,

HARGE SRR RAWATRIESE, AT FH AN Z A RIH R T H85%,
X4BiIE FH, N, BAFET, FEFE, FFHL

2SS B848

Iy, JUH R SR 4F Ay (epistemic curiosity)
TENNTH H 82 D FA G th 4 BCE B M
TEit B JLHAE B, R i SR 9T & SR S 4
A Al DIk 2] BEIA L Ok R, RS
fi#t £5 J& (Baer et al., 2012; Hardy et al., 2017;
Hagtvedt et al., 2019; Harrison & Dossinger, 2017,
Gruber et al., 2019; Kashdan & Roberts, 2006), M B
WD B R A, AT R 250 2 28 4 BRI ST,
LW TR A & YRR P, A Lo 5 D
ﬁj‘ﬁ’lf(?&?‘@(Berlyne, 1954; Cervera et al., 2020;
Kashdan & Ficham, 2004; Litman & Silvia, 2006;
Loewenstein, 1994; Murayama et al., 2019), {H £ 5
B FEE AN B — fRe——UF A R T R e
1, B os b 25 n R R R Y & F AN WA Ak R
KR R, A SR B2 A LA 7 T T
PLRCSHIE B R HE SR, PR S F & AR 3 -
i 2 B R E BRAL o ST I A AR R AT B
ORI E o B, X AT 45 S U540 PR AT AL (1Y 2%
AP BCHEAT B3R o B, XTI E AR A i SR
AR LS R R IEAT B . R, W TR A
MIAR T4 L

Wk H BT 2022-02-11
* VLI B A R B 4 T H (2018STA1206) 58 1 .
BEEA: BEAY), E-mail: chennianqu@163.com
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1 HFEHIHESRE

g g — A DG T A G B TR B Y 5 — A
(] R AR A DA A SRR X 3 7 P R 8 5 T AN T T
19 22K, James (1891) AN 44 &y 13 1vj AE A7
ME AR W) R SRR AR AR, A2t
J&i, Berlyne (1954)F13K 779k /> #3£ (drive reduction
theory) K fift B4 25, N NP 47 2 —FPXHE B8
HORYUR AR, T B o 9K B e
HLE Hull (1943)4&2 i, flih 3Ky e —Fh sl 4s
¥, AR R AR S kAT N, DR
sk, FEMWEIUE S, Berlyne (1957)IN N4 &—
A NDCERARES, B S MR 0 M2 R 47
Ao MAE B F-3RAT A Y B 032 i AT 2 Pk,
TG A B K i A ARG IR 2 o BE4h, Berlyne
(1954 ELT-#5 43 B T HITUTF (epistemic curiosity)
FIH 58 4727 (perceptual curiosity), Fi/7, HITRLG-#F
X AE BB, FEEHTREAZ A
DI AF T X B S R ERCE R TR, R A
A, SR WA TR, 1E X P
W, WM BRI — RIERIT . FAr
ZFHYIE S0 B IS, Berlyne (1970) X 38 -2
TG A AR T DN, BORT  EK s s R,
KL BETCW, A5 R e b i 7 45 7K
v, R A e o A BT 5 At S T A AR O
J&, — AR TR b B, BK g N 2 b A
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TP T S R G o T B, IR R 2
5B FRAT A R 7 B B Y 3R 7 14 i %ot
INf ) SR DR 28, TS M6 BTG 28 M faT i o o 5 DA
SR LR TR, XA Lt )
IR T o B oG, WFa i R4 A AR, S|
14D e TR T RS 1 ARG RS e RS R Ay, B
HUA ARy, HEshdle ™4 Hl 55 1E B
FRAT A o T3Ah, PR RN AN A P AR AT O g
TIN5 DR &, X RN B 2 BT S PR RN e
Wep AR AR el 30K il /U T ol R e 158 15 28, AR IR 25 K
Az YIS SORTR], JEAAELE RS

F T 1994 4F, Loewenstein (1994)#%H T “fF
Bk 10 #38 (information-gap theory), AN {5 &
OS5 2. Bl sEdE . st 824
P EAMESE, XEBRETI R LA RRRE, AT R
SR FRM R R OC, S A A {5 Bk
1, Loewenstein (1994)i\ M 1f-ay & B 2 {7 Bk
H T B A RIRIZF . SO —H, {5 Bk
A IS I N5 B R At 71, B I2TH
[543 8 Bl D7 SR A PR EARZS . Loewenstein (1994)
WAR Y, 15 B S R AR SR 1 15 B
FoRAT A, BB X e EOIEAS IR S5 T LB i B e
Hiro

T, Oudeyer %5 A (2016)BH B K 27 9 2] 4
AP SAERZ T, W& B —F N8
Bl Ryan il Deci (2000)45 N EshLE LA UK 5]
AEH T SR sk Pk RO AEANE ST . R T SR
M= AT AN T1 o AN T PRAE AT 2 T A —
e, EZMRENA S AR TN TEMNE,
EWEEPLAE, <SS LIk sh i 3 B A R
HE M, SRR SN TR LR, 7
PIEXAETREGEG TAEMEN ., &6
WIERSIHLI RS, BAR(E BAS B M (a0 2 487
A AF B SR, T T 28R i H e A T A
(Bennett et al., 2016; Lau et al., 2020; Marvin &
Shohamy, 2016; Oosterwijk et al., 2020),

DS SRSl RS Sty it (X3N]
AR S R BE AR, I X 2185 R AIE JIT 3R 3K 1 Ik
AL, BPEAREM, A — & A b i
AT IR SR — Fh SRR AR BOR 4 00 AR TR B Y
PEMS M ), BP R R BT P (Kashdan & Ficham,
2004; Litman & Silvia, 2006), IR % T — %
GG TFAUF A5 0l i TH., A48 %R/ 28 B AR

27w 3% ) (I/D type Epistemic Curiosity Scale;
Litman, 2008) . #f-a1 FI#E 234 5 1T )(Curiosity and
Exploration Inventory II, CEI-II; Kashdan et al.,
2009) . { T J¥ 4 % i K ) (Five-Dimensional
Curiosity Scale, 5DC; Kashdan et al., 2018)%, iX
S T HGE E Y N A TR R XHE B
HERREE G A7 B TRAT N KA R BE (1T )
VLB AR BRI 8 4IRS (I 4) -

ARSI, AXEXEFNARES, W
RBNEHHL . AT R FE 2 ——an s A0 E R ) 3
BL, FRAG B AT, W S i RO B2
X S R e A, e AT T AR B T

ER R, o a5 0O A B A 4 2 B AR
WA, WA — AT WA E . BARRIE
A TSR, AH R Z 50t 58 #h 4F27 6E A 15 B
TR AEF) F1(Berlyne, 1954; Loewenstein, 1994;
Oudeyer et al., 2016), BIV&F#F BB shHL, i 5
R DUIRA 5 EAS B i A H & MmN (B B b5 19 A
BB 454 Loewenstein M5 B 6k O HE, A0
R 09 4 2 MR B F BB O 5 T AR Y
WHESBIHL . A AR A A5 B R i o — AN 3K 3 )
MAETE . T4 PEBEAE & ar i = A T 7 28, B AT
R AT R AR BB . TE A AR AL Bl 3
S A bR AR, AT R R TR AR I 24
(RE | fauhi . JCHNAE) s R4 25 X N Rl sl 5 51
KW—RFIATREAPIRE ML R . M2 —T, #£H
WA, MIRER R RARLF AR, A
TR IR B AT BE S < FRAR N A — RS, AR
HIE” R 2B T SIHL & A SR A AE B AL
W R SR 2, I8 R Er AT R, Roa
LGP — N ERNERE, RICKTET —#5ri# 1T
3R

2 HFEHAEERRGERAFHEL SR

BARUF AT FESIL, HIFETaitlE—&
G- AT AH S A Y TT o, XA T o 23 32 B J5 2k
FAFLE R, R, A &R B AT
R T — A S 9] (feedback loop) . XN
Tt ] (B 2 A B A BB 1T A R A - o
HII A PPl — 15 B SR 1w il R 5 B8R
BB, %4515 Murayama 25 A (2019) 9 13K
B2 il 1 2 2] HE 2R (reward-learning  framework of
knowledge acquisition)F:ZAX—%{, Murayama tA°N
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AT HRFZE (1 AR AR BN R B AR B O T 45, 25
A2 JRAF B SRAT R, E AR IBORH R
Z R, LAl TE BT ORAT A, TR R
WY WA AT 5 BRI B R 0 55 4h,
Gruber il Ranganath (2019)F9 T . ¥EA . 4747 |
% (prediction, appraisal, curiosity, and exploration,
PACE) B U TA Sy 0 &7 s T F0000 O 2, 4945 1 %
1 22 45 18] 1 AR R AT B AT B (VAR HETT S| &
UF A FARRAT R, I AE k% 2 Fid1L . %0
2 3T HE Z0 0GR MR AR B i #R, TA R 4
AL R AR FUR AT SRR I A
HO A B A4 Bl AR B ) SRS R . PACE BRI
W R B AR 45 R, SRR L& X e A2
SO o A SO R A A A ST R SR IRA T S A
M EEE ), RTER A N sh S

Toig B AR F A WA, DL AR AR 5T T BT
aifk 2% 2] (reinforcement learning, RL)’fﬁﬂ(Rescorla,
1972; Sutton & Barto, 1998). Jirid RL, BF5EHE
H AR L R G AT 76 3145 vh 28 3] f 25 28, JF
HEATAT ARG B3 72 o RL (9 G B2 3 5 9 AL i
AT R, BB TO Y, BT
ZHFE&TE . Hlas > G488 (Sutton & Barto,
2018). S5t RL AL, HFarif k(R BT RIRE
SRR RUE TR AW 2 0 A AT AR B B

AR SCHE ) IR 27 1 S AR I, K o
BAE T BA W B fh 2 AR BRALE b BB G2y
FERAEN RSB L, S845 B FoRAT MR N i w1 i
WBREER | EENE NI A W), SRR S5
RIsh 2L E 1a), R YIS Loewenstein (1994)
A5 B ol 1 B, AN PR B 5 B ke 11 7 A PR
&, GRS A, AR B CR I A i
B, B A L. BT YRR . AR,
AR 4 HE SRS SO AT S (s B 5R)
R T 45 SR AT 2 9 40 (B (value of control) A,
BIPPA 422 ke (947 A 5 20t on 22 /42 Tl R A e i
], AR GE &S R RA B TR FH R R
NEAS IR A A5 5L - A5 BARBUR ), drari e, 5 Bk
BRI, GFAF R o B B A 1 A A 25
AY7= 4k (di Leo et al., 2019; Vogl et al., 2019), 1T
AR B A, MRRPIRES S R A MUE, IE
PRI E IR AR E, TR WA R — FE 5 B
FRATH o WF A R SR R AR, AR
S B IASVRE HT05 B B S) BN A T S AT AR Y

flivt, dFma e E B SR mifE B Wi —2
AT RN MY R, PR A SR AR A
WHE 5 TEIRAFMWEREA, MEHNELES
KAT R M BIE R T — A ERIBER, HBT
ATREEE A PRI, ez, {7 BARBUR I, 1F ikt
TEAR LTI, FFEEENZE, RAOIE S WA
s J2 87 B b B A B A 55 B AR S B 2R
5 b, EESEE S, FEFRSEEEM,
FRGRWREN, IrA 4Ny KGR0
HIME B 25| EA RS A, 58004 1w
JEECRH R o

A5 il M 2 ) B R (Murayama et al.,
2019) e R X GI7EFRlA T Shenhav 5 A (2013,
2016) 19 « 4% il /Y 31 22 4 {6 ”(expected value of
control, EVO)#HI . 2 Fr LIS AL, &R I
AL ERME BRI AR L, e —
1T RPR R R, G245 2 (neuroeconomics;
Rangel et al., 2008)J5 ¥, RI{EF B FRIT MM & 4E
TR W 1 S BE I T — R AP &R Wy AN (BT
A2t B (Platt & Plassmann, 2014), EVC #iHIN} X
B2 T S ML 3l 9 A7 R o O 0k FR AT T RS
(E 1b), T E UL SR, EVC R 4 il oy
A FIEE i (cognitive control), 8 MIJEFE—LEIE<“H
AL B | B AL TR ] A5 1L 8% A e o8 ) A
S, WMAAT AR H AR —BUNRE . EIR
A5 B TR R — PP AT . 1
EVC &8I 454074 [0l (dorsal anterior cingulate
cortex, dACC)H#HE RSTEMMAT AT, Hik
RULHEZ, RGNS WY SRS S ET N
BRSSO 516 384 dACC, dACC LA Tl %
Jh NS ) AR SEE B, AR R EVC, deE e
SrECFE R BIR, IR TSRS, A 45 R RS
AT #1047 (Shenhav et al., 2013; Shenhav et al.,
2016).

T4, A RL i fEH, £ B (dopamine,
DA)RGHEE EEMMAE. A R i X
DA, FREEAARRIMIERE 1c). Hrh, FEH
JIE M %% 5% (ventral tegmental area, VTA)FIMH G
(substantia nigra, SN HMIE H, £ 5 m R FE%
(nucleus accumbens, NAcc; 1 T &M SORAK,
ventral striatum, VS)FIRF07 [F] (anterior cingulate
cortex, ACC)HYZ 1 AEHH 28 JC(dopaminergic
neurons, DAN), XJ 31y RN HEAT RN ; T 32
FLIN SN TFHMUFN SN K, A% S i A
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ll i |

REHE — WAsibl — EHRHETN > FRIRK —> FEHE — [FEES

' "
S 1oy R
9 \ ’ v
B ’ N N )
, \ ' . ’
’ A} 1 \ 1 \\
, \ / . / . %
, \ 1 1
’ A s
.
. Y \

/ N N @ EE R
ORERAT L i
OFC . LPEC
HE% > Evgﬁ?: —> MC
i 5 LC
L EAEIN S
(WK LS oy
NAcc (VS)
VTA/SN ?E%R%Eﬁ %L%WT{E
iCiZAR 3k v DA VTA/SN ACC., MFC )
L
| PEC SERRIBIE B
(d) ¥§ 5-VTA/SN[H % \ A

(c) FIRNDAZRSE

B S 0 BRI BRI K b 8 AR AL o () AT I RSB A R . AN RER N B BBk DB BN #IZE, 51k
DOENE G, = HE BB R, BUFEshdl. REX ARSI & P0IBT AL, M8 EVe, Didue 26
EMEREBFRIT R FAFPEE s KRN RS, #17EB TR, [FREIF R, & et. b4
T 2 7= B RS TR O AR B, B MRS, HEWTRE N 25 A L A R B SR AR R, SRR
BEERMRLARS, BEASEEY R, MEERSZIRFBE RO, BRHNE LI RIT N Il BIE &
T IER AR, BT AL MR, (b)FE T Zh LRI R (AT sk ik #2, M8 Z7% Shenhav 5§ A(2016)
I EVC AL, e i 0 2R A SR AT U 45 R (55 %38 45 dACC, dACC 115 EVC, HRese 2 il B8 I o £
I, IR TSR T R ATINAIE R (o) P DA REE. SN/VTA (2T, J2 DA BRI (Ballard et al.,
2011; Cervera et al., 2020; Frankle et al., 2006), v, Mk & H#4F % NAce B T VS [X). ACC. MFC %5 X 3 /H
DA Ml H S W T 52 bR e B () 22 Sl A FU 2 5 2 (] Y 25 5, B RPE. DAN B3 2 5300 A S L DAN I gh M3
i, &S DAN TG ShtkFRAR), EARfa, D8k nl bl Aok SERT M SR AE, SC8 RL, 1 M it ) PFC #9 DA 5
BN TEX, LM ENEE MG, PURE R ERME 2 E R, FIsH I A A (2B M . ()8 5-VTA/SN
HREmI K . #F 551 VTA/SN 8 DAN I 7 — I REMI g% . DA 7eif 5 AR, 2HY9R LTP, A B THCiZ I
5 . EVC-#Hl A9 224 i (expected value of control); OFC-HE% ) Jii (orbitofrontal cortex); dACC-3 fij $1177 [6]
(dorsal anterior cingulate cortex); LPFC-#MU A5 K Jii (1ateral prefrontal cortex); MC-iz 3 J¢ Jii(motor cortex); LC-1
BE#E (locus coeruleus); DA-Z [ Jiiz(dopamine system); VTA-IE lll #% 55 (ventral tegmental area); SN-22 Jiii (substantia nigra);
NAcc-fkFfi# (nucleus accumbens); VS-IE M BCIR1AK (ventral striatum); MEC-PY i i 4 - Jz i (medial prefrontal cortex);
ACC-HF147 [ (anterior cingulate cortex); PFC-Hi#iM J i (prefrontal cortex); RPE-3J3h 75 {22 (reward prediction
error); RL-3%fk %% 2] (reinforcement learning)

(prefrontal cortex, PFC)AY DAN, WX} 5g b4y i) 58 fiE, SZBL RL; 5 2€ WAEA LR DA NI s 25 3
B PEAT IV (Dayan & Niv, 2008; Matsumoto & oA BER AN EE R, S5ETANAEE (Ot &
Hikosaka, 2009; Ott & Nieder, 2019), X it, A WF Nieder, 2019; Sutton & Barto, 2018),

FEFH N EGEMNA LM DA WHEH RN E R W87 1 — > B A i ——fR i 22 T g
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(Gruber et al., 2014; Kang et al., 2009; Marvin &
Shohamy, 2016), 55 DA REH UMK, FHH,
2 555 3T FIE L 1) G 58 X ¥ T (hippocampus) 5
H1Xi VTA/SN (% DAN Z [H 47 1E—> D) BE [l % (%]
1d; Lisman & Grace, 2005), DA 7Eiff 5 N B, &
B K B A2 B9 54 (long-term  potentiation, LTP), T
LTP J2ic 14 YL & A O 8 20 38 (Lisman & Grace,
2005).

B, FAS b WS A A B A AE — E 1 SRy BR
P, NI R AE TR — RPN F 3R A —R
A RETE A b AR AP A A BORIAE T . 48R ok, A
SO S0l o A R 114 4 A B B B 45 B B il A
FEHLE BEAT B B A
21 HEHEREMER

Loewenstein (1994)/ {7 86k 0 BIBINh, 4F
A VE 5 A SRSl 200, An LR AR AT 3k
FENIE SR G N (NE o R U SN TR R 4 =85
S AE BT LA — R 3R, BR3h{E B 5ok
TR BHEBELT, 5B 054K S5 HR
ok, MBS RR AN E T o T 5
KN MEEFMBNV ARG O, A& £ R
FEFRATH, DR,

Wt R, fF RO LSR8, Jegm
HPE TR BB H . Az RMEEE 0SS
A4 Wg ?Berlyne, Hebb % A (Berlyne, 1970; Hebb,
1955)48 tHAE1E— D AEF BA—BOKFE, IR
Hh B AR M KT AT TIA R, A RABWAKR
AT REOA S A b AT, R A — B BUN
JERME RV TSR R RAT N . Kidd 58 A(2012)K)
o &3, X TA5 8 & ARKGR B AT ) sk
fF R & EMREGEEAS N, 2ILBIT
AT B, ZLM ) TR e B g e B
A PAEEEEMF . Kang 55 A (2009)7ERA
5 FA R T IR AR, AR AR R
RMIFE S ERNFELZMMERE 4 U
UL, B S0 22 48— Jo I A sl B A E R,
U B B8 T 2SR O B AR T ] I, 37
SR SR YA S ML E R 28 S TE 2 R
TEAEA o BRI P BN e A e Ry . )
AN 220 BB R W AT LA R8s 1k AATTHE T /] 1
Ml T2 223 LR P A A BEIR, M5 Bl
AT 5 A B 3 b & #E24 2) VB e

Z: 505 Bk DRI 0 iR X 3 22 A ——

hF ACC (BB %, 2021), D765 048 WU
Z5THEBNEKE, ERICIZERNS5T
AR BRG], W HIE D 5 Re L g
37 % & %) (Squire et al., 2007; Eichenbaum &
Cohen, 2014), Ik, WX H Mo Z IR
B U, X fE BT LUl S OE e D5 S8
TR A AL 38 B R (Liu et al., 2017; Voss et al.,
2017). BRTHTmIREE, AR E B A Y
—ADEEEI, ARG EENYS ACC A
Ko AFRFBNNFE D WERERS, Mk
W E BT s kA, BEE T hEK
AN T BN A, ITR AR B AR 45 11 5T
Rl G, Horb 6 53 b 5 R R ik X E 2 ACC
(Botvinick et al., 2001; Shenhav et al., 2016), 5%
R, Mool 2 IO I A (5 & 45 A1 R
IF, ACC 3% Sl il 52 A7 i 14 58 (Jepma et al., 2012).

JiAh, GFEAE AL, B R o, A
A NHL R AE B ), iR (E B
K PETE 2 . Berlyne (1957)8k B 45 H 427 J&—
s NRERPIRAS . Loewenstein (1994)1A h &N
FfF BB O 237 ok —Fh 25 B4, Litman (2008)42
H 13 25 B 4T 7 (deprivation type curiosity)3¢ B 4T
AT BRI ENTORRE, TR, a5
PROBS EAR A AR o 5 B SRR UE L T 3X —
M4 45 A7 75, van Lieshout, de Lange % A
(2021) FH A 2 AE: 55 X 52 BT B ASHR 2 P AT T
ERAE, 4R E IR E R, AR A
AT, (DR HIBEAR T 5 Jepma 55 A(2012)
TR B ik R4, BOE T RS 2R
(anterior insular cortex, AIC), T AIC 5MAMTH
e M A G (AN SR . KK %%, Shackman et al.,
2011; Singer et al., 2009), ViBHIH-2F & £ 35 e —Fp
BTG 2R
22 BERIKITAMNRKHE

B, WEUHINE, {8 TRyt
RIF R RAT N . YANTERNL 87, BIAELr 2530
BLERIR R, SRR R MR B ik
(Kidd & Hayden, 2015), X285 L 1E(F 8 TR .
BEF2T 5 R AT A HORAE B SRk, #lhn, H—
AN N [B15EE 37 (Rosenbaum & Johnson, 2015)Hf, 1%
o 1R B AT AW BB A6 Tarar bl Mesh, 1%
BRI ERE SRS EAT R (Murayama
etal., 2019), #l4n, AERBEHFHEET, AT HE
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R H AN ARy, Ak HoR g sh e # o A, BI
EAEX ARG T, =4 05 8 0L AF AR SR B+
M5 B E S AL BRAR . R U, AR
OB FIH TR RS, Bzl B 2 e
221 BERIRTAPRKRIRE

G757 A BME B R AT — AT A SR
FERUCRINTERLE (B 10)0 f5 B FoRAT MR i A
B — R B T 5 4R (Platt &
Plassmann, 2014; Rangel et al., 2008), Shenhav %
A (2013, 2016) R X FHME IR N EVC, 7EFGEIA
PSS T, EVC A TUTER: il
TR0 T M 2, 2 B2 i o S A I A o
VLGN SS 1T At i iAs . Brld, EVC ik
R RO, T TE TR 94T b 4
Hil a3 1e . BVC ATt % 478 dACC i, dACC
Bk A 4% . AIC, OFC. R4 AIME S
BN, X EAF T R T A AR Y RS (A 2
RS FK . ALBAE Ty . SRS S5 RIS 7EAT 25
SR 18 ([5) I 25 45 R O 2 B T e M R0 T
{E). B3R BRI R K2 dACC B AR 2
5 Z—(Shenhav et al., 2016),

EHF RIS b, BF9# %9 OFC T
SEXHE BEHAT ARG X . AE— A UFAr3E 5
{14 (curiosity tradeoff task)™¥, WF5#& &M OFC
W A 1 W A R, b gD T R A MR R
M, 2 RN E S R B E Z PR 1 7 ik
DA Z%i(Blanchard et al., 2015; Charpentier et al.,
2018) (HXF {5 SO ELAY 5 A2 155 A IR 2L Rl 1)
i —3R, W E TN L ADA 4 B (Cervera
et al., 2020). —i S T 9ty R4 55 A BF 5T AT LA
R Af 3 ) B OFC 1 ACC FEM{E 2 f5 1= 1 IX 5]
(Shenhav & Buckner, 2014), B9 5 # B A &
B, POK AR b 2 — By R, AT
P B & S (L — 5 — (R R PSP, Bk
R A K B R o ACC I 2y 5 4 R KO — 3,
WIS, PSR, T OFC B RN R 5 Rk ik
WY AN EA G, M ES R, s R, v,
OFC i i 1) J2 U0 ) 4T B i 22 i, 1T ACC 2 ey
S AT 55 T E it

% dACC R IR BHE A BT 5, i
TGS R A VR R GEE AT R A AR IRAT .
SOk A dACC i A5 5 AR X 24T LPFC,
BB, SUIRMR . LC % (Shenhav et al., 2016).

WFERM], (5 BB IS ACC G 2R 1%
B4 LPFC, JEii LPFC HGER M K ERRITH
(Gruber & Ranganath, 2019; Gruber & Fandakova,
2021), — I FHVR AR ) BT 2 p 28 AR BT 5T
R, SARGFATAE L, & AT A OG0 8 0 TR] R
X LPFC YU SE SR, X AT RE 5 i 4 77 [m) 40 A
FER EVC A X (Kang, et al., 2009; Gruber et al.,
2014; Ligneul et al., 2018), HALLFA #5510 B IR,
Y18 X s AN E PR B, LPFC i 3 T 5 (Jepma
et al., 2012), KH T I ¢ E#E R 4t (noradrenergic
system) 1 & il 2= B | IR & (norepinephrine, NE)
M8, ——LC W25 T 4F 45 190 i (Gompf et al.,
2010). XA TTHGIN Y . ASHH E 00 R e 91 AL
FREFLY sk S Bt 2 LC 3% Si(Joshi et al.,
2016; Payzan-LeNestour et al., 2013),

HARE R, 7R RAT @G T4,
Bhfardf A bR 5 B SR8, dfar Hie
R RN Z —. ABHEAEME A ERE
ML RBATE“ELMIE” N EVC BERITT LIE H,
KM — AT R R — BRI RA W55 o AT 5 2R %
Thrar (i ARSI HLAR M, L A AT A AE B A B L
BA R, Tem e TR E R 5
BRAWENER . RZWFFEWHER S T iX— W
SN T AR A AL AR B, ATE R
TR — AR (BT T A | I [R) BAS | H i 5
Bennett et al., 2016; Lau et al., 2020; Marvin &
Shohamy, 2016). {H X £645 B ER T R &F 71 4b, Al
gt B H e &, #lan, {580 aedmA
AR IS 25 300, XHE R 28 300 i T 25 52
{5 B 3K 47 A (Hertwig & Engel, 2016), Charpentier
FENQOIS) BT R B, 91 v] fEAR1H 1015 12
M CF 4 B S0, TR AR B SR AT 2
WD AR, WA O T R Ay, RIE R
R R HOOR B R PR, T g LR AR B SR AT
M (Oosterwijk et al., 2020),

Br 7 BA S 2w 5 B SR AT A EAS
THAb, ARG ST RE AR — A~ 5 i K]
o NTAEAE B SRATH B deE AUR R T15
B BN R, IR TARARE BT AT AR
fro BESCRE), AR T 3450 2 4 A i s
SVTAT H — 2604, HS AN R R, 7 B SR
BB BE M AE A T A (Bennett et al., 2016), W57 3
B, XA A RO ATl 2 S M A7 o e 8 5 0t T
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M —PNEBERER, RSN TR EE, Y
INHAT RIS AN, 2RI EZ R ERTH
(Jagko et al., 2015; Sankaran et al., 2017), 1R —
ANNAHE A C A R%IEE R 5 B H 1T R
AR, At SHEE R R FRIT 8 (Noordewier
& van Dijk, 2016; Silvia, 2005), T 45—~ ATE
TRR 5 BeA P w2 o sh ALY A 245 5, IR A
M/ Xt B2 ARAS HARE BB SRR, R
SHEEAD D HXRBFER T RITH
(Tanaka & Murayama, 2014), [EIHF, 2544/ 4t i
TREARAFA AT BT EE AL UM, A Bl AR
13, A/ ) 3 WEE ) PR RE L AE S & o PRI,
PUR EWLARE J7 BE A I 1] A R 2 L W) K e, — 3%
TERATH 2 2 R rh vl BERTE X A

222 SEREFFRINELESHHER

FR T ACC, DA RGN NTESHLAA AL
il Z [) B A ELAE v R 4 DG B A ] (Ballard et al.,
2011; Berke, 2018; Bromberg-Martin et al., 2010),
M SN/VTA % Hi ) DAN B9 [ A B i X, I HL
R — LI BE b2 5 (8] 1c). £ VTA F
SN JIE FP il /& M, #E5TH NAce 1 ACC ) DAN, X}
SRAEYI RN FEAT RO T E N SN AMIN Kk
H, #fm PFC 19 DAN, TR 55 £ 1 58 b A2 2
#F 47 X B (Dayan & Niv, 2008; Matsumoto &
Hikosaka, 2009; Ott & Nieder, 2019), Hitk, At
FEINN G A R DA EFYH R EHNE
FAE, SCHRL; 5 R BIEA KH DA WS &
R E AR T E A, 25T I R (Ot
& Nieder, 2019; Sutton & Barto, 2018),

Schultz 5% A (1997)fx: 564 i DA 7E RL A &
FLVEM . Schultz TAh DAN A9l HL 1 B 2 WL i) /&
S R R AT A il AU B il =2 2%, Bl T i 22
(reward prediction error, RPE), AN J& i B3 il A%
BN W5 AR, DAN BN S 2% > 1)
JETFW & 284k, RPE Wb AL, X (fiF5
RPE {55 A J] T S i R S BIRAS AV 7EAT R 25
RMAERAE, FEIT R0 J5 220917 0 5K (Berke,
2018; Dayan & Niv, 2008; Hamid et al., 2016),

KT TSGR DA RGEWIEEAREZ .
JLI B Rl SR AR B TR IE 1 e 857175 & 1Y
TUBIIE B W B (0 A2 4 1945 B 2 B2 i B S5
BB, SO X I8 (striatum) (175 306 T an, X
SIS BTG 2 5 SN/VTA BRI DA 52

(Gruber et al., 2014; Kang et al., 2009; Lau et al.,
2020; Oosterwijk et al., 2020), 7£¥& AR 0] AT 55
AT VR R R 2 g L S SR A i DAN
%3} (Gruber et al., 2014; Kang et al., 2009), i 5
— IR AP A AR AE W, Y] REARAS Y oK ok
5 B A FIE, Bl % X 26 (5 500 18 B b o,
SN/VTA I VS 93t 5 5% (Charpentier et al.,
2018), WIUL, EHURYE G OKSEYE) AR,
{5 I —FPRIFEA R, 2 DA XFEATH SN A
RHRMI . UL DA SRR 5 o4
B VE, LE N 2 J5h ) $2 L B9 f 1 (Berke, 2018;
Matsumoto & Hikosaka, 2009), 0216, T &
JE TR R, 5 BN ES HAbF R
WA TFTEA BT X 51

J15h, DA RS ST R~ EEN T RE—
A% i (Ott & Nieder, 2019; Sutton & Barto,
2018). Ott #l Nieder (2019)4.45 T DA 7EiAI%
Hl = A E M (DIERESEE A, #1455
VETEAT A S S B L (2)4ERe f g\ T
YEICIC N, (3)Hrix Se {5 B A% 188 B ME R 1T 0 S
MBS, —SefF5E R, BhALAIA R 4a
Z I AHEAE 5 N VTA F] LPFC 9 DAN $¢5
Hk, P, #F5E% B, LPFC H1i DA K5Ik
JNEE ) FIVE B % (Anderson, 2016; Durstewitz &
Seamans, 2008), i, A UEE ¥R, LPFC # i
W VTA X U015 3l 14 3% 30 ok ) sh sh BLAT N
(Ballard et al., 2011), HlI, i\ LPFC @it 520
ACC Hll VTA FIEBAMUIERIARIE S . Hippmann
2 N (2021 B85 R SRR (dynamic causal modeling)
S3HT SRR — AR . RS, SRR A
SRS, VTA X PRC = AE IR PR 0 . A0 220
E DA 2 SR, A7 S 5 2 Uk hn LA
WESE . Ji4h, BGPTSR 15 B SoRAT A B
TOANRERN S, T2 DA WA, Hi TR
U ar R B AH DGR SE .
223 HFEMEISIZIZHEE

TESK BN B TR ZAh, 335 5 2 A — M E
FERAR SR 22 T Fidie . KBIRE, Rl
PEUFAF 5 50l O 2 1R 3 I E AR DG, X6
Z3i T =R BN H 4F 19 A B Be (Froiland et al.,
2015; Shah et al., 2018; Tucker-Drob et al., 2016;
Oudeyer et al., 2016), BCRALA TS, 54
AH I AE BTE SE 50 J5 1Y — R 2 /D T N AT e v
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T - b0 A (Gruber et al., 2014; Kang et al., 2009;
Marvin & Shohamy, 2016), 1] UL, #23 51&Aic 12
R AN SAE MR IR . JF H, AR —id
PCHE R R ILE DA AR AFEEAE AR
iti A (Fastrich et al., 2018; McGillivray et al.,
2015), WAk, SFARARASER T X5 L 4F AT 0 H AR E
BAWESOR, SRS T #B L BEMARERE
B HSRAUR . Gruber %8 A (2014) LLBGAE AN
P, TEV IR R 2 2 BUB B B O Ho2 1%
B B i B A P PR T AL, S A e X
SRAD LAY LA 2RI TE AP e A2 ROR . L
FTF AR 2 R X7 RS T HE B AR Y
JCAZ 1 3% (Fandakoval & Gruber, 2021),

U8 M AT AREE AL 27 2] g2 X T RE S
I T 4 35 B35 58 4 5% . Gruber F1 Ranganath (2019)
1 PACE HE U TN g - &7 38 40 13 DAN 3458 163 5
SRR R RTRE VAR N P D i o BN Tk A
BRI X, MEE ) LTP o B2 ic A2
HICHEAL IR . ERE LS TS b R, BEET
BIEAF T LTP f8458, miZid #Ei2h DA Al
NE £ 45 (Li et al., 2003; Li et al., 2013), %3
41, NE(Straube et al., 2003)#1 DA i 3 (Moncada &
Viola, 2007; Lisman et al., 201 1) {2 #E 7 MY
LTP FF¢2: LTP L % .

R NSO h WA B THESE . A A
RS HLANCIZ K FR A SCHRR Y], S pLIRESA B ]
DI k2% ) Flic 42 (Shohamy & Adcock, 2010),
4, NAce Fll SN/VTA 54 1 5t R 7 —4> 2
AEME ] % (Lisman & Grace, 2005) W5 & & H, 7E
T e 2 D (FP R i, An 4 R Y 2R R BT,
NAcc F1 SN/VTA LAz it & 530G AR 84 0 1, X AH
K H A ie 14 A5 3 T 4 58 (Lisman & Grace,
2005; Lisman et al.,, 2011; Shohamy & Adcock,
2010). EEEIZAF T SN/VTA Flit: 2 U REBESE Y
Haog AUk AETEICIZ g TS By Bt (Murty & Adcock,
2014; Wolosin et al., 2012), it & 7E22 > J51IiE
1Z L & B B (Gruber et al., 2016),Gruber % A (2016)
R, AEAE T I AR EIBT T, i 5 15 B X L Y
T RAE 2 SR OO, X B IR 1E = 2 i
5 55 vy 21 i H 2055 B ILIE

DL BRSNS AL AL 27 ) BV AL, &7
YER ARSI L B VR I PLER] 5 FHARL, A i 22 D
ol TR BA S . R RN, 5 B A ] R

ARG 2 [ RS A 098 5 A RN XU N Ace G 22
ST T e AT [ AR 28 R G A (B A 22
1222 5 (Gruber et al., 2014), 172 22 5 B I 3% 28 i
DX 114 3% 3l A AN BE X 4 A A DG A7 R 1Y 10 12 #E AT i
Mo X—Z5RFNESTFRET, MAERER
FEAE TR 4306 9 DA JIFL T NAce flifg S, ik
faE T RKs Bk 5 B2 2] o fF5EiE & Ban ik
25 )RR AT IR B, AN R I SRR S AL A
DEEH TR . XMW N AE—LERT,
B AN B el i 2 AR A A A ok B AR E VR
(Murayama et al., 2010),

FRT SN/VTA-5 Eh Dy GRER 45 e 1 ik = ) i A2,
AT I S E A R A S AR T B AR A T
IR, DA 251 AN 8 1) 2 25 3 oA Sk i
B )8 7 A BV 9 72 2 D 9] (Anderson, 2016), —
AR S 58 & AR L B B B v i 90 T 2 Ui
I, AR, Bl Rk 2 898 iR )
AR B SRUEZE, B4 B Ed
(Baranes et al., 2015), Ifii = i X R B g 5
HEE MGG A R, Al EiraFsRER
DAN (97 shddt 28 T &t A Tint K (5 A %)
HI 35 IR A (Jepma et al., 2012),

T MHEIWMEAERNAGE NE R4
EFL /N AR BT NE REERIGshig o, mi
Xof 37 %o G 14 L DR B T LA o) B 2% ST K
% (Nassar et al., 2012), 540, LC i 3 54M& M 1
i R EA K, BRI D IIRE .
i3 A 1E FH (Mather et al., 2016; Sakaki et al.,
2014).

M2, WARAT, 7€ DA I NE RSN
T, W ERE SR N, XA AT T
ARSI 4725 B FH G, S DA e AR TR
TdFa kA RBEHEERFE,

2.3 HFHHBEEHMER

1 H 8 A E AN UCR BN B — AT 3hE A
BIEMZER, B2 EBRN, B2 R THR R, XLk
ZRIERKRBE LIS TIRATAREWATH, M
KA J ARAT AR 25 AR e s AL, 4
IR B2 RAT MR , B AR
MY S5 R ——arar i 2, VRN Rt AL X 2217 2
MBI a7 B A Re4r & shPLEK 3 Y RL 75
PLSE K

FEJ U RLALEI B BEAA (agent) (2% 2] i
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PR R S22 (& 2a), B BEMA & HH—1
SIEE T8, MWERRES LA MUEN R, 7=
T — AR S (BT ) B 45 R R A,
B e AR 11T P ELIRAS RIS A SR AL A5 S R
FE T — AR & SR, TR R 42 e A K
fbo BEREY SR XS5 T — i 20 RS A Ak
5%, itk E4 (Sutton & Barto, 2018), %M
Gershman I Uchida (2019)f0f#E, 4= ¥R fHY RL
DU, W AR IRAS (state)
{8 (value) F1 5K 1% (policy) . B 5T, RASTE AWK
MET A RERBORE, O] M L A Rt
G o IBRAN AR B PR A W IR I T AN AR ARAR 24 i T A
REM TG R, 2 H A H R T AR R4
KT HAPRS BIE B o ZE W IR SEBR RS 1 2
FE T DLt Hr 0045 2 19 5 2R AS (belief state), B
IR B AL 0 A (P(x)) I AE L IDIRES 1)
SEH A (P (s)) LA BAUAR A B (LS A BDIRAS
153 1A BB BRI AR P(x]s) T AR 2 /Y
JE RARZR(P(s|x)), X ad 25 A WA s 1) e e
fhitto Hk, M EZRIE S EPIR ST LR R

ik WA

(2) I 3GRAE TR

WERE: s
KRR, Ps)

RERE: x

fERE: b
JEHAER: P(slx)

KRB . I b, AR GRS A R B )
K AR, WM EE - DR TREERS
Y PRER o0& T2 R ARAR AN BB S 8% 3E a
JBAZ AN [RIRAS T Y 24 I 22 36 350 T 0 2 19 (& 2b)

O = SR R AE 2 RS R SR BRI R AT B Y
FE o “AEAE—A MRS B G 1Y B, 1B 32 5|
STRFE IR o > BT e 0 SR M 2 AR Y,
Az A WA ZBLAE <) 52 Tl i AT R R R 2R T
Ref AR AT R Z M A 7AUH . Gershman il
Uchida (2019)1A i3k =Rl A Al 7B 20 A AN o 1
(AR O RN HEWEAH OC)TE DA 1 8] 55 R 55
B L A, DT RL HESR R, RS
AN 8 I A A RS B 3 A 2 DA R4,
{7 AR ZS A9 1550 7] B8 & A= 7E P9 FiT 4t (medial
prefrontal cortex, MPFC), “#{E A x M i
H BB S B BES 3 A 1 DA R 48, DA @ 4
# RPE M ibRAMES B R B S BN EH . M
1B PR O L B9 K i I X 20k ik, —R kT
RL (7Cor Bt s dudig i, VS )22 5 R £ RL %
B )2 T 2544 (Garrison et al., 2013), H/a, “HRHE

RPE

LhrE BUHE

A

ISR HE: P(x]s) EEINTS

PriE %L v =fb)
DU AL

Y

MPFC

(b) UMHFHESE T 3 fh2E >

B2 siAbaE BT (a)) AR AT B . BRI R B E U R, SRBE — D T O T O RR AR ARSI,
— 7 T ARt — AR AR B GRS AE ), R BB ORI B 1 o WBLARIR, 7852 Fil B KAk 1 SR AR g
T BEIR IO AT B o (b) DL T HEZR T 1) 5 4k 2% 2J (WL Bl 2% Gershman & Uchida, 2019), 1 F AN 77 7E, 4
AR S R B AT 9 2 FE T DL S0 R0 D045 21 45 R, RO R B B8 A BER 3 A0 (P(x)) . W LSS 1 S 50 A
(P(s)) LA B ABLSR Al 1B (L S PR R AS v 75 380 2 i SR B 500 1) 45 PR R (P(xes)) TS B Y U5 B BE R (P(s|x)) e BE TR AR
PRSI AR 56 F 2R 20 23l ) A (L PR EXTE RPE A9 ZAR 1k Hp AS W7 22 iR 50 S50
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AN E PR TR I AR W IARAT O R A A2 T DA R
5, BRETRESMHAR LM, WA DA K
- {2 14 5 COMT Fl DARPP-32 215 T 5 4R &K
FIFEHLER R (Frank et al., 2009; Humphries et al.,
2012), DUntHr RL HEZR 4% Kb 3% T 1548 RPE Xf
DA Hfi##E

AR A REE T T NG 37 & A B aTAT i 2 1
RL I8, LIS BARE BB E ], A4 2]
5 BErfE B E, BESRE, BET 4
FRF B ML RIE AT, A% R
FTHETHEES BARME BB g A b E s
EH B E BN E. MRS BirEER
HIFE B BE A (5 B SR BT AWk, B EE
UM E B Z SIS . SRR IR A 1E B
W FHEBOHME, B RPE NIER, BURE AT
VIXS AT B SO (AT B, DRGS0 /5 2y
7 ARG B SR ATHEME . Litman 55 A(2005)
BRI, BT K (feeling of knowing) B i HE
R IFEF, VS WS A

Jepma % A (2012)%)H1 54747 F Ligneul 6 A
(2018) B I RUAF 73 WEFE AR W], 76 4f A 1 2 B BL
(530 %k 7 T BRI B N2 AR ) B 24 ) VS
SRR AN 3, X —45 5 Gruber 55 A
(2014) & B 2 L2 U B B i 1R 4 23 06 2 i B s
ECRAR ST G . Z D B R 2= 5,
A FEIRFFEN AT 55 B 1 22 548 & (Gruber et al.,
2019), Jepma % A (2012)F Ligneul % A (2018)HY
BT, Wl R A A AR B A — i R ER B,
PR EAANRR, X HPRME BT E A
T2 Bk, i BN HARE BT, #aih
B — B ZIE [ §) RPE, T Gruber 45 A (2014)AY
TN R B 2 22 BB 2 B, b ¥ S (] R
A By LA A, A5V R R A SR 4R AL 1 S B
W EMBERZNTUHMER b e, BFEUERE
LAY RPE A KK AELL, Xl Ge 2 Hl 55
L2 EhAl.

AL, Xt T5 B S RAT N R AL R Ui, a7 R
P -3 1 R AT BE IR AN, UM M (E 1Y MR Bt
R % Marvin 1 Shohamy (2016)FH {5 & 751 fii
#%”(information prediction errors)Z /R {5 B 1) 5L
R B AN E 585 B A B Rz 22 an2k
A5 B2 RS, TR B T I 22 4 1E, A~
PR AR B E BB BRI E. Ak

B, ME AR SRR -, FEIRITHS
B (Vogl et al., 2019), 5 —J51E, WHH{E BB
AREMT, AMITAETRERCE, RN HS
P

SRS, — SRR F A NG B o O 51 IR
W, WirdF RAEMEE — A%
(Berlyne, 1957; Loewenstein, 1994), 4 —HF 57
N R U BF ] BE A B o MR 9 1% 25 (Grossnickle,
2016; Litman, 2008). 3 Fl B i) 22 AR ol g2
BRSO E AR — A E SR, L
A R U AT 0 R AR R R, s kI [A By
Bl BG4 BRI . I a RAERTE
e, AT e S W R 25 . g A v R By
B, WRES AR Dl AT ) . (A R
5 B (1 T R B (H FRAs B B A S 3 T
), LB(E B FRAM)EIE L (i Leo et al,
2019; Vogl et al., 2019), F1 T W5 X o 45 19 A
AW, HEIEAE BB G —, A BT
ERE AN iR =
24 FEESEME

B, WA MRBIEA LR EIEL R, Hin
FRFRR)E, BFFEXTHITH LRI T,
RERAWHNRA WAREGH, ST LR
FORUE . fF BB IR AL, IR T 2 A B R
SERAIRR 22 0E . AR MR TR, SHA
Gy A B R TR R S BB O, 15 R T
W4y, R E s — MG . Lydon-Staley 55 A
(2021) & I 125 ] 25 0 425 3 ¥ 2 14 6 I 8% B o
B, AFEFRPSELZHRFZHAEERDTH
FHE R

Murayama (2019).& 25 T HI AR 15 42 3 3 —
B B R = KA |, Lk, JaR
FRATA S AT B R SR FT R R B {5 BBk
A 5 4P B < S A 2 S L A P D AE
23 [6] i 8% 1 H K (Loewenstein, 1994), & iH 5 17
Bl e (R i Ay kA IR i — 20 B S PRI T
o IR, FRATAE B 2 B oE (5 S 1
W (B, BRUHIGE & LRI A 5
T EEN, XS RLETEAL B B 4 S
BRTHEEMME. &5, BT EEMHCEEWN
WA B LIRS, A AT 3R HUE B BE 07 12
Sx PR, MBI B FRAT A M AE b1t

ik, ARG, TRTELERiE &
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TEE S BT b, HR AT BE B B (5 2 ok 11 )%
meEifk . BN IRERE R BLE 2 0Y(5 Bak 0, FE
BLHEEAES, HRBMTER ERBACEs
M EEA T T Sk B R A
222 B IR N7 & AR CRITA R )3 5 S R R
B K2 KRR, SEHPERAR, 782 RO Fe b
A 5 ol B R & R 1E 45 (Marvin & Shohamy,
2016; Murayama et al., 2019), B 5Z2% 3 FREE )
[AETE S, AW W R IR A S B & %R
) NAR, HSEPR L I AR SCRTR, MR
SRR S B IR S 2 (8] 2 A7 22 BE 1Y (Gershman
& Uchida, 2019). AHEMFFER W], 22 H X A O %
A2 18 77 B4R B S DB 3 2 A AR L3 B2 AR LAY
flifi1 2 i R Lk T A C 2= 178 (Murayama
etal., 2016),

SR UL, PR AR IS BB 2 R ROk /Y
Grar shipl, SRS E 2 A5 B S oRAT R, R
PURBUS 2 B AT 2t . TER M RGEWMIERT,
IFEF A B A, BIEERE RS, W
Ml 28— 4 B A R, BT — A I R R
IR RGO P R O Lk i T e A i 5
A I I A E IS S (Fayn et al., 2019; Lydon-Staley
etal., 2021),

3 HFREMMESRBPHNELSER

- RS PSR vp DB 733 AR B B i
JoE B 2 M A AR A R S — A NIR R
FI L, WA B R R AAE— DR B A
WA, RIAMARR A L SRR
3. HEHBERKNERSSWL

KEMTERY, Bah)Lxdnd REHEMRR
PRI LA AN PR TR RN Bk 1, AT WL AR 4
AR R A IR 2L LS NI TE 3 DX
(Begus et al., 2016; Leckey et al., 2020),

B e 1) SR ORI 35 7 A 1) 52 0 2 B 4F
BB IR o 5 DA [F) 47 I8 A 1A 2 (1 4
EATE R, BILE R 58 A A,
AR &) 19 L 3 5 AR R e L AR Y
(Kidd & Hayden, 2015; Schulz, 2012), 2021 4&,
Fandakova F1 Gruber ¥ J1HRTER, #F5%E T1F
10~14 2 gy, 532 A2 e my o 2558
B, AMRBURLFA, SRR IC AR AT T AR
T 10~12 # 1 JLEE, 12~14 % (75 XS AR

BEEFBIBFLICAZ T, X—8RIBABRE L
H5HEEX B E B EBUNA S, A1
V2 PR ) 1L 151491 1% 50 47 )8R (Fandakova & Gruber,
2021), AW REERE N EHDERERANEZ,
WA S B

BT I X LEAE R R S T B S I R B R R
S WA ACC TEIF37 &2k vh i i 5 &
T, NBILEIE RN, ACC MRS AR
A BARRIA, oA v o€ W I RN Ak #HRE 5
14 R F, 73— 158 AH 56 £ I (ERIN) 14 41 I 7 %
A2 Al — ELARE B A 34K TG N . Fandakova
LENQOI8)IE LI, 12 % 0y JLEETE % A 2t
HIICAZ 15 B2 0% ACC 1 AIC, {H 2 10~12
% W STECE B E T B T LPFC, i — 25
AYMTEEI, 10 %7 B 5 DA 00w 58 S A A DX 34 o
SR T LR AIC), 7 1.5 4R JF AN & M vF
fli PFC WY& & K. 45 ik, Gruber H1
Fandakova(2021)f& %, BEE 4RI, MER
W 28 7 - Pl i 28 S 30 (5 BB 0, 36F ACC
S AL BERE I AW &, T ACC 3 F i 22 5%,
—REET PFC MM ARG EFILHL R,
B A L EME AR B 2% 7 A0 i 33 F -2
WENWIRRIT o 73— TG FF R L5 R R,
7~15 % L35 PFC 4548 284k 5 1TAl i B 0 kR A
2 (Fandakova et al., 2017)., Fandakova % A (2017,
2018, 202D 17 T4 LPFC HEff MPEAL RS, B
7 EVC fEZH LPFC W LAY S il B9 P AT
(Shenhav et al., 2016) ., FLAF 27 AHICBF IR UL, P ol
NS ARLF- R AT LA AR B LA TR 45 2%, = F W —
FhEE A BT it — 2489 5346, PFC & —A- g
B i XE 7, B RIRZ W IX, ANFE WX AE
e E R AFTE 2 S ¥ (Reverberi, Lavaroni, et al.,
2005), A WX FLHEA T BN X 4

SR, R4 LE TR T ACC 1 AL 1Y
g, X a7 S A0 A 8 TN O 22 7= AR RN, AT R
U AN X 43 1 v A BT o B A R G A,
LPFC JF U 56 15 8 9000w 2= & LA A H e A
XA AT 455 PEAl (Fandakova et al., 2017, 2018;
Fandakova & Gruber, 2021), M B # BA 5 a1
HIBE (3 B RE R AT Y HIMESF (Reverberi, Toraldo,
et al., 2005; Shimamura, 2000), iX#R 1] fE 24 H 4%
INBIE RS R4 R B )2 B %R, AR I
BRI 9% T 10 2480 45 35 T 4 s 20 A 434k 1 R A
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(Frenzel et al., 2012), — B & #5155 &, LPFC iA 4
3 3 R 30 2% R G 2o U B T I SR R T Vi
A 14 2% 2] (Gruber et al., 2014; Lau et al., 2020),
AIBEIE 2K T PFC H5ifF SRt 2 e
WeREPI 28R Z MM 32 BEAEF, ihFRATE S 3
PPN, RIAE ST A 22 51 A& 09 4571 % 5 20
AF 13 12 1 58 A ] 5R T L (Fandakova &
Gruber, 2021),
32 HFEMBERHRIE

U T 2 BEAE IR B R IR R WY A A1,
HEENR ML IR . RERAETR
BRI, WS B B AR e, SRR R A
N BRGEEF H A F 0725 55 #0823 BEAFE I 1 G i R B
(Robinson et al., 2017). 5 & & H 5& #9 FF il 1k
(openness to experience; Costa et al., 2000; Ziegler
etal., 2015), /& 2K (sensation seeking; Giambra
et al., 1992). WRIT N (exploratory behaviors;
Kashdan et al., 2009; Kashdan et al., 2004)#F % i
HH AR L P AR

WA RHADA TR EIR F RSP R5G—DA
RGM NE REHIBLA L. DA REUHI NE R4E
B 5 Z B BRI o &4 AR IX 26X 4
Al 2 OC H Y Ml XA S BE 58 A4 A S B, T RE
S T SR T A B Y UL AT S AR DG AT R B
— A EEJF K (Chowdhury et al., 2013; Eppinger et al.,
2013; Sakaki et al., 2018),

Ak, WIE R IR RO R R G,
i 4r 25 MO P B — R R . 1 BB E AT
AR H BT fE A (MEtchell et al., 2000; Raz et al.,
2010), WMi4F#F AT LhidE i DA RS NE RSl
W, LIS ZieiZ o tenyiR b (Lisman & Grace,
2005), FEE IR, SOE MO B0 B A
X B A ARG R HRHTVE T . — I 1 W5 A 30,
PRFFIF 35 AT DU AR A B 52 55, 0 HORAE 52 W g
i id1Z I (Martin et al., 2007), BR T ic 42444,
A X e AN I RE A BOGEE ., X RS
DA R NE REEAT PFC HIHI#CA X (Sakaki et al.,
2018).

4 BEEFRE

Li LR, A 00 S AR 2l 2 5 7
AR R e o 35 B9 R AR R, 8 — W& SR 0y
fiE LA 6 AR, B JREE BB D iR

AL BERIRE AL L FE SR FEE L 15
BEE . Eh—ahB it e, U bg—1
PRy AR 2 32 30 24 A4 B AR —BR Y R
R . AERUERSL T LFAr B RS LA 5, H 4
I AN 4 AT R o B Ok, BAR T T A
WrEck R AT R MG IR L RL A
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From induction to relief: Neurophysiological mechanisms
underlying the curiosity feedback loop

CHEN Nianqu
(School of Education Science, Nantong University, Nantong 226000, China)

Abstract: Curiosity is the main intrinsic motivation driving information-seeking behavior. The curiosity

feedback loop model decomposes a curious event into the following six processes: perceived information

gap, curiosity generation, value assessment of control, information seeking, curiosity satisfaction, and

information integration. These processes create a positive feedback loop that contributes to sustainable

knowledge acquisition. The model emphasizes the dynamic and changing nature of curiosity. In addition,

this dynamic loop of curiosity is embedded in the lifelong development of the individual, changing as

experience is accumulated and the brain develops. The model incorporates the expected value of control

model and Bayesian reinforcement learning framework, and integrates research evidence from multiple

functional brain systems such as the monitoring system, reward system, and control system. The model

provides new ideas for understanding the neurophysiological mechanisms of curiosity.

Keywords: curiosity, intrinsic motivation, reinforcement learning, information seeking, curiosity relief





