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1 31§

TCIA I H A AT BB I HE 3 A
Wr, A% L (Confidence)fE A HAE bR Z — b T4~
WX A SRR AE R, R O A R
B 3 W Ak T (Robinson, Johnson, & Herndon,
1997), 7EIk4 P 5% (Joint decision)id B, A {E.0
TeRA o T IO B G P SR R 25, 35 B AGA
WA W SRR T EET N ERF
(collective benefit)ifl F 5 BB B e 1E A 1 A0~ 1A
WEFE RO Z ) 25 F R, SRR 25 R/
e 7 55 BY 1 45 P (Pescetelli, Rees, & Bahrami,
2016). FEARZ AL LA SO SR Sl h,
EAE AT P R TR e FIBE 2412 Wy, kot R iH
TR A A AR B AN TR) 8 L B X B 1 5 R S A
B T LU i R TR A IE B P (Koriat, 2012a;
Schweitzer, & Helbing, 2011;
Mannes, Soll, & Larrick, 2014), A& i@ T A5 O
TRARIER I ROITEE M, I X sk R R R
LA 55 2588, BRGTRTh B A5 O DC S EOR it
SRAGTRN () AR AR [n] EHEA T T AR, SR A48 T I
GO B RO AH G R B AR BHLE, DU 4
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FERRE A5 O A8 b5 FIHR G PSR 1 6 R 2 01,
AL B2 58 AR MO TTIN X B G e 3 1
BRSPS A B9 A2 ¢ S B R
AY)5 & (Armstrong, 2001; Surowiecki & Silverman,
2005), 1B (55 K0 Al 32 H B AR R th 2k
(receiver operating characteristic curve, ROC)f{5|
AR, WF5E e B A8 6 TR SRR T T 40y 2 )
WORRAIE, AHA A 19 T8N RIK T [ B 52 e k5 D3R
(Galvin, Podd, Drga, & Whitmore, 2003; Macmillan
& Creelman, 2004),

21 BRE“HEAEE HNERITAMAEERFH

BEEM

TR B TN LA 0 B 40 35 ) A S oY R B, A
AT S At N P L R AT AR i TR 1 MR
PE, AR R T UL A RE R, TS 5
e, IR UL CHER R B (wisdom of the
crowd, WOC) (Koriat, 2012b; Lorenz et al., 2011;
Mannes et al., 2014), & %X — B4 FI4F58 TAE ]
PLIE I 8 LAt 429 (Galton, 1907), BHEZRATHR
THRBZZAZ AT 2K T A2 8
(Bovens & Hartmann, 2003; Nitzan & Paroush,
1985), XL 2 AL T A A (BB R4, B A
WL B BT A {5 B A2 PRI AR 5 (signal ) R AIL
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T (noise) 1R & 4 MUY, B IR WL EEERAH X N, AN
AR RN T2 LR A R

FET b, WS AR IBOR [F) AR 9 P S 2
R, FET G AR AR OGN F AR T, BRI OR
TR, RPN R AR B0 B Az S R
EME"MER, —_EBEARMETZY
(Surowiecki, 2004), X F 7 i % B — 1 R A A
L Y —A ANEAT I 8 W 4% ok 2 R AT, A
AT LABRAS 4 A Ak 1145 3R (Rauhut & Lorenz, 2011;
Vul & Pashler, 2008).

At ARG E BN, TEBL I R PR L 5l
o, AU ST RE AR 1 P 5R 25 SR W 25 B A TR
AR B B P SN A2 T 1) 9 38 A 5 e B
3R i 25 B (Pescetelli et al., 2016), TEBES RIEE
%, B E SRR ST PR, RIELE
AR BEAT B B s s e e SR A5 B2 )5, BEALFHE
FE— MR BAT RS TR, TS A PR N TR
A MNE R B UESE FE Rl B, AATTX A O kB
AR L, XIS e 30 IR A TR SRR R B
Ko Brennan 1 Enns (2015)JWF5E 35 171X —W
15, WS R AT AN Sl 2l e o
250 K AR DT E TS, DU TG
3R, Ah, Bahrami 58 A (2010)FF 5% & 3 24 &
PR R DURS B 2234 H B e 6 0 A M, MK
() A0 5 SR W N A BT i BE ) M 25 R %
Wi EBC A BRI Y 45 5, I O s AR T R
PSR F AR O ABXT B o B S R 22 R R
BRI, AUA I RIRE E %, L%
SIS R, (IR G Do SR AR AR 45 AR T FF 4
PR A AR TR

X FPXS F B PSRAN E PEAG TT .O BN T
FRHE JE S M FR A JCIA M (Metacognition), 1976 4F,
Flavell fizit38 HJoAAX — 4, 5 e s
FALXT IO AH G E SCRE A 38 1 T A [ Ay D, fi
(W0 Kitchener, 1983), ANidiXx &b 5 &R IA[F JCIA
FIXF AR PSR B

Zi L, JTINIAE R S R R R AR,
oA AR ] ST N OB 1 25 S RS AR Y SRR
2 A TR 25 I B PR R 25 S . G TR
9% B W R IR B T I A PR I, N
AR A A 00 5 A R R BE O A A
PEERAE A S AR bR, ACHHESIE LI & PSR 1Y
K,

22 “TWIAHHEBRME " BSHNEXREMEEE

A

A BT 51 AAF S KR SC BLE X oT
INRIE— AT o3 b, KTk PO Ia T 1A
YL (Galvin et al., 2003; Macmillan & Creelman,
2004), “ 1 %9 (First-order B{“type I”)H5 18 15
OB T W BRI IE 3R, 25 5 38 X S 3 fl
PR B PR A, “ T #Y” (Second-order B¥ “type
)P S 2 XA RS, & T oA R KT, W
£ LOHIRREEY < T AR

JCIA U U S e 1 Sk K P (n A AR
DR R)FN T BV PS4 RIZ M IR M,
BEFR R nINE R M . CRYEURE L BB TT
SEPEEURE O —MER R ARG, WF 9T R BN T A BOE
TCIAHURE AR, BRI EeR f A
{5 BEAK A9 P 56 AH e 1IE 5% 4 5 7= (Fleming & Frith,
2014).,

TGN FIE I B HA B B, le Comte (1952)TA
AN T1 68 3R] LA 1) S 3 AR AR IR,
BV A B2 43 S S (i 1) S0 958 SR8 1 e 5
T R AR ) P T A LS AR HE AT B RS
AT . HBEE A 2R =1 R g, Ky
TR TAE Sy Xk 2%, A E P E AT, iR
TSI 2 AT AT Y o AR 1 T e i e ik 5
(functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI)f
EHE R, AN [R) il D% AN ) 45 2 47 I8 TR
AE, LOwT%E I E2 JZ (prefrontal cortex, PFC) 1%
Aib R GRS 2 AR B, B BIEFE AR ST I A
OB 25 SR AL T A B S . TR, ERARE
FEAEX R T sl R RUBE I X T g g A e, o 1n) T
B8 Gm T AE S 5 Al 0y 28 20 T (Fleming &
Dolan, 2012),

HIAR T AE T L B G IA R )
YEF, 193] 7R Z 5k 3 2.0 BRI HE 19 32
$¥. Schmitz, Rowley, Kawahara F Johnson (2006)
TR A R R AR M ER, B
AT A2 450 A6 B 8 A KT RS 1 7T
N EAFTEGRFE o Al AR 1 F 50— 2D S
TRIAR M R E XA R ¢ TR PSR i S, R
FEE S Bz 2 AE TC IR0 GO B o e 2 e 56
HEAF FH (Fletcher & Henson, 2001). 4k, JGIAFIK
AR S R A R 2 R B G, AR Rl
TAI R 22 5 7T R R 400 It 12 )23 10 0 () AW 25



606 O B R 2 ot B

%28 %

M) 5% (Fleming & Dolan, 2012), JGIAHIEBUR: AT
FEIB SR AT AR B A G A 28 A BRI AR 0 T A
FERA LI, AR T i — PR E TN
S BT REFE R o

3 BREUVEFRNRELRERESKE

31 BfEl: AR R RIERR

T HLG B2 KA S U FITR Bh i, &
BB AR O 3k B IR E A B TT A Uk
PEMTE AR . SRS R B, SR AR O Sk it
YRR TCINI W TP PR E S 2 77 Ak A B 22, BIVAN
AR ALK L, X RS A AT A IR &
B0 B AR R, FR M P44 5 5 (introspection
illusion)” (Pronin, 2007). J& 3%, X5 3% A
B R0 FR 58 52 T 14 6 DA 0D St T ik TR B
o IEIACAR Z SR T JCIAN A 2 Fh HA B
AR, W B E 0% 97 (confidence ratings)
(Peirce & Jastrow, 1884)  “HIHE M 1N &3 (perceptual
awareness scale) (Overgaard & Sandberg, 2012)71
“HRIRJG R M (post decision wagering) (Persaud,
McLeod, & Cowey, 2007)% .

Horp AR DX —d8bn S TR A B k4%
HER MG FE R . ARZ IR RWIE S5 RIMIL
A5 R B 22 8] 14 56 3 AT AR S 6 1A A om Dl S i
JEAE A TT S H8 FR (Fleming & Dolan, 2012; Fleming
& Frith, 2014; Pescetelli et al., 2016), Koriat,
Ma'ayan F1 Nussinson (2006)8/F 5% 32 F5 13X —
B, WESE AR P g k2 B B R ) 2R R 1] -
Hir k72>, ExmR AR NEdZE,
P P 2 I T L B AT FA, IE X R B
B RO, SRR X Z IR E R
B A R R S B L 0 2 D AE AR B B A G . BR
W2 4h, Baumgart 55 A (2019)AF 58 [ B T 1155
R AGREZEIZIEMG, XMEENAGRE
R, R IESCR AW R, R ITIA
AR RS o Rk, BT RLE ST H AR O R B R
TCIAHURE B &Ik, o T — D PR ARG
TSR A & AR, WIES B S O E PSR RER
WP B A 5L B0 AT 45 28, DR AT 45 A A L
HEE,

32 BEUHEHXNERESAER

DRSRAIE ST P T R (9 AT 55 3 5 95 B SRl 0 B

T AR, @28 [8)4E: 55 (visuospatial task) FlES I

YLK AT 55 (perceptual decision-making task). BRIt
2, H W RO B AR AN R L TS
PAE 55 25, AN v At 2 D\ 0 3 B AT 55 (high-
level social and cognitive reasoning task).

TEAL 2 (4T 55 2R A v, 402 () B 3l i 4 iR
SRR 2 () ) J) A Bl A AR AR, s ) E 4
He % 2 [ AT 0 BEAE 1 BE J) (Salimi et al,
2018)c TEPFMIFEH, 0 H RS 6] 53 30 55
e HAR K A7 58 . van den Berg, Zylberberg,
Kiani, Shadlen 1 Wolpert (2016)7E X B gt 56 i
FEH, RS PSR B B R S A BEHL S ST 55,
SR b0 B S E 3 gy L, 5B — B BeA
W fiiasl, 5 W BHIW LT s, RS Xk
BT AR OVWE . 55k A YA By
PR HRIEMRRT, A BRI B AR R IEH, BF9TiE
1 MU R Bl R R T MERE K o SR B K
KA — AW FE W (5 O, AMARSE —fr BE &R
OB PR SR SR W (L S I R R, S g B 3 ) o
RZ, WG R, PLREACET ] A . Allen
SEQ017) A FE [RIAE R T A8 AT 55 72 5, 3 i
B A fMRI Ml £ 2 80K 3% 5 R (multi-parameter
mapping, MPM)3k &=L TCINAIGE J1 A Y4 412
FRAE, SZ56 R A 2 )8 5 8 IR BT 45 (global dot
motion discrimination task), F&3R %1z J W7 s 11 4
I8 3l J5 0] 5 V- Y58 3 Jr ), S ik s 5 B
JEEFN 7 ) 4 S el B, DA SRAR R K 5T 48
Bk PR OO, RIS A S O Z Y
AR o

SR SRAT: 55 [RIRE 5 SRkl O BRI T3 e
ST AT 55 28R Ry Tz FIR 6 . 40 Gabor JGH —
$&— 30 AT % (Bahrami et al., 2012; Bahrami et al.,
2010; Baumgart et al., 2019; Pescetelli et al., 2016),
BN 53 24T 55 (Leong, Hughes, Wang, & Zaki,
2019), AHEHIT55(Desender, Boldt, & Yeung, 2018)
FH B (@ B AT %5 (Aguilar-Lleyda, Lemarchand,
& de Gardelle, 2019)%5 . FEIK A5 PSR — 30 AT
% 1 (Two-Alternative Forced Choice), i % %
Gabor JCHIE g BICR R, I8 G T bE B DAk
P R B S R A AR e B A R H
bR, BEJEXT AL CHATITE, PIER R/ NN
PEAT AU, R EE R, LN AT X X7 Pk
KA fF LTI, DEFT B G P 3R (Bahrami
et al., 2012; Bahrami et al., 2010; Baumgart et al.,
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2019; Pescetelli et al., 2016), B 5 %& B 1438 (9 X
WA MR AHe R R B, 2 R0 5 15 78 3 i e
KR TIE T HEUERRRE L 2 I ),
T [F B A 5 8 M F 15 A RO S TAUF I
V)38 41 & (Bahrami et al., 2012), Leong %% A
(2019) MW 5E IR FH T LIRS0 98 4 2841 55, WS
ARSI AL DR R . SRR L
RAEE R, BIRERE R ZH, BRI A A
WE X TF(BIELAM vs. SEF )X B R B
B (AL 5O #E AT B0, RS SIE A,
AL o I E AR . DR R BTE S
RS, AN S B A& T A e h 4 L, R4
PR 2 R SR B AR s o R AL, Te A gk
PR A 2 o S 56 308 5 45 A S s 0 I 1k 43 1Y) —
5 AR IRFE AL A A 0 BT R R O el 42
BL o

TE 5 o0 BRI T 4T 45 28 %0 v, Molenberghs,
Trautwein, Bockler, Singer il Kanske (2016)R H T
FEAT S VRS, DR 20154 . Bk
s ) < 2RI Al A HE S B S A ) S5
Wit A R IEI(L 15 s, KAFBERL),
e R 2 IR, i E I A O EMEE, K
UVPAl AL b B N B Rl R B, 22 ) Tl 24 40t
r () A 2 ) A (L ) 225 RN 4 B R) 28 ), SRR iR AT
AR TESy . WFSE & BRI =5 S04 B0 B A2 A
I B TCIN A A 2 5 FIIT P9 i 4% - B2 J2 (anterior
medial prefrontal cortex, aPFC) i 2 A 5%,
Vol BN S IPTWI NS IR 2D QS e S T

Zi b, AR O AEREA S B S Al R A Y 52
WE s 2R m Fw H R, WM AR5 20,
VAT 55 R 3 o0 BN T AT 55 o BesRWFSE
rPOR S [ R A 55 2 R 1 52 FH 22 28 fi e Al
BN T MRS, v B 90 B STk Fn AT
55 H T A D, 3 AT B8 R 45 ME B DL JCHIF 5% 1)
A

4 BRERERHDBEFELHEFHTMNER
REMZE IR T

bR, TR S A AR ARG TR
R S BRI T IR AR, AR O AR bR T ANk
TR E A R BE W AR . T AR LK, OB
SRR AR S AR AN DL ST B A 5
AMEH, O B O T A D SR At T T A R

% (Bahrami et al., 2010; Baumgart et al., 2019;
Maniscalco & Lau, 2012; Mannes et al., 2014), B
B2 Ah, XA SR A AR O 8 AR B9 i 22 A FRAL ]
HIBESE A B, TN R BE ) 0 A 2 B DA O,
KA WFIEC LRI B Je 2 FIE 8 . I, e
AR BLIIBEA O, HARIR A 15 8 BE X N Y
Jii X 3% 3t A FFAS [6] (Hassabis & Maguire, 2007;
Molenberghs et al., 2016; Sharot, Riccardi, Raio, &
Phelps, 2007),
4.1 BECERITUNER

X T QRTS8 o TSR A3 AT AR O e b T I
BURRAER, CHBIFEE NI T T ARZ A
SRR B 4% A 5 817 (direct signal sharing
model, DSS)I\, B PLE fEUE 2 1R A
TE 22 5, 380 3k Vi 38 00 52 07 1Y) P40 (B RIAR o 22 S A
B, W AWADS AN ZELT - ARRZR,
AR 25 K4 A (Alais & Burr, 2004), SR {5
AF AL 5> 45 %Y (the weighted confidence sharing
model, WCS)WIA Ay, W4EHUSMEAR R M A~E, H
RO, XA 4 BT ey
— A NS BURE RS — N AN ZEF KT 40%
B, AR £ AN 2 e T M SRR B 3 1 R Y
R, ERa AR AR, M AR EN
T— A% Z (Bahrami et al., 2010), K tt, 5
G RN e T 52 B R 2k (ROC), WF5E
N G306 A AR R S A i RE i ik i B
{AfF N ROC MZhAebnh, it meta-d>H1 d° %
SRR, SR T 52 XAk, A~k oT
INFIURPERR B . ROC &AL T X A%z FEL
PR H B AGEA L, L TX MLz
UM EC e TR R HGE RE AR R R . X RO EE A
WA AL T A A Dy I kR, T L A i AL
[R] 22 6 500 () 5% 1 (Fleming & Frith, 2014),

3R Tk R EAR T D DL PR ER A Ok B S e
B2 FFBA 25 XA 1R ST AR fb i BAA
# . Koriat (2012b) W52 KR, « 1 AP iUk
A TR e SR U E AR AR G, (HIX R P A
TR I 5 T RE 2 AR A, o ik AWk
B DRI S A 2 PR A A B e SR v, B
B o UMY A, A R A T R
CIRYE Y= Urs: By Tk sh R e NE NN DK S I NIOR
A B A PR S L TR, Pescetelli 25 A(2016) %
P53 SE s, e T AU PSRN« 1 AL Eh 38 70 25 T,
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i A R B, K T P SR IE W R4 ) 7 A
XRRE M T1%, B2 BES W RIS PR AR AT 45
KA, W T APk A5 O AR L S:
o ST K BRI TR b B LAY — B
— B [ AR 30 i 014 5% 2 A B, 2 B DU
MB, AR, WA -8, AfE
PR EEREAR, TCIA SRR 0 1 i 2 4 1R ) 25 119
sk

WA WFFEE X A A5 O F 0 T 2 54T T
Y 4y, & B DDI (Distribution Difference
Index, MAPRFE S R P AMATE R A5 KF 1
IR 53 A 28 S VE PR AR AN HA Tl e 250k, SR
CPDI (Confidence Performance Difference Index,
AR AR P AR AR A A KCE BRI 2E )
) — AR R 25 A9 KL 4 T 48 BR (Baumgart et
al., 2019).

Zi b, HTAGOIIERRE ek, i
RIS T LR Ak A A5 BE RT3, i P 7 S g 45
VERIAT S8 o Lk, 35 53 A e 5 A ik
HEAT ALY ) LA, W LA B AT B A e S A R
PRECHEM OB R, RS A H A o
AR R 5
42 BfECHEXHHBEEENH

K RGPS R AR A T L A B Y A
K BT AR R B HE AR OC I DX N S TR R R
(posterior parietal cortex, PPC)Xf {50 AU & 21,
WEFEX TCIAN N T BEPE (Y DT Mk & R AT T #R ), ik gk
DCIRAE A A7 00 W v 3 3 6 AN [ 19 €, ik 1
ARG W A K, DU E A5 O W7 9 i 1
(Fleming & Frith, 2014),

WFFE A B PEC B HAR S M DX A 47 0 ) 2 0%
BEEM K, Fleming, Weil, Nagy, Dolan £ Rees
(2010)38 i i 45 14 W A8, & BTN N Aff M 1 22
5 5 47 0w Ab AT AT K B (right rostrolateral
prefrontal cortex, rIPFC)H {4 b BT (A B2 1F AH 5%,
17 B 55 9 TG A RN ME R M 55 1 5 5 R M R B A 38 o
A Ko WA BIFTE S IRy 8 R i 245y 14 A1 22 - 5
W X 4, 2 B8 4P (Kanai, & Rees, 2011), Yokoyama
S5 N(2010)[FIFER ] fMRI #EATAF 5T, R BLICIAA
WERPE 54 5 A BTS20 10 XA 3hK-FAH
XK, MFESRATCK ., BETHESRIAAMITIAA
HEBRIE 3 B X — SR, AR TR RS B AR O
ST R I 9 4 55 R B IO 09 0 248 R AT 43

B, R VLR R R W45 A s e PR R i T A
A B HERR PR, T AS 235 W AL AT 55 R I
(Fleming & Frith, 2014), 5 %& LI PN A0 R 45 -
J% )2 (ventromedial prefrontal cortex, vmPFC)tL7E
TS5 R P R EEH, WTRERFRBEZIEN
0] i & R P B i A2 25 R DL e BRI
(precuneus) Z [HERAF7EE BB R, NmiFHIC
A IS5 BAE S K Sk (Hassabis & Maguire, 2007;
Sharot et al., 2007),

R =2 A, P A0 A A T K2 (aPFC) 3 iE
BRI TG IA R % A 2% . Molenberghs %5 A (2016)17)
Rt — PR R A R FoTNFR E R, o
FRIAARITTIAF IE R 042 & aPFC 1YB0E
FEIRA o6, “H RO, 20X T e Fm
W LA A TCINATRE J) A K (Yokoyama et al., 2010;
Fleming & Frith, 2014), BRItZAh, A58 & B4k
H AR 3G I, B SCR 4K (bilateral - striatum) Al
1§ I (hippocampus) 35 FI 5 | idiZ . B3 K1
il DX B . = 18150 T 5 T A1 4 AN
FE M AE G I s XOBOE A O, AR PR A R
J5i(dorsomedial prefrontal cortex )X AE 45 F7 J5t
(dorsomedial prefrontal orbitofrontal cortex), it
JE B A5 R0 TT A U 2 A DG, AR 4
Myat B E AR, R T ARTCIA UM . Allen 5§
QOINEIBIFERILT aPFC., BRI . 5 D FIPL5
B T2 A BT B TN HUAE G 1Y i 25 A X,
£ aPFC FOTINAIZ IEADC, MR, 20
L B S T 0 ek R B 1) TE A I R A G

3% T 450 I 7 2 AH O il X 22 4, TR Bz 2
(PPO) s % 4% 5 B L4 F . Fleming Al Dolan (2012)
AT 5% 235 S 2 IH XU rIPFC . 3500 fif $07H7 [B] (dorsal
anterior cingulate cortex)Fl /5 T M £ 2 7E JC A Al
AT 55 R B AU TG S ARAE . IR AR O, i IX
OGS EERE N, = B ARG, A DGR X B85S,
5T & BRI AR O HI W AT 55 R AEAEAE O,
AT 55 TE 8 % i 9 AEAE AR R e, SO R A 1Y
JLINEIRE ST o Hiflh IMRI WFSE[EAERBH, Tt F
IAE A 338 U2 AR O LT Re R E
AR B9 4E H (Chua, Schacter, & Sperling, 2009; Kim
& Cabeza, 2007), §AMRAH 207 B A O
B, AAE R LRAR FAR AR T T R Rk
MR ERATES ML Z T, FE2RWER, 5
= AGH L, AR AR AT b )2 0T 3
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BR(Kim & Cabeza, 2007; Kim & Cabeza, 2009),

MG L3R HE AT LR BRI e )2 S AR 5%
Ji0 DX T B J2 AR SR XX e R Y B A
P B JZRE S XA AR L o A9 4 AT RE X
55 RMIEAT W RE IR, I T RG2S
PERARSCH MR B 5 TOU B J22 R G i X I %k 9 4%
O F0 R E o R B U, £ B A T A R B T
PE. X EERFTE R W] A A5 O 04 s AR TE A 18] A DX A4 380
T FEBEAAAE 22 5, (EAR DGl 28 25 SRAL I i) BIF 52 Bk
Z X B AT 55 AU AE: 55 MEFE 22 S RO Bl 1) BF 5

5 REERE

FEBR G YR G, A O aX — oA UK
PR bR — BB T S ), AR SCER N TE AR
IS (=R AN OE /- A N S D0 PN U U e
BT 55 270, [ 450 3 T SR S B A o
SR T A FFY B LA 5 of 2 A B ) 45 1) R A 7
THEBE . R FE AT LR ZR 5 G0 BN T 5
FRIGAT S5 2670 | SRR BB () T RES 8L, i
A= FRML R (4 TR A FE A KBS A 0 v A I P 2
D % o

e, AR DAY SE B AT 45 A 35 19 O
PRIG Bz HAR SRR G . A PSR e Jm L2 55 o
A LR AT 55 K B B i IF ST, 30 0E AT D6 4518
PEAN T 55 B R R S A — Bk . Rl I G ok
TR B e o BRI Sl (A HE R U ) 9 e 22 4 B
W IR /D, T SRR IE AT LLGE i H R s g0 BR
ShAHOE BT 55 2570, WK A7 M Ik 52 BT AT 45 257
TR B B, BRI B NP BT
O B B #H 2 NP, DUBLANEE A de o o
JCINHURN R Gl I R A 1 28 SR 9 25 o

HOR, IWBFZE 5 ok E, 128 A5 O H0m
B URAAEZ AT S B DGR, X S 2
U meta-d” \DDI,CPDI 484 % A AT AN E .
TR T LA i AR 70 S5 O ST ek 1 32 F AT,
Xif B R AT REAEAE B Hofb E (S O BB IT IR R,
AR TR T 25 S, (EL ] Bt 5 S AR R )5 4
S deg 5 P 9 LRI SR v 005 E =2 IR A O

TR, R T FLVE 7R 1 b 22 2B AL
HE SR Molenberghs 5 A (2016) AW 5% 2 B JCIN A
REJIFN aPFC MYBOE B UIAHG, A — LR
RO T AT WEYE, A h I I HUFNAH 56 ik X5 A
FAEHG, HN, McCurdy Z5(2013)A0HFE &,

B ARALGE TC I AHE AL TC N FIFE A [G)4T: 55 A 47 7E
FHICE, EMSEITINABES] S aPFC PR 4 &= 1
KU/NFADE, T TEAZ T0 A 15 A5 i i o fi 25 42t A K
INFHIG . BRG, SRSR AT AR R TTIA M ) A fih 2
LEFG U] 372 BT 55 S RURIAT: 55 5 2 5 22 R 132
W), R i 8 A B2 AL 2 ) B A Ok
DI ERG P R T AT BE AY A 28 A AL R AL 225 Fn
Ja ko

A, EISEANET, BA W KSR
77 L, el ARG OTINATRE ), KRG
K RHBEAA BRIt B NAER . et 38 it
MRS, P A R U IR A DG A T AR T, X
PRI ARAE AT R, BEZIMR NS, =T EIE
G554 BRI (Brifiol & Petty, 2015; /81,
F1&, WIEH, 2017). ARG &, Kb
3BT | BT 2% 1 BRAE AR A0 SR R T AR AE
AN [R) AR BE AT AZ BB A% 20 DR R 0 ) 55
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The predictive effect of metacognitive confidence on joint decision making
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Abstract: Metacognition refers to individual's subjective judgment about process of ongoing cognitive
activities. As one of the indicators reflecting metacognitive sensitivity, confidence plays an important role in
the individual's understanding and adjustment of one’s own behaviors. Studies have shown that the common
task types in self-confidence indicators involve basic and advanced mental processing. In addition, the
prediction of self-confidence on joint decision making gradually changes from confidence itself to
exploratory prediction parameters based on computational models. Finally, neurophysiological research on
confidence has verified the importance of prefrontal cortex (PFC) and posterior parietal cortex (PPC). In
order to optimize the predictive function of confidence, future research should explore other complementary
computational models related to confidence in decision-making process.
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