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SHEERINNE IR E? MWESNAREH
LG R T EAR B N A

BAEH ' DER OEERY 5 2 axel
CTOMNERCEMRIGRERE, )M 510370) G MHERIR S DA BHAABE, )M 511436)

W E MR ERAREGT AL, BEFTERILERF AL EIREFTA, BRI AREEEEA
BEIMNEFTPRRENEENAEA —RRARENFBIREAERARBRES E AT, SHBEF K
AL FHEAETRMER . Kd, SaT8 YRR TE A LB (F KRR FT ) LR Hom, F AT,
AT R AR RBHEm I NAAR L ZTONRY, R—F R EZARTFAFR LA BN, @i R8s
FE R IRAE ARG B E NI BTN A G RGN E AR B G kK, AT FRER G HIE ST X,
IE S B FHE — AR RIPAEDIARETH, B FE—BFHEG AL 2R ek AR
KEEWR WpARGE; BB, FIMME; FHREA; KB, HHEER

HES  R395

1 5§ DR (Gard et al., 2006). 33 9 il 25 7 fr gk
,E)Z T A El?f:fufwj%:\ Saat SY. ‘#4‘/

P Sy — i LA 0 BB, A 1 4 %%%;m%;wfjf‘ﬁigﬁ*?k v
R KE] S ol i Ak T30 SRR, EEIEHEGUEE R 69 s T

- : S T 01 42 A SR, R T S B T Ao 5%
TR — DL PR (WHO, 2023), IR b, IHRAE [N ; . gy

o T I T SR AR T S R ek A 1
S B 2 R HE ITE, X B 0 T 2 A . \

\ S UL R 4 7 55 i e AR P B0 e, 328 T I A
Tek MR, WEIRZEEL, AR, B RS A e " e ) 5
B L A A A merican | TLTAR T 5 0552 50 0 1
m%m;mMmm@nt)ﬁwbﬁmémﬁ Ak A e, R T 15 LKA

H ° > s A Py I S - 4= E N ’;ré'vf -

U 0T 5 BF 5 M 5 BE = 42 — R gzifﬁfmﬁmm”ﬁ’ﬂ%ﬁﬁ A
Mo e A Ab‘ﬁgy 3 ,mu‘—‘l»}\ i '; #O B
oA ORI, A1 165 0 L

— e o LHOBUE AR R R EAER, R

R Bl e —— VAR TR DR 2 —, 7T R \ At A

’ e T4V 5% 1% B B HLIG S I6 AR S P 7, B0
R VAR SR SRS S TSN, A N o

' \ A7 BRI 2450 2 MO £ (Homne et al., 2021). ]I,
DBl R 1 A VA AT I ) 1 3k . IR

b ‘ SRS — BRGNS B RS S S LI F AR, e e
S A, b S HLI ARG IR, TE R H 3 L

) . o . — 3 B 1] P 58 J 422 B8 21 B Y BX(Giustiniani et al.,
B9 K #E(American Psychiatric Association, 2013), 2020 Racine et al., 2019; Wilhelm et al., 2021, 5
BRAH AR BR IR B A T e e e
T B R e AR TR 4 % T - ' S

_ B - S B IR E RS B B E R INAE (Clay et al.,
JH VR INAVA L g7 % -4 1Y
PR SR, T 4N B AT 935 2R 2022; Soutschek & Tobler, 2020; Xie & Zhang,

2023) o BEAFFARAE 28 5 A B BT 85 0 2L (2
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XL H A TS TR IR T RE NG S S AL . LA,
AR LN R A i 3l SR 1 5K A A AR IR 2
JRRAZ Kk 223 R0 OR i ISR, 9 3 T R 43 i) %o g
E BSR4 . SR, Y ETIR >
BRI = 5 % b A RRAE X B 3R 4598 7T REAEAE
HISEI,  LLANAS ] 19 5% ) 288 (5t B PR sl A 0 5%
D) EAN R I AF: 558 7% CEE SR A A ] 25 58 AT 55 )
A W] HE S B AE 4G R .

TiHh, TR R % . B R
o BT S BFSE T ik, © 70K 5 95 IF 90 Ak A5
TR o AH B 3 W 3R M 45 S S (ffE
S EAG T AR ), HHEBAELR H 2 ik
(trial-by-trial) Y 73 B 7 i, FECS: S 8010 &
AMETETZIAT 55 0 85 ) B R Ak, AR AE
R B HLAT A fE % 15 2 BORS 40 % 0L A9 97 (Huys
et al, 2021). [N, BRI ETFZ A 28
(free parameter), X %625 A4 1Y WL 5 4
(observed data)ili i B BRAGE FAHE T Ok, BB
HEPPAG — 28 To vk R A 2 22 N R, X
T ER R B RS B E Z 0 . BA 2T
G BIA IO BREE A HA B R 0, ¥t
A S 4 2 T 5% ) B S AL O AR S A Y
WRIFAZ W, B, H OB IR A
J5 5 B Re ORI SR B, AR 2 3 — 5 i E
ABAE 2 B SR S AR B ) iz i8 A,

R T AR HE X SAAE R E B ALz ] Y DGR Y
NI, A FEHR S 2 R AT Hh B R 2 A
VAR5 T3 ok 3k U il B ) %o 0 T TE 1Y 22 S
A, AT IARAE 2% 1 22 5 B ALY L 0 &
7 M A BRI 5 ik, D BOK T AR AR
RS 56 2 AT 5 s AH 25 5 A6 U 0400 26 5 i
JHo T ax SRR, ik — DR R TSR AL A
FEIEK AT AT e AP TE R —Se )8, LA K RSk
N EE R O RS T Tl

2 MMBRAE“HEES 1 N INFEE 7Bk
WMETTE

WL A 5 0 3 VA A A S T 5% ) 3145 22 Jih () B
Ff, REBFFERIESS S EORIR, a2
kB TR ZTE IS 2R AR S, %
A 53 hy < B A E% Ty A N SS J W A A i
(Steele, 2020), J34b, B BUFIFOBSE Tl £
WL 2 WL 5% Hy WG il 2 A (Kurzban et al.,, 2013;

Rewitz et al., 2023), 1T X By ki bz,
S A7 W T2 LA SCAR W X X R o BB A4 . B AR
INFENES 7 25016 B X L B AR 9 35 B 5 5 AN
[, SHTHC RN P T X ., X
7 Wt A 21 B A% ) RN S5 g 1 o WL i =K
VIS Bl 2HA S P AR 1 A AN ) =2 4tk

XTF B RSS DT I, F YR SR A ] i
AT 85 4% JE (button press) (J5 SCHAIFR“FHEEAT 55)
8¢ % % B4R 11t (hand  grip) A4 4R 1 R /NG SCA
PR I3 AT 55 ) 55 7 SOk A B A AR JE AR g
AT B T AR . XS TSy g, BESY
8 H 4% H TAEIC 12 (working memory) | 507 Wr
(digit judgment). {F55 V) (task switching) A J i
24 (conflict inhibition)fT5% %5 Jr =3k i &1k
JE AN A Ty T A B T R
21 HHEHAHMNEFK

RH LB B A SS J3 PEAG 5k S - Treadway
85N R TR T BT 55 0 3% 1 R Jih A1 55 (Effort-
Expenditure for Rewards Task, B EEfRT %55,
Treadway et al., 2009, 2012), 7EXTEEF, FHE
PARTE— DAL 55 (BI7E 21 RPN /MG 1%
T 100 D EH)FI—A><fif AR 55 (RILE 7 Ab 0l
FHEFRHET 30 ML) Z BB E#E . [, #ik
Bl A, 58 BURMEAT: 55 MERE R, (HBBAT RS & i |
A T8 B 2 Dl T 45 52 B T B4 55 e ARG, HL
REA R — D EE Y . IEEE 922 e n 4. S 1 ik
SHAT: 55 N B A SRR, B o8 AT 45 2K
JE B ARAT 2 B AN R 1Y, MR ARG,
B SR EAT RN 12%, 50%, 88%)AL4 T il
[l o AT 55 © ESARIE Zh AL F AR DG 5T 9t
I~z {# FH(Berwian et al., 2020; Bi et al., 2022; Park
et al., 2017; Yang et al., 2014, 2016),

JEk, WIFEARIET EEfRT (L4558 T =448
FRRE: 4571 AT A T55 (Effort-Cost Computation
Task; Berwian et al., 2020). 3% JJ3Fl{T: 55 (Modified
Effort-Expenditure for Rewards Task; Bi et al., 2022)
VLK% S1am Ak AT 55 (Effort-based reinforcement task;
Park et al., 2017). BARTIF, &5 MATHAES
JEHE T EELRT AT 55 o FRIXE I8 BAT: 55 1 i SRR B
DA% 5 22 i 101 4 4 4% B (Berwian et al., 2020), %%
TIPS 145 2 AE T EEfRT 1145 H AT 55 X B 174 22 4,
M T AR B 9 RIMEAE: 55 (Bi et al., 2022), 5% 77
SRALAT 55 5 EEfRT 4155 1675 A A A 14 5 )7 T A
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MM A RS I E 7 IARAE 55 1 2 5 S LT Al B SR i 109

S AN[A, EEfRT 4145 % AR T 3R4% 2 Jah 1 8%
AT R, % TR AT 55 TR AN AR BE i %% ) &
THE G 2 5l B 458 A (B i T 48 O =R R G A
(Park et al., 2017),

T3 A —FhEs UL B A% 7 AL ik o R St
1£5% . XAMMES TR E @S IMNE R A—E 11T
BIOPAC /A w) Az 7= it A= L 2 A™ il b LA DA
& 7 W RE A BIEL, www.biopac.com)eid sEAMA Y
& J1, B4R T E 0 RN RIS A AT Y
BPRSS I RREE o B ETAE AR IE BRSSP S 56
W55 s FH B4R 1 55 4 T SR A 48 1 H 55
APPSR PR 0998 15555 . RS9 13T
G5 ANAN T LA A L () PN 15 B M 50 B — > R AR A
BT ES, RI5 % T % (Cléry-Melin et al.,
2011; Vinckier et al., 2022), BPFl 2 o5 1992 )
HMESFREFREG DB R KB EWR%E
(Maximum voluntary contraction, MVC, B[ %5 i []
PR T A 48 A - Bl B R A, SRR B SR B
TTE & K55 A7 S (U B4R A48 D7 1 3k B AR
40%~100%MVC 7K ) FIE K %% J147 R (R T
AT I3, R J1iHKF S 0) R PN e 0 b AT
PP I 52 AT 5 (Cathomas et al., 2021),

BV B AR S% T 9 A S50 45 e i it X
1T 45 (Progressive Ratio Task) . %% JJ—% il & F- T %%
(Effort-Reward Picture Task) 3% 8 —[/%: 55 (Effort

doors task), FAET]Z XL LR 4 (Bowyer et al,

2023; Klawohn et al., 2022; Sherdell et al., 2012),
22 INAMBHHNEFE

B UL IA I SS AT 55t PEAG AR T AR ICIZBE
JIH N-back £ 55 804 117 18 - N-back 1F: 55 23 76 HL
Bt%s PO R I — RO TR ECE T, IR
SRR M EECEE N (N FE T —%07, W1, 2,3
SR REECE U, NOBOR, AR ICHE R BOR
N-back AE55 XA H KA ICAZ N TRE A 2K,
B Westbrook 45 A & & 5 FH T PEAG HIARAE 2 1)
NHIZE 1478, B N-back tAHI%E F11T:55 (Cognitive
effort discount task, Westbrook et al., 2020), 7E
N-back NAISS JAE 55, #k T k£ — I
RIMERY N-back {F: 55 F15¢ i — T {i] HL1 N-back {E:
555 TR, RO, SE AT 55 2l R
WA, e AT BT 55 R 2 AR AR 2 il

INHNEE S8 HUAT 55 (cognitive effort motivation
task)J& 73 — PR NS I AE S5, th Ang S5 A

(2023)FE L AF R K Ji o FEAT 55, Wil 2 AE ¥ 7K
5% 34T S CUn o 142 R i 57 2 B UL
A T5 Y B 145 ) AU K - 1955 047 Sy (i i
(B2 5 e 1 S R 1 A4S 7 B DR B 60 ) 1) 58
TR AT IR T S8 AT 55 o [FIRE, Be A, 2k
FeAF S KT 5% o] LI RN . S AR
i, A 5 B AT H IR K ST B 5% HRE R [
T ARA AL

THh, WA INFISE 13 BT 45 (Cognitive effort
deck choice task) . TAHIFEIT:55-(Cognitive performance
task) . 113 HLIA F14T: 55 (Computerized cognitive
task) A1 -7 £ AL 55 (Progressive Ratio Task)
AT NEISS T i i, Sk 26552k A T4 55 1)
T 2 L 35 85 R/ R A I Bl ke Al AT
WA R, BAR T 2 103X L SOk A 28
(Bowyer et al., 2023; Klawohn et al., 2022; Sherdell
etal., 2012).
23 HEXITAHR

—SERETER T BRSS AT 55, JE LIS
PR = B2l R 85 3 e I AR AR S ) S B A
PIARARE 82 A5F B PR35 R4S Rl 5 o = B,
PIIUIF 52 R T EERT 4155, 45 & BUAIARAE £
L it e AR BE O SRR AN B AR 5% ) 25 AR A5 2 Tl
(Treadway et al., 2009; Yang et al., 2014), Vinckier
85 N (2022)2F% i B 1 48 77 31 45 A 2L BF
FERM . SR, R HHE SRS s -
W E R AR5 . Hesd—rilk T 5 ) I 5 91 %
A K IANARAE 7 (Klawohn et al., 2022; Sherdell
et al., 2012; Cléry-Melin et al., 2011), FEE WK A
(Yang et al., 2014) LA B AMARILE DR AR 3 488 i 1 R 2
AE(Bi et al., 2022)7EA] H B A% ) iR B L5
HRANFEAAEZES

— SR A S AT 55, I DA R
15 8% A Bl 035 8 S AR S T e B ST AG 4
BBAE 8 35 4 N 8% 1 AT B (AT " .
Hershenberg %5 A (2016)2F A 01— 2k =04 T 55
Wood-Ross %5 A (2021) R T B HAAIE S, B
TGURFE 9 0 e I A BRE N O T 25 A R B 8 A
55, T AR i A5 A A0 1) S R DA R M B A IR A
5, IX R BIMARIE B AT A 5% 7 AR A 2 il 1y
B B %K (Hammar et al., 2011; Wood-Ross et al.,
2021), BRI, R T HALIAHISS J14E 55 (1) P IE
FEITAR B 25 IZE . (Barch et al., 2023; Hershenberg
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etal., 2016) (HAFHE LAY, HHLIINFISS I PEAh
f£55 (U0 N-back f£:55, THAMUIAMES ) EZEIAL
ARAIEIZEE ST, T Hammar 55 AR FH AL 53T
AR AT DI RE, Barch %5 AR FI AL 55 P-4 4
B RN RE T, X 2622 R X SR 45 AL T e AR
AL

UEAh, A — 2R FE Rl R T B AR A A
B S5, PRUTIMARAE 8 3 45 11 5% 07 3R 45 22 il 9
B 5 PR IE R 1 I (Tran et al., 2021; Vinckier
etal., 2022) WFFE o, IMARAE 2 A PRl A
AR R R, AR SE AR D B i Sl LB
%, (ABFFEIE R K B8 2 58 O RNE Zh i sl S
PR S S IR AFAE G BE (Tran et al., 2021), [R5,
AR T HERE, SARAE 8% X B R 55 7 1) 0k
PRI R T XA 8% ) i U, 3k B0 W] A AR SE
AR ORI RS B A S5 ) LLAR TS 4 3l (Vinckier
etal., 2022),

3 HEBRESHHIRE I ERBF R TT %

THRARYRIE G 5 1% 2 3 A R ARG 1 2 95 B 52
R PR 5 o 3R 7 vk kT B il AN 3
PLAE A 2% N0 BRES ¥ HLA L 3%, im 4Pk ph i
A ff FH AE SIS AH OC A F 55 5 (Huyss et al., 2021),
HARHFBAE, B, ML G SE 56 500 7
J5 1% 38 5 T BN B S TE R R A BB S A A
AT DN AR AR, THREERL IRBELL A S8
B AT 2 3K YK (trial-by-trial) (9 28 fb 4 T A4
S 4k B (Adams et al., 2015), [5] At AE %
AEANRAT R 7E R YK ] (trial-to-trial) B 25 4k, 225
HuA B AR AE FATAT: 55 01 1) 194724 11 2 (Clairis &
Pessiglione, 2024); Hyk, THEBLE TR N H &
TH] 1Y A PR A IR AT S BE1E (Robinson & Chase,
2017). HH AL GE 4 52 50 43 B 7 1k X RE Bl 43 BT 5
— 2k B R B (s B Bk e PR AT N AR, 1T
ARk, AR Y HORE RL RE A A kB AT
TRV SZ ] ISF P SO, 3 2ot 3 1 22 A ) A o
AMRAT I RRAE 3K B BRIATH (Rateliff et al., 2016).
TyAN, KT Ry vk 5 b 2 % ) i R AR 4
G, REMBAR UE B AR AT 0 A I AR N P &2
LAl (Husain & Roiser, 2018), 4550 #71 )7 ik HiE

TEAN AR V- _EORE o 28 A BRI BR 5 47 N 48 B AR SR,

TR T3 75 AT LUK AR A [ DA 3 2 A 5
TSR i 20 2 PR AR TE A (A KT B R P 1

UK bR OCHE, HE I BN (A DA N 4 420 2l
MBS, & SR DL — P 2
A& SCHk (Adams et al., 2015; Husain & Roiser,
2018; Huys et al., 2021),

THEAE Y Ty vk 0 B AR 5 0 5 S Bk,
AN [R5 SRR BT R AR B 7 i B WA AR .
faimE R UL, W N ESAA T E M T MARE 3h
BLE 3R DG 55 0 o FARC AR e L BE N 25 [FIR,
H BRI AR Bk E KRR,
SR I B 5 4 A 38 I L I AT 55 R T R PUAT .
KT B R RS AR L AL R 0 Al 1Y TR A,
T SCARAR B AP T S AR B 1Y% ) 25 )
HLAY S5 3T 5 1% o
31 HERBFIEISER

AL IERIE £ 2 s AL 35 47 A B AR A 8 B
PRIBIR TR (L FE 2R PR AN | XU 2R BT | P2 tss
R PR AR | (B 5 55 AR R g AR
R Y B B A2 S BB AR S PR TR
FEAN(H 5 55 77 AR 35 g D0 AL B TR v 3 B itk 32
B AR 3 %% (cost-benefit) HEZL P . 7E X MHE
ST, ASRAT N Y B AR R RS 2 5 (BRI 25),
117 3% 3 H AR B 85 01 (R RA), 5 )m A1 fg
IRASF OO EL IR 2 il 5 5% 1 AR 2 2% (Pessiglione et al.,
2018), EBY BB BB IA AR AE HEAT P 3R A
SWEE R, HUBCENE S8 T A R,
23 IS 1T i (Ratcliff et al., 2016), 3 Ak2% >
TR R DA R A R BT LR85 I 5 2 S 2
FEAR 4 ok 26 K S OR W LR 2R B S AT R, LLARAE
e KAL) 2 il (Chen et al., 2015; Pike & Robinson,
2022).

XTH AR bR ERRE T A AT 5 AT
1Z, b SCa BAARFTA RS T S A 55 R AR 4
FROT LA (8 5 5% ) AR AL 25 LA A R 3
FHIE RIS, AT D SR B 1R 5% T 9 H AR
SEF WP g, Al Vinckier 48 A (2022)
P 5 r (o P 258 28 A A R 1) B AR 5% T A G AT
Ko EEREYTHOR AL N HAR BRI RGN, B
A THRE NN KGN LR . ke
BRI AT LA I T b SCA 28 0 43 DN i B 44
NS IR IEAT 55, AR o FE 19 R It 45 SR X)
APREEJRh 22 3] WS o T I S R A BLRR A
BATTEENS J A 5T $2 (LA 6] A9 40 A SR AR ST AR AE
BEES R SHLE S, Wi B T8
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MM A RS I E 7 IARAE 55 1 2 5 S LT Al B SR i 111

4 THI b B 55 ) 2 B R BRI
HHRAERE ST Z A3, XESHET
A T ORI 5 4 378 5 2 bR BRGSOk,
A SEERAE T 5250 A A 2 AL B R A
i FE A4 N4 5 (Husain & Roiser, 2018), DA F %t
PAERRE R 52 T R MR B S EAR AR AT N 4, H
PR SRBFR LEB G 1 AR S ORS00 H i
32 EMEEIRE
HIAERRE AH B 58 8 8 O M E S KB

TER A ST AY%S 7 AR A B ARMT 55 (Berwian et al.,
2020; Vinckier et al., 2022), —1i5, MESXT
AT B B BRI s TR, RA R F A
e B 55 ) AR B AR R, AR O AT
5% o 22 58 A KA S Bh(Miiller et al., 2022), 7£
BRI R R, RAEAASE ) BRI Y RS
BB RS k, XASEOH TR S % B s
T AW AE, FRZ 5% S1¥rdn(Aridan et al.,
2019; Arulpragasam et al., 2018), ZHMARIESS 1%
H LB E AT bR . H S kR, 4>
WX B R AESS BIPEAG I 280, BARIHE Tz
HRE S (Prdn) Sk, TR A o i B A AR 78 AT
H%% 1, BIS% ) BT & (Aridan et al., 2019;
Arulpragasam et al., 2018). 1Y MR A R0 15
LMY | DU 2B | A LR | FE RO
#HMBREAX AKX 1,

LVERREL SV =Ry —kxEy

o 1

XL IHT £k R %K SV(t):Rme o

L R % SV =R )~k x E

TERREL SV (g =Ry x e* * B0
I AT, SVIRELEEARR (trial, t) T # F WA E,
Rt EHANRKK T RN, EoREE NIRRT NS 5%
%, k M AmSE, RES I EIREm . e A%
W, WA AR R IR, ISR T 2.718281828,

[, WFoE A e ik e AR B, L R (e
(Reward, R)., %% Jj % %% (Effort, E), £ WM H
(Subjective Value, SV) (WLAZ 1) (Ang et al., 2023;
Chong et al., 2017), Herr, Sl B F1 55 Iy 55 9% i A
AL AT RE, 8RR S 5
A REZA T 19 2 D A5 5 GG 2 A () 48 0 1 24 Jil %5
H), 5 VFB L 58 AT 55 75 B4 R %5 ) R
CGEF R4 53 R AR AE G 55 TR ) o =X PN BUE

SRR A 1A R A E, XM AR 1=k
XA E AL, XERIAZ 1 HY SV,
33 HAMESFEWAARNEMILER

5 85 00 AR RS DL AR 55 T BR %S
TBUEIEZ SN EZ 10 F th 24 RSB L IR
WZ R R, AR TEAT AT 55 2 B v i 98 57
R, BE WX MER HARAT 07 £ (Le Bouc
et al., 2016; Vinckier et al., 2022),

RN, RS RHULHEAT 0 B AR T 3 1Y
55 7 A ML g (B2 ol ) B O (B A7 G, 531
TR S 5 55 00 AR 19 22 (6 LA 2E H bR 3l i
FMEENRME = a0 - BIA) (Le
Bouc et al., 2016; Vinckier et al., 2022), {15 H#x
TS (O E, AR SRR SR AT 45 T
A LLARAF R an R H AR S i e (i o f, 0
FRFARA ST R 85 ) A LA 2 il o ety
185 %5 1 A s AR )iz T A A H(2),
Hr B M EXTRL V (F), @M EXTRI(T + K, x R) x
Fi, %57 AXT R (k, x Fy/(1 = Fp) x (1 + kex T)s

V(F)=0+k xR)xF; —(kex F/(1-Fp) x
(1+kexT) 2)

TEZAEA T 2 0 5 2 fE (B A 5K(2)
T RYBLIE L, [ B 5 A 44 2l SRR (B A Pl
ZHCK)HE . B IS EK, K, ARG 1Rk 85
Hr{fi£s#8 55 (Le Bouc et al., 2016; Vinckier et al.,
2022), RAEAAEESS T HURIE R RSB H th 2
B Ko, HAEBOKR, BEBIAMASS T flus b w9
F5 RSN 85 ) A A M AL th F R S EKSRALE,
HAR B, A4 95 UPE T & (Le Bouc et al.,
2016; Vinckier et al., 2022),
34 EBYHEER

ERR Y R R I 22 5% R SRR 58 U0 T AR
SRR, RAEM AP HAT BB B S RO 3
A R BORB R B il 3 & (Cataldo et al., 2023; Grange,
2022), ITAERAT BT # S il B 4 IO AL
FEIABAE (8 & 58 ST, DARE— 2B TR AL X
ARAE T 36 T BE AU AR (Berwian et al., 2020),

BRI AL, R —ME B R
AR, YR B E S R BUA B R AR R, D
ST 2 T (Ratcliff et al., 2016), %45 %) & T A0 4%
LG 5 (starting point) . 715 B {H (boundary threshold).
AL 2 (drift rate) 5 H B 4(Ratcliff et al., 2016). 7F
TVERRE AR GBI T oy, IR RUAR AR AE e ST,
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i - 2R R 8% 7 v 22 Rl R T 2k 7K P (Berwian
et al., 2020); 1 5 B(E QTR A B[R BEI Ay PSR
FRUERT T3 1015 B 2R (Berwian et al., 2020);
TR RN RAEME L BRREE, BB,
FCERA AR 15 8% 7 15 22 Al W A7 2 R B
TR, O N [ 3% 45 1% 2 T (Berwian et al., 2020),
BEAL, AR T 3 30 o ) e VR AL SR (RI% g 24 3K
G BT S v) 52 E (BPXRE A (3) H Y
F55 RYFISS S 39 (B R AR 3) T 455 E)Z
] Y 2C BRI 20(3)), A4~ 1 i) 22 Jgh Sk Pk (B
H S AL Brew) FIZE I BUBRME (R B 23 Ber)
(Berwian et al., 2020)o Broy A, VLA AT
Jh A5 BB INEURS Berr (EAKR, UEWIAMART S 115
B, AXGWFIr:
V=PBrew X R=Ber XE
35 BUFIKE
AH LU AT I A 28 1A R DG A R OK S 1 S 4K
SR Ak S BRI 2 T AR TR )R X T AR
SN, AE T S0 A AR A A an T DA sk 2 i R i
222 U BAT R AR R AT 8l o AR F A B T
1% 2% (prediction error, PE)F2%>] #(learning rate)
SEIMNSE, TIRZE BT AR Y w2 2
B 8 (U 2 i B8 2 5% 0 1R B 4 J2) 72 L T 1)
U3 2 B 22 (Chen et al., 2015), 2% 2 i 74~
A1) FH 000 358 22 TR 400 bR 5T 14 )81 R W B
SR A 2 2 B g w P Y TR R O AL Y 5
A2 3] i (Pike & Robinson, 2022), H:i, Jof

G3)

Y 5 Ak 2 ) BB o g R (Y 7 R A R
Rescorla-Wagner #i80 , 2B E, KIS 2417
YRR R AT — AR B A 5 2 ) SRS
R 2E I A Z NP (AN A2 (4) ) o oy, S
BRZEH L — MR IRAT 1022 5 5 B 2 g 2 [l 1Y
ZEMHIE (AKX G)IR) . KTl ALY
HLZANF, W Lh£% Sutton 1 Barto (Sutton &
Barto, 2018)f/ 41 .

V(t) = V(t*1)+ o X PE(t*l) (4)
PE=R 1y~ V )
i ARX@H, Vi R YA, 1 FBR

BV VendE B BRI R, o 5] REHL,
PE f5 MR B2 A (S)H, PERAYRTIM IR, Re)
FoR LR RB W, Vo R 1 L — Ak
JHFAT 2250

4 T EEBEHEREE < F R 5% Sl
FNEE N HR R R A

R, R IX — 5 VR N T T ARAE 55 )
RBANRIIITTIAZ . i LA AR L) 2
MR, FEEMTT R R IMARAE £ 1
= A N A NS F A K 4 O 1 O S S D
e T HERE, R E R AR 57 IR S
XA SEREAT 53 0 B IR o X LI AR
FE R A R I 25 SR — SE R A e (R, (EAS R
KWL IRARR . BRI A4

1 MWEBESZHFNNS T EERAR

fE# (4F) B SR BARW EEMER T
Cathomas  IHREEHLF 44 A TG B ASES HHLR BOR R A 55 ) A e A R
etal, 2021 g A Bt 18 A i 9y i HE 55 Prn s 5 ) -3 AR
Kbl oY 240 1% 42 A HHEREES,
Berwian  HUAREEMEE A 123 A S A A BKSH R Y OB A0 S B0 M LA REARE, A e
etal, 2020 e A B 66 A % Bett, Brew e
BRI
Angetal,  HUARSEH 26 A RIS B HL NS AT MR BB 55 ) SRR E, B AR
2023 T B AT 44 A % B k SRS K R T
HAAASE S
Vinckier  HIARSEH 35 A WM S SRS RS R A R 5 e AREAT [, SR SE
etal, 2022 pupe A Bf 35 A E5FINIE ROINES 60 BR I A S 05X SRS ) RIA %
AT % 7 B ke, K, ke ST R
Westbrook — HIABAE S # 103 A N-back RAI%E NAISE TS 3 M0 EE B0 %S 1 9740 50 B ABEAR 1L, AR A
ctal. 2022 g A ¥ 49 A lis S BE AR RIS
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2020 4FF120224F, R T ABIIIE 1 P
TGUHIF 5% 3 7 A ABAE £8 3 X B A% 0 B SUB R TR
(Berwian et al., 2020; Vinckier et al., 2022) (W3
1) Vinckier # AR H] T i B-5 %5 T3 A K 23 1
AR 7 i, VRARIAIAE (B3 FE PR AT — S ] B Y
18 I3 T 55 I X B AR 85 g i U . AR R,
AR LG T HE, $IARAE 28757 X B 14 %5 g i) SO
(BRI SHO ko) H i, (R 0 B R %5 ) Sk
PE 5 U A 0y R BERE IR B W A QR
(Vinckier et al., 2022), ItAh, MARE R EFEREE
S0t e B B 1) B AASS ) U . S — T
59, Berwian 55 A (2020)K F B RS §7 ORI 5 i,
VAL AR R S 300 S8 AR AT 585 0 A T RATE 55
N X B 1A 55 7 BB, BLATIAIAE RS2 40 0 25 110
B S IR E (RIS HON Beg) T35 1 T IEH AT

2022 AF, PR FH R BSOS DAl ARAE 8
AN %S ) BUBME R FIE, R 2R LS5 R (Ang
et al., 2023; Westbrook et al., 2022), 7E Ang % A
(2023)R I PR A AN IS F1 ST 55 PFA% D
AIAE 8 1A 85 U R 5 b, BIFSE R B,
SIEE ARFARLE, BB SS ) BURE (A 2
BN KEE . 755 —TFsE P, Westbrook %A
(2022 R HIA R 55, B N-back TAHI%S J11E: 5,
VLK R Y R BB B 5 47 0 Bt b R AR AE
BE S BB SO K I AR
o IXLEHFFE RN, AR B AR BT R AR DG
MIAT 55, AHEIE o NS AN R AT s B AR
LNE- I

2021 A7 55 Hb— WK H R B BRI )
TS5, HOBE T SRRAE 8% 0 R R 1) B 1455
TIHUBNERY 22 5, W58 TF R & B #5476 2 5+
(Cathomas et al., 2021), XTI, X WFFEALLH
I 25 1 1 e A Y R, SR SRR AE o R AR A (T
¥k 3 AETE), [RlET AL Y IE 5 % IR AS G
B8 BIEF R KR, BT LAAREHRER 2 5k
NIRZG 72 A TIRITRCR, SR8 B 19 s Fowt
HNFERNREABR S, XZRFTE R 7= A 5200

B JLAS PR, Vinckier 5 Al
Berwian &5 A\ BEAT AR 58 A A R AL X RIS
TEVPAE AR 955 7 URPE RS, W4 BT e T HE
KR, A&l 997 X AT R B2, X RE S
F i 2 R I — A 2R AT REXT AR B H bR
1T M8 5 RBEMEVE FH o B8R Vinckier % A(2022)

WFFE 45 2R R S A H A B AT A T %5
R (R AN A 1 85 ) 58 UT 55 ), Hi%
W5 AE VEAli 2 Il B0 M R 57 BRI (B A 28
ke R koI, IF AR S A AE 8 255 e B ok BN
FEEX I TRA R AR LR IUA AR . 25,
£ Berwian 5§ A (2020) 1Ak #0 AR i 5 5 1 £ A A0
A BN B B 4455 3 ORS00 48 il RS AP 1) BIF 5
H, WESE s R R AR 45 ) SR | 3R
U 2250, 100 Dl BBURR R X —FE bR EAEPIZE A
FE R W 225 . DX e e 25 ROk B, MK
15 BRI 97 RS, 55 1 BB X S8 3 ik L B
P AT R S AR LT SR, SR, 5 & H
PSR, KRR EITIRES . SR
ZHEE XA BART A HA R, [ =2
Z AR BOROCHR, B A Sk B 5E 45 65 1 H A
Ry ik, R ATE G M =I5 br, e HE ik
— D EIE X S SR A5 A

(HAFE R IR, R IMARSE 5% ) 2 3 ek 1Y
HRBRIDEE E 2 EMAK S5, Bk
AR ORI (trial-to-trial) () A S . B2, H—
SERL TR R NHEREAS Y, SR AT AL 2% S B A T vk
3T AA AT 2 B S B B R S L AZ A R
WEIE, X SERF 5T AT LIV A AR AE 85 1 4 5 ok
RMFFTH T8, Htn, PIITHESE R stk 2
BTk, SRR IEW NBEPAT B K55 1% 55
R, &Y TR 228 BB, MR
P, YR NG, AR AR ] R
FEA(Jarvis et al.,, 2022); [A]if, PRS2 5 £
4927 > TR AR LG 85 ) A B 2 2] R TR, Xk
A IE A 22 i 45 B AT BE B AUk (Skvortsova et
al., 2014). IeAh, A BEFEHRRIE T AEEIRTTIA
B IR S5 B BRI, RIS 23 3 5 PR A T
TR 25 1A% 2] AN 5 M A1 55 7 1A T 40 1 T
B, DTS M XA N 8% 07 45 B 2 3] 3 72 (Sayali
& Badre, 2021; Feher da Silva et al., 2023),

5 HIEREE“ S AL SR FEE SR IA
TR

5 Lk R A s RIS 7 i AR
E BB T B WTTEART L, SRS GE 52 560 7 3 U4R
ik AR BIAILAE AR S R AR 280 S R B ST AR T
WX, CAMSECRBTTEITAE T HARAE 5 B
PRES I3 FA TS5 Ty OGN SR 8L, (H AT A
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BB EERT HIFA -2 Tk, MMM
Az PRI G A 2o 2 v e S TR SRR £ 3 B R 5% 1
T, SCEIARIE NN SE 1 o dE & /D, AT
IR T R ARG T SR R IARAE “ B R 5% T il
“GNHISS T BN 25, (R BA Z8 0 1 A
RSN 2R R ZE5 R PEAL < B R 5% T
FNHEE S AT, 3 BIIE BN 2% Sl it 5% 90
REE AT IA TR
51 HERE“HESE S AN 1 HEE R
SARBEGE W, IMARIE B A BRSSP A
KB K MTE S AE 8, F BRI IACE B &
BIRE 1T R R RIS AL T . BUIRTE
FU1H TET R A 58 DXl %) 800 A7 AE G B (B et al.,
2022; Park et al., 2017; Rzepa et al., 2017; Rzepa &
McCabe, 2019; Yang et al., 2016), L4l Yang % A
TE 2016 AFR 3 THAAT 5 S 1 R 5%
FEHMARAE FR 35 BIHLAR A7 S A O IA S0 b 22385 Bl sf
KB, TARLE £ I 2 R R A . ZE A
o] A 0 DR A s g s, LA B P A A
S#H (Yang et al., 2016), L4k, Park % Niz %% 5
SEALAT: 55 PRUT AR AE £ B 1A %5 047 R i i 2 g
BTG BN R, IMARAE HR 3 R L 0 i IX
—RUER R, SUIRIAR—HE S0 K 5% 2235 253,

AL A% P —EE 51 B JBT2 BE 322 4 5 (Park et all,

2017). [RlEs, 3 30355 70 S0 AR AR R R B 5 va Y K
2R UL B /D AR IR RE £ 35 R I R 3 5 T 1Y
55 (Bi et al., 2022; Rzepa & McCabe, 2019),

] B, i FL AT 5 s ORI A S8 A A 5%
J1=FRAG Rl 1) 3k T o AE AR R H 0 G LS B .
Bowyer S5 AR T Hedgt—1 1L 55 3R 5T AR AE (B &
B VR S% T YL SRAT R A G I i FL G Bl B SE R B,
AH LG AR RE, TARAE B3 R I P300 . I
T 71 2 15 U (Stimulus-Preceding  Negativity, SPN)
1% Jif 1E % (Reward-Positivity, RewP) ) I 3l Jik
55, BT SPN i HL 1 2 5 XoF RV 52 3009 25 2 g 40
FEA G, T RewP SXIAAELERA N A K, X
U, WY U1 A8 3 X 455 R ) AR T R A ek 55 1
[, T P300 il By L5315 %0 5 0 0% BB TE 4y
BOAT 6, % Un BHAMARE 5 v] RE X 3% 1 (5 B i
BT B MIAEIAASS J347 )5 T, Wood-Ross %
AT BN FAE 55 PR FT AR 28 1 A 5%
TAT R S i R, IARAE B AR BS AT o S
W 5K EE, alpha I /%) 2 14 A 5¢(Wood-Ross et al.,

2021). H1 Tk L alpha 3G -5 T 2 FEARA X,
XU AR I £ AR 5% ) B L e v T RE A
R TR 0L

g5 BT, SERAE BB AR S B BHARRTA
B IIAT R IR, TR oR, BT NAS
E, WA B 0 B RS AT i AT BEEE
JEEE, S, BT RIRTESEE R TN [F T
S, M A W W] e T B R A R AN
—3, RRMF T E L KFEARTERERE, JoI
ST B RS S AN NS Iy X ) 22 56 F 9 45
WHNEAER o D34k, ANEIERFREE Ak, )
ML E R SR T B R AR Y, X & &
M EF A . DR, AT AH DR (9 R A R AIE
W RFREMRMEMEERWE R, Joh, BFMR
B 5% ) s AL FE M SRR . BUIRIR L R
E N N R T P S R R 2R oI P s e i 1
PRUHMARRE TAF0 55 7 1 il 2 AR BB SR 8 0, ROk
T 52 0L 25 65 i i R Re g LR B R, YR AER A
HIAE DA RN S T 0 B AR 55 g Sh ALt 3 A BEAL I OF L
BRI 2
52 SEMTERBESI\NNHERERARTHF

I AmEE S TR

BT AR FA T PR 2 B2 R 85 A ROk B
AR B AR 5% T3 RN S 3 A DG B R G 1 3 2
T IEH ANBEREAR P OF 5 (L3R 2),

— BRI 5T E ] TR T R RO A B Y T A
T PR AE R B IR RIA N 35 8 A2 A
P2 R Arulpragasam 45 A (2018)2K F & 1A %% 7
1F45 1 Westbrook 28 A (2019)K FINAIZE 11T 55,
W I00AF 5% X5 & B0 RS 9 A 4% iE (ventromedial
prefrontal cortex)Z: 5% & %5 Jy A AN Toad 72,
it T8 T RAE B BB . 53— LR IT IR
FETIEE ABIAT B RS 4T 55 B B K16 30,
RIBLHTHNAT ] B SCIR A (ventral striatum) R
PN BT #51H- (dorsal medial prefrontal cortex) i [X.
B 5T %% M KA M (E 500 F2 (Aridan et
al., 2019; Bernacer et al., 2019a, 2019b; Goh et al.,
2021; Hogan et al., 2019; Lockwood et al., 2022;
Suzuki et al., 2021; Yao et al., 2023), [AIit, A —
TUFFERT LG T IE B AREE AT BHRSS J) FA i 8%
TIPS BRI AH 5 3, &k B AT 5541
WOE T — LEAH R R G X, ALEE R O M i
B iz )2 . TR P 74 (intraparietal sulcus)Fl A K &



o1 R 5 BRSSO SRR S J1 %3 S HLIPAR B B s 1 1) 115
2 HEERNZSANDHESRSRRTESES A M ADE T HHR
TEF(5F) PEA TR BHRE EEBAE R FE 4
Arulpragasam IF % A B BHAS TS BASH WHRERORIE 5 BRI N IETE R S S T 00
etal, 2018 37 ) SRAE . S IFH G5k B, T 5 O A A 1 R T B P 0 % 3
B 5T e
Westbrook I A B N-back IAEISS IS ) 3 #L BRSO Y 53 BRI IRTANT . SORASEINIK S 5 T
etal, 2019 5y 3 HAE% B A A RIS A T A I it
. BHrnEH
Aridan R R RIROAR I SRS R R BORE R IR BRI RS | I SOIR R RS
etal, 2019 46 114 ERUNINI-EST 4 BB R X I 3 5 O A %
Bernacer AR BHES RS SRS B M IR BRI AT I R0 i 3h 5 S A (AR
etal, 2019 54y EWAM S %,
Bernacer E# AR BESIES BESH % 0 W AR A R RS R E 0 3 555 3 %
etal, 2019,y y EMM SR
Gohetal,  IE# ABE BIEKSIIES BASSH 38R BB 1 E% B RIRTIG F2 5 T 3 W0 5 10 %
2021 20 A ES NN ET 4 it
Hoganetal, iE% AME EMRRIVIE BAS S % MR B By IE 5 A TR0 P9 D20 B 23 30 5 T 5%
2019 LN 8 S5 EWAM S i VM ET X
Lockwood  iE# ABE HIKSHIES BESH AR BRI ER BRI EE B 55 3T .
etal, 2022 45y E-PIEEIE =13
Suzuki R R AR SRS B R BRI A BRI M SOR IR I T B 5
etal, 2021 35 948 F11HT % L PIEEIE Y 0 %,
Yaoetal, AR KB BASH WM R B TR AR N IRTE R S5 T R0
2023 30 A 8 ST % ESURIRIEE Y g it
Chong AR NSRS, SRS R BRI Y R A I P TS MR AR TR
etal, 2017 35 ) LS IE S RN S BSOS P9 3 R i 15 795 30 555 ) BURE Pk S IEAT 26, &5
5 A TR S U
Skvortsova  E % ARE BASNES  BHESS  MALE I BRI IE R AL AT AR 55 i I P 0 AT AR
etal, 2014 55 1 T 524 5 BE 1, 4355 A B 62 ol 00 15 2% RIS% A T
M52 B IEAR G
Sayali & AR NS NS RS T BRI RS -T R % S 5 T OE R ARG AT 4
Badre, 2021 55 ) T2 B8 %% S TR 5% 22 2 ek
Clairis & AR SRS SRS RS I BR IE R R PO R 105 3 5 TR (A
ng;Zlghone’ 24 A IWHIS RS RUAH S 2 RBH TR RS O G, T O RG 7 3 Sik
h RIS AT R TR A e
Hoganetal, IE# AR JETHRETS SIKS ) W # M ECB Y 153 A BRI JINIE 3 B J2 AR A e 1 2 1 38
2020 30 A 1 %% 1 % i 4% EMMESEL W, GARTE SRR TS AR
% LA 18 A
Miiller etal., % ABE AR FHE BIKS T B4 RECHIE N 5B BRI ARAT H EAIA 3 3 5 AMATE 5%
2021 39 A i d 1 HE 5 AL S ST R IR TR B ARSR ) A A A
EWHE SR
Soutschek & i # A B¥ N-back IS NFISFT % B0 BR SO R 1 TE 3 AR A S MR -4 5112 528 it )
Tobler, 2020 ¢q TS5 S FV T RS, AR U R R, [ A
B8 AAEAT A5 1 B 19 55 7K 7 F R
Soutschek  EH ABE IWHISAES NASH DGR Y TEZ 0 2SI T B AT AR
etal, 2022 35 ) BB 1 R TS BRI E TR FE R 0 £ %5
S8 AW R 7B
Bietal, THRAE B AL TR AT S SRS ML R BT T A A S I 22 O S A A - 03 30 2
2024 HS0N WIS EIE SHPAMBE R ORI B, R X5 ) 00 R
% 55; [ R R B0 K R P300 .CNV il SPN

5 FA MR 34
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(anterior insula), X 25 X i 3l 5 A4 19 2 Jil 4
RN SS R S R R, RN 5T & B,
54 4% (amygdala) il X1 S ALAY 5 A PR £E A 1 5%
TIE S B 2 B U M AR G, TS AR TE B iR SF
TS5 R I 2 U TE 26, X R IA A ] REXT
INHIR G sh A8 kR4 (Chong et al., 2017),

— oY is T 3 T oAk o S BN 1Y T
SRR AR ST IR R B RS I RN 5% 0 v
TERIA #2230l Skvortsova 45 A (2014) T
KT 8BRS TS, BRRIE®W AFERITIES
P P00 00 P RO B ) S B, A S A AR
5 Jih TR 15 25 AN B S RO 1R 22 EAH G . Sayali Al
Badre MYAFSER NS 14155, RIIE® AR
) T 20— IO Pt D 28 2 5 T A IR ST 1 55 B 1 5%
1T 25 g %3 #2 (Sayali & Badre, 2021), b 4h,
7y — Wi Al e AR ST R SR T B AR%E S A
BIWAAES, KIIE T ANBEAEITX A5
B % K . PR 000 7 78 P 60 A9 000 4 i X 2R 30
AU BOE R, BT BOA NS5 T M EITEA
iR, EHEWINNSE TEE
1 £ (Clairis & Pessiglione, 2024),

BeA, A WF S R TR Ty YR R 57
AR TR A R0 E B AT B RS A7 oy RO AR
M2 LR Hogan %5 A (2020)R H 1 F6 T ok A5 84
BT SRAR R e, R 3 E B T B K i 2 3l iz 2
AR RS K JR S5 T A RAE R 57 IR X B A
5% 1 A B A (5 B o Midller 45 A(2021) R 3T
MR S G5 A BB S TR R L, B
IR IE 5 AHE A A5 [ ety [ sl 5 A4
P2 57 R T B T A A (E AT L IR R .

LA M T —Se B R E AR X 5T o
X BB 5% 2R FH AR AT R AR (28 /0 4
25 F A i R R A ) T T R 9 s X0 3, [T R
AR Ty VPP AR AN A K M % 2l i 7 xof I B A
LI VN IE DI EwIiip-Ali N

Hrh, Soutschek 1 Tobler (2020)5% JH 25 fii
Hil 3% 4% R (transcranial magnetic stimulation) Fll3 T
PR BB R B A TSR Ty ik, AR IE R R A
T —TN N BS JAE 55 0 (0 R i 76 3, & 325 -k
) R i 7 &M T 450 P 37 20 52 31 28 G R A o i
WA, AR ES T USSR . R, BRI
RIS (8 R 0 MO 1 2 3 B 5 O 5 RS
AHIC, B T AU A I S ke, S AR AE AT

HAINHIES T 5 0995 55 K T B[R], Soutschek
S5 N(2022) 1 53 b — IGURIF 52 2R F 22 i 5 i v, 0 9
(transcranial alternating current stimulation, tACS)
FOARFNHET DLt S SRS 4 O B 1) 3 SR Ty ik,
WFFEIE 5 ABEPAT — T0UIA RN 85 4T 55 I 98 R A 0%
B, RZBAE 0 B tACS HBFT AN HT 45 - i DX B,
At BN S i [ 1 2 Dl — g 85 3 600, X R ] 0 i3
tACS JHCET A O T A0 I G DX BB 1 5 i e 14
T B AS AR 8S )

Ji4b, Bi % N (2024)F 2 GURE R A | i
P A R 35 T R BROR TR B A T AR R ) i,
FEAMARAE £ AT — I5T 5 AR 5 3 A 55 IF 18 R 1
B, IR AR DR 2 O A A Bl 52 22
R R AT T iR N, R X B g ) R D
555; IR F LRI P300 (5 MATER
J14rBeA %) . RBE 7178 DY (Contingent-negative
Variation, CNV, 5~z sk &G %)M SPN i
(55 A Mo 22 il ) 300 R A 5% ) B8 904 I 3R, 3K T E
W IVRIS A AR % DR 2 D0 5 &/ 0 i 0 3 5 1
SRBEHS B R AR A B S5 A R R
S A H B A BS JAl BE FE A A L B i
H B0 2 i 45 R A R R

H AT UL, SR ISR R 85 T R
SIHLAR DGl 2 B il 18 F 90 248 TP AR IE B AR,
A D EEREFEERER T IIARAE 78 S 1 R 3
(Bietal., 2024), W T+ I ik REE R R &
AR SR SRR R B DG A 7, X A
iz HITE I R AARAE 85 AHE b, BEH B X 7%
F AL F o A S R X & 3, 35 BN B LR
X — RIS A% 0 IR A o 28 A B 4 T A A
) i, 3 A= A R AR A A — M 5 7 1%,
W2 R IR Y7 IARAE 1 8 T B, AR
AT LR AR R AR R | Mg . ik
PR R R SRR SR AHES A, R T BET 5 4
IS AR 1 o DX 3 A8 A, 33 X i 3 AR A I R
BT EAEM.

6 SEIFFRFAER—LEE

A B FOR SRR — 7 7 i 5Tl B A
55 SOl S5 ) g U A 5, D AR
SBF DIHLSZ A BT R MR 2L AT R R
TR R i HAT AR A0 AL, AT LU SRS 46 3
PRSI G AL i LA AR AR A, 107 1 1918 ]
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Xof BHLA SRR S8 B A FIIA RN 85 B R L IA
IR BAT R o SR Y B R A A — 2
TR iy () 7L

5, ASEESE A A0 92 50 30 R AR —
H, —fE a2, st g i &% K
SN 47k bR SR N R e S & €
SERA—B W, RZ IRV S 1T )
MR X BRI HIEIFA Ty, Bk
8% J7 3 1 52 5 3 5T DL SR 9 55 1K
HEATAS VAR 53 o LU AR R 01 3R PR A B R 5%
LRGeS S WNISEIE CE PR SN DAY & O
XA TR D RS AN R, SR EE IS
EIEEWIE(ER = S =07 N i TR P TP 8 4144
R B A AR 1 7K 19 22 e P Ok ) 2 S 30
{6145 52 50 BE A8 TR M b DE Al A AR SE 0 T R 8%
FIIKF- AL o SR, — LRI RN5S 7 PSR 1Y SE 0
155, TESEBARINRSS 1 A AR 43 A 7E
—EMMERE . HHET, KREZEONHE TIPS E 55 2
i JERE X 2 0L A A M (L 2 s ) I A2 B0
i) WE AT 55 B i PP Al v, DA e A B )
TS5 MEBEAE N MRS AT AT SS T 359, X
PR AR A I SS9 7 =, A H B A A
NHIBE T 1 B Al 7K, A 5 AR AT BE
REAZ K B AR FRARZS o YS90 AT: 55 X B2 19 4531 )
I3 ANE I I (A e SO B AT 55 ME ), Ao
S0t ) I 3K 3R AR AR SO, A b AR O, M LA
1S B R AR REAR Z () Y 22 5 o ARSRBIFFE AT LR
W — SRS AR TR S, X AIA R E
B R EE R AT, AE G A XA BE 1A
HEAT A AR B R 43, An T E AL A I 5 vk
(He et al., 2022). i%53 12 RE A ARG A58 SOARIAE
55 (R WA AR B BN I 8] S5 98 b5, SN e A HLAS
HEH A T AT AUE 55 R I RE DK, JF HL
AE A% M4 211517 7Y BE 1 7K 1 20 T 6 3 E B A9 TA
TS5, LA MG i B TR A AR A0 T AR KO0

HAWR, TE 4T85 B S MU G S, K
ZHRWT I SR B AR SS ) R R 8% 0y Hoh— A5
T HEA TR, AU B A5 R AR 1) SR A
%% 1R (Chong et al., 2017; Clairis & Pessiglione,
2024; Matthews et al., 2023; Tran et al., 2021;
Vinckier et al., 2022), #ATI, A B AT S
TN HSS 733 P& T BEAR ELAE T, HES2 e ] R BF
AR KT EHA TR Shrh o ARRBEFE N &

A A — B AR A h P4l B AR R X P26
IR, IR TSR R Jy ik i A A e i AR T
LI R M AR R, KA R X PG
AN RIS TR 5% 77 TR 3R 2 1 W 5 B A AR (L 5l A
[ RZ e . R As, Y TR ST AR D PP Al LB R g e
PR B RRAE SR 75 52 i PR AE A8 2 A S L 3R
Mo HELIEDT SRR, 555 VR AR IE 19 o) — A~
B ZHE IR (American Psychiatric Association, 2013),
23 BEARAN R AT 1 5% ) - 34522 Jih 1) 72 JE (Hogan
et al., 2020; Iodice et al., 2017). 73 4b, HAE1EMIK
i AR AT BE & A AE B R B T PE R M (LeMoult &
Gotlib, 2019), A HCREIIAR, RIEEAT A
(5% I3 JC IR ARAF e, DT 0 2358 M LA 1 %
TR B . KRR T B IEE LR
PR FRAE (U 55, B0 P AR ) 45 )Xo SRS iE 78 3 B0
PLBREAT 52, DL SARE 20 AL 5 14 i
PRI B ATH T o

feJa, TSR TR A SRS R PR O vk
FBI T A U 45 BB AE L, X HE 06 F 5T
RS I — R AR R, SR, X — IR
HRBRTE, EHAE2MT 2 A5 5T BA 0
i (Inzlicht et al., 2018; S5 %, 2019), Han4
T RE 2o ¥ = B AT A — Rk, Dk R
& BB SRR . o, A MR
R FTAR A A LR B A B —, XS BT HTIE
BTN T R AR PRI A F e . 22 LY
TR bR, 2% ) U PE SR AR B R 2 TR R H
HERIEIRZ— o BEIRSS I HURAE By T8 b5 X T 21
fEAMESIE B FH ST N B A EE MR, B2
IPAT AR RRE 2%, B —T R R AN AR B AR AT
G 2 RS HAT A R Bl . ARRTT LUK Z R
TR J7 (a0 DU A B, | R B Y, o
b2 2] R A Y N T AR AE A5 1 8% ) — 3R A3 2
R B SE SR — XTSI ALAT N AT gt A
BRI bR, Gk s BRI (3 S
B 2f ) BB H 5 (Jarvis et al., 2022), JE7EZR
WUAKE LR AR SRS R, X RE TN
AT A R B IE A W S LA T B 4k, LAEE BY
AR IC B LI R RRIE DL B R 2

7 N

SALIG T A ARAE 8 BRI R AEAE,
HR T BRI IR L S IR, L T
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2 D3I AR RN SS 05 i, IRt — A4
B R4 TR A O RV R B 1 B AT A,
AEAZ TR A TR TTNARAE (8 & 1 Zh AL AR . AF
FAR W, MR ARE, IHRAE B3 R B
EHUFHA RN SS Sy A AL . RIS, A
FETES B IR H SR RTE . SOIRIA . i
AT M S XS TG B, X R
AR TA RN 2806 Bl AT e BUR & AN B AT B R A
UNIEDIPSvN% A L A=k i3
TEWFFEAMARAE PR BRI AR I, BEAEBF ST
AT | T AN ) SRR EIN T £ BE 2 B
TERIE & i S L 5 174 (Berridge & Robinson,
2003), #kifii, Treadway 1 Zald (2011)I\H, EFE
43 i, B A 0 IS R PR 5k SR TR TE 1 i 28 A BRR A
ARAS DG 28 Il U 5 BT 9% 25 B — > B B 2 Bl
T R A R, BFSET R A ARTE R BN
Tk A i ) B P 0 22 i AT O R [
Treadway 1 Zald #E—2538 i, Toit &R IR 2
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Motivation deficitsin physical effort or cognitive effort expenditure?
Evaluation of effort-based reward motivation and application of
computational modeling in depression
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(' The Affiliated Brain Hospital, Guangzhou Medical University, Guangzhou 510370, China)
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Abstract: Motivation deficits are a common symptom of depression, leading to abnormal reward
assessment or experience in individuals with depression. Understanding the cognitive neural mechanisms of
the willingness to expend cognitive or physical effort to obtain rewards is essential for helping patients
recover their social functioning. However, research in this area is currently hindered due to a lack of
appropriate methods for determining the roles of cognitive and physical effort expenditure in motivation
deficits. By using experimental methods and cognitive computational models to distinguish and assess
‘cognitive effort’ and ‘physical effort’ decision-making in individuals with depression, we can further
explore the essence of motivation deficits from the perspective of ‘reward for effort’ and better understand
the impact of motivation deficits on the disease state.
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