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* &t % 4 # (Conceptual Framework)

ZRBELZEHHERRMNERROITEFRMENE"
FAF? ams AR

(MR DR R, PV ERE TR L, M 215123)
CWRICE LI SINRIE R, JL5T 100084)

W OE REPAML. . REFERERELLCBLEREMIBREBAELRE, AmBail ke
MW F R, FRFERERRAANRB S RETERERBREDF RN G —FAE, BT 2 RETREN

FRUCT AR Ay B A4l Bk R s R e R S B, ARBF 538 R s B (electroencephalography, EEG)A= %) &k A% 3k 4k A%,

1% (functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI)H R 2 &3t 24 7 i%, X2 S BB R L AE 4TI BEY

09 32K EAE, SRR B RN LR TR, B, W SR ETRAFAGSRBEREAFR AR R RIKE;
ER, BRSREUS YRR EIE 52 a; R5, AR fTH A B E AT 3 AR 24

BAEMGNIEF T, AREB T L R EASIITAH B R HRER G R FRAR, AEBLEETA

S0 N ERRY AR R AL, Wb, THRTSRETAEGELRESELINGERITE T

BRERAARE T KRR IR TR,

XKEBIE ZATRE, Wk, REKRE, MMERR, MMEFI

S%S  B42
1 (SR (Koehlmoos et al., 2011), [AIRfH45 R ES 7K R

Mt S AUk THE A, — R85 7EfE k(g
FRARE 20 28 TUA: SR ZDISCREL B, 7 246 br
A AT AR B 20 A5 5 (R R A v 2 (B A7 1 2
BE o AR AR TR U IR, 2R 252N
KRBEIABIHEFE UK R RBA R, FECEFEA
B I8 P 05 B4 XU 284 T (Mann et all., 2015), {7
[l Ji R B A8 F B2 P ST (2021) )R B th 3
B, SUAE] 20%H9 NS 4 H A 50 g LRy
ERY, BERFK R AL TR KT,
— WIS, @R RE S ESR. KR,

AR R FIECHHE (9 £ ) (Hagen, 2021). AHEL TRk
', ONMEREY), BREEYAE SR ER N O
B BRI SE R 5 AR AR, BVAATAE
TE“{ B =R 22 k%) B % (Raghunathan et al., 2006;
Zhang et al., 2023), SRT, X & W SR EH A PEAS
T B R TR AV SR I G R R B TR R
AMIBFEFEZMEFRMEHACERNEY

Wil % 20 55 ) P o i A A % R B AR,
a7 280 B AEAS A B f BRAR B A7 S Wi 3 TR
AT 358 AR 1 A R Y B R [A) A AR A A 1 4
(WHO) 1y i 5, 4= BRI B9 19 IE 4% e v 9 0%
(NCDs) U0 MU FIR BRIV PR G 25 2 ok
ZERIETRN, RERAERBLT 4100 T ABETT,
RERIETT NELH) T1%. eI, g5 ) f Y Btk
[ AR 0 AR K A 22 Bl g t, 18k
o B 3 B R R R ST R, 2 BT
MBI 86%. X LEPHR 11 = & -5 AN BRI TR & >
WU YIAOC, BN 0 R AR K
o WHFE RN, KRB AL, JLH R Sk
24, BT A S IRERNEEY
FR AR S, A A I T PR R 56 P 0 IR

Wk B 2025-02-13

* % AR AT (32471128). (McCrickerd & Forde, 2016), Ft, MG R EY
WAEVE#: #HEF, E-mail: jphuang@suda.edu.cn B IXUBA JER M 472 i 5 FEAH 56 1 22 SR AN (L T X 1
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BGE RS BYIE T A E X EE, BYXIRE
— R ZRE R, BB, UriE . BRIE. PR
DA AR SR AR LR 5 T ) £ B R A, T A 2
A ERE B R 5 E (Spence, 2021), FATEEY
JHBE RV (L SR H AN S 6T BRI £ (L B
Wr st )8 B g, T 2 X B 22 IR AR A B ) XU
TR T 306 3% 52 % (Spence, 2015; Bschaden et al.,
2020), BF5EHE CIEM 2 BOE 5 5 R 1Y v T Al
FROIE EBR TS, 48 & & nyms] 3 FE 2 1 16
1% )&% (Kantono et al., 2016; Piqueras-Fiszman &
Spence, 2014). [RJEF, 33X Ffff1d AT 58 23 B AT A 1 50
HEE BRI A5 A B W e PR ME R AR XS T, O
ek W e B e B AIR e B, BN, HEE
H/NKE Y7 (Cornil & Chandon, 2016a), DI K
REAT X A £ 1 S BV 2 K2 (Biswas et all.,
2019). DRI, EE 2R RN T Mk IR 52 AR 0 (7
WL R R R EE,

2 PRIARKRERINETH
21 BELEMEEMERR

B R RIS S W . RS . il
DA B R b S R T AR A 015 B, K i
ok A AR 2 FRE 2R LUK IE UG SRR IR B
BRI BN . BN FNAT R 1E R (Ernst & Biilthoff,
2004; Stein & Stanford, 2008). WAL R, FAIK
o ok B R h Z R R E LRI 2R E A A,
M T A% S8 — R4 # B0 3 AE (Shadlen & Shohamy,
2016). UL, fEZEE MK EHEEh, #FEdAR
UL S BRBEAH G, ok A fboE . roe . s .
FER B 1) Z2 FpRCE (5 B il ATdL G, MITIE AR
AR (4K R AR B6 (Schifferstein, 2021), HR R 2%
RIER B BOARTR, LR 53 o9 B R
SMRELER, b, SAMNRELREREERNIEE
PRALAE B, AR AR R P SR AR v R b
(Spence, 2012), IT4Fk, PRELEMNREER
M EM R AR HLE., i, ERHNEY
S, EE A TCRE A 13543 kT
Pk 5 76 B A L 31 RN ER2 I 1 Y- 1 ) BB 0 2
P v et RS R A 38 T A ATTRT £t R 0 1 W K R R
RGBT 25, 2024); BUAE 45 1075 5035 0k
AL 2 AT T T 5 A e R (Xu
etal., 2023); A AL £ P R A BE R DF 1)
AR AT LI M U7 43 W (Engelen et al., 2003), 2

T4 AATTREAH R £ 40 0 B AR BUDI T 9% (Ferriday &
Brunstrom, 2011), Kraak %% A\ (2017)$5 i, BhfEHE
28 (Nudge Framework)BE % 8 33 il 10 119 35 355 1) 3%
AR, 5l AL TER G B SRS 3
ETX MR, HERNFRC S HEFRE
R BB N NER, I RELR
PRONE Ry —FhBT 24 00 B SR, SR 2T 2 8 X
TR B B SO AR AR T, 2 T AR A 1 iR K
& 31 (Cornil & Chandon, 2016b; Liu et al., 2023;
Marty et al., 2018; Petit et al., 2016),

SR NI H 8 I AR F 3 —E,
KMk 4E Y B E &R, RO
AR B AR TR Sfe T v A H 00 0% JEL A 2R R R R i
AR S L (Hohwy, 2007), 7EX —36f 1 fif
A Y T 2 15 22 8 (Predictive Coding Theory, PCT)
BN SR AR R 5 2 22 B PR P A R I DA R Ak
i3 T W) A %% HE 42 (Piqueras-Fiszman & Spence,
2015; Schroger et al., 2015), FF45 2 i 11 7% 1 14 Fl
W HEAE IR E {E B AL PR AR I BB R
IZHRIA R, Y 2 BCE AT B S ET Y 4 5 s
BEI, PR 22 B0, AR B U W (Clark,
2013), T ZARE R AR AL R —BREXT 5
B A S AG A, TR 20K 3% Lo Al T HE 25 A A e 1T LA
MR FUAST E 1, DA 2 5 X R X 2 B
SCAE 3 LA TR0 A9 4 B2 (Brmst & Biilthoff, 2004),
IFH, A& MERE A F B RE IS 1D BN
B, K 25 2 T8 Bt 8 i 22 Rl 3R AE, K
JIi Rt T I X ) ) B (B R AT 4 A (Guo
etal., 2024), M4 55 H %64 7] (Chandrasekaran,
2017). 7€ B A S RS FH R B DR 0 B0 A
ik, AR RTE TS . ek, IR AR
2o B2 B A0 1 U A P 1 3 2 A R A SR R
% E B (Cornil & Chandon, 2016b), MiX—ff
BESRE, AL T R A SRR TR R
YR EBEME, Z28E—-B00REE BRI E T
TR 4 2 B I 2B 235 5 R — B B, KBl
TE TR AR (1 B 22 B3R AE, AT et A AT %o ft
R W28 B TR AT .

BAROAFREUZREAGRIBERAIKE
FIRARR, (AR EIORGR, ZRELARAE
XEYMAETR T AT R AR A, A RE
1ERAET R, MARIRARNZEEF B2
i 5% M {5 B 5 04 A B T 4 F0 3%k £ (Fondberg
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etal., 2018; Togawa et al., 2019), [k, FFE 4
HHH R T ZBE LR MBI, APFRTEm
MRS F S ER AT Z B EHE S B EREM
B R, I HE SO R e 2 BV E 4 A 17 B
B 1 f B 2 B SR AE A A R U W M R E
TR R A A B 1 o R T Ll AT T 25
22 BEMERARNTEERERE

MATHV IR B g R 2 HE T, X IR e
TR JE T 0 (8 (B O 47 ) R 3R 19 36 AR 1185 (Krajbich
et al., 2015). U7 R AE4E A (sequential-sampling
models, SSMs)IAK, sh¥IRH IR EhME R s+
S B I SR A R A 30 B 9 3 R OR B
1 (Gold & Shadlen, 2007; Ratcliff & Smith, 2004),
VLS F M sUE AR5 5 T8 U A 15 BRI
BENAW BB PRES, XLLFESAEL DM
B I 2 B AR AT, e SAT3h. &
MY BRI (drift-diffusion model, DDM)#2 X4 Hij fi%
WATHEA M JIH) SSM, "B 53K B9 IA i ad 72
GHfHR 4 A KSESH——E IR K (starting point/bias,
7). RS % (drift rate, v). B {H (boundary, a)lh K& 3E
PRI [8] (non-decision time, t), NTEAFTEME S {F
BRI G0 T A B B e g 25 A e R AL T
—FRER T AR R B, SIAEM5, 2023).,

T Y B A (Drift-Diffusion Model, DDM)
TEHESNFRATR IR & PSR J5 R 2 Y B Ay T
KRB THEEAEM. EPMHRCYE DDM WA T
PRI A0 AT PEAG I e BR M 5 AR ) B 1k
T, AT SR UE 4l R 82 1) Bl 28 i R DA B i 3¢ 6 35
B RZRHE T IRZI IL## . Sullivan A1 Huettel
QO21):RHAT —Fi )M . B EMKE ) DDM
(multi-attribute, time-dependent drift diffusion model,
mtDDM), DUIAFFE E W {5 2% 5 X IR £ P 3 1
U, AR FTSE R B, 0B JE P ST b
i AF 475 FR 28 A 3 (R VR AL 232 ) LA R A 8 Ak 3 g i
Ko BAKIME, 2580 T AT
R R E BRI R U SR . LA,
TE SN 7 T, KR T TR Tt R B Ik BH AT D
5 DDM S5, WIS HE g B B 5l 26 4%
BN, Ju 58N (2024)% 55 T IR 1E EL I Zk(Regulation
of Craving-Training, ROC-T) i $5 ifi 75 & 1 1% 5%
T SCRHE R R YRR A R . TR T 502
BB R (Hierarchical Drift-Diffusion Model,
HDDM), & ROC-T T Hititi e & F1 Mk & 71

ST RGN T iR B Y Rk EE . HDDM 43 Hr i
7 AR PSR B (] A 46 A L AE A 35 A8 BAE
R T W A S T T 5 S iE A
FIIANA R, AT (R T R R IR B AT A . BR
Bz b, A PR AR AE FRIR 25 A 23 5% e IR B o 3R i
2, Garlasco 58 A (2019)F Fi 43 E IR I HIB 45
T YVE . B A % R 0 0 X s
FIRZM , TR SE R, YU 205 i o
HERE, RUEVRRET, SHRGWEY
WEPEF RGBT, bk, B B % B
W THARGE, SEEEEFRRAREYNTE
TR BE >, BB ) i % A B Y [
A I I o

XUEIFS Y T DDM FEFIAT 5 IR B PR
W52 Z= R 2 A ELAE A P A SE A, DDM X e sl
AN SHARR, RFRREENERITARR
XA BIR YO R, e . JHIE
TR . BYECE 4 K % (Huseynov & Palma, 2021;
Garlasco et al., 2019), AL, HF DDM fgi%
FENV DG b IO P 5 sk AR A B ) R AR, DR T
VI3 3 o i B Y W B 8 (DDM) 5 ik FL &
(electroencephalography, EEG)¥ AMILE &, Ui
Bl PR P 25 BRI RS B it E S
B B BRARE AR R . B, TSR R BLUSR
R TEHE AR R (R 30 ) 5 45 TR 1 2% 174 pft 22 5T LA
I r e TR TE 35 (centroparietal positivity, CPP)F
& i A8 £k & IF A ¢ (Fromer et al., 2024; Quiles
Marcos et al., 2013), FHEHEBERZ, N TENA
RIS, MRiF R E 1T &k R T ANFE
i) DDM 223X AT B8 VR 220 1t B A e g 2 AR (9 3R
A Bilin, HDDM 51 A DU 70 JZ 50, Al LA
B S A A A 22 S R ROK S 19 2 80 (Wieckd
et al., 2013), J£ATLLiE i HDDM ¥ £ J& 14 A R
PRI IR IR B 2 IR (i an, g .
R IS S MIEE A S BRI, 2R R
B 4 B AL (mtDDM) W) & T 1 50 14 22 I 1 R ALE,
TEZA B R IEYE SR AR v 2 T U SR A s [
A, RUAS (8] @ 44 0 TE 3 2 A ) B TE 4 SRR
TP 4R (Sullivan & Huettel, 2021), K,
57T DDM K IHAR=UH UL B4R, AT LAE 3 £
2GRN R LA Tl AR R 3 il 22 B AL A PR T
PR R, 454 EEG 0 A2 i {5 K,
FAHERAEM LR AL RTAT P2 i | SRAEIT 904k
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RWATTHI ERAN I LLGRAE— 3 H AR A A1
WPk R i) LPC (TR B0 TE 1 A), X 2B 4 a
B 9 11 i B AR e SR G R AR P 2 Y B
RRAE, IFREEL T o 20 5 00 £l B ik & T 10
Ik

2.3 ERBEMERIEHIEXTR

17 X R A R JRI R 1) 51 Al B LA B R T R A
R IS KA LIS, NI i 4 JLF- 41 2 B i
B4R M2 R RN, 25 R¥E T NEER
(Birch, 1999). MZAREARLFIFAERBE LY, M2
KB E W R, BNKOR RE A5 IR B 2 R AN
AT v 2] A5 X6 B £ 4 B B B (Birch,  1999;
Boesveldt et al., 2018), Hitl, 258 KEARIHE
SR 27 ) SR W AR F80 Akt R A i e 5 T A A
(Ahern et al., 2014; Nekitsing et al., 2018; Nicklaus,
2016), fEid L+ 24, —EHEHITE LA
BSOS SR R . i an, AR g BT
ol HoAh 8 715 B A 7 B 3R PR 28 (Auchincloss
et al., 2013; Tandon et al., 2011; Vasiljevic et al.,
2015), X 43 £l B sl E BB 0 b g 5 B
(Cawley et al., 2015; Mazza et al., 2018), #Jil Af]
A HREE R 0518 % (Greene et al., 2017; Hanks
etal., 2013), $& = fat 5 W I 2 (0 A 0 kB
#1531 (Rozin et al., 2011; Wilson et al., 2017)%,
X B ATl A — 5 R E VR 1 AR 31 B e K B
FREATEY), HEAR XS 2% 3 IR R s A
FR (Cadario & Chandon, 2020), A1 Bl 5w i i
SR R YR AR AL, SR AT A BT
IR TR sl 50 5 T W) B AR R W B
£ (Bédard et al., 2020),

B0 SRAE TR B T G B v A 5 PR CE
NATATRE 23 G 3 M0 A 9 JRRE o 1 XU, AT
L 75 f B T B A7 R A 2B 3 I 4k R (Huang & Wu,
2016; Petit et al., 2016), F 52 F, FIHIAT KD
AR EE ft Bl & WOIE 52 SR AT 2 A B0 O (] B 0%
85, 2018) HAKTIF, Bl SR i o BB I Al ke i
e A BB 1 2 BN L, 3 i AR P { BRE P SR A I
%P (Kraak et al., 2017), FIL, AR, HF5EEFF
T G TR IBE 5 B B AR Bk B AT A R, JF
BT IF R T BB AL i B R SREms, LL s i fe
FEE Wy 51 71 A1 13252 B2 (Cornil & Chandon,
2016b; Liu et al., 2023; Marty et al., 2018; Petit
etal., 2016). N, a5 BT 50 77 AR 2 3 R 5L

RPN R B, R AN [F) 2o i 16
SR 5 H R M AT K A B A D 52 B
ARG, R, ML T AR —-BUNEN, &
SR AL A B B 28 A0 — 3R, A& B i
NN F (Lin et al., 2024), BIRA YK E T
% R 1) 5 ) A v ) BN [ 35 3k A7 7E, L E i
AT/ A R SR SR TR AN A B IR 45 L
AR R B A B, DT A 2 4 R B i
Hk, AR —P 2 RE LR RIS
TFERRIANSS &, BT 2B 416 X HE R Yk
B B THE L, IR MR EAT N T FUHE A
RIS 5 E AR L HE.

3 WxRME

WME 1 fiw, ARFSEABLE i &, 1%
PRIT 20 I R R A e B B ) U0 AR 56 B2 T 1Y
BRI, I3 5t 22 0 5 46 22 S 90 1l DA T80T 1Y)
Fafdetk, T A 5 S22 RIF Y B8 G B2 5 fult A i
$o BfJE, SR T R VR P LE s 2L
FE T 2 A PRV HE SR P, R 22 30 G ) o 42 A B
AR EEG fMRI SRR — MW EZ R ELRA S
W TR . A28 AT 2R A AR
JECE LR R B B T 40T R 0 2% R R 11
AR, T 7R B2 IR HE 2 R R AR B
WAEDLE . e, J&T A 2 B E 414 1 B
N2 2T (R I = R, A 2R &
IR TRR IS 2 BE BRI IR, UTE
TR B PN S AE S B BRSSO
31 MRl SREASWNERSWIEENZM

FEWFSE 1 v, OUH Rl A R BRAR 5 R
o 56 22 B 2 A R SR AR G R A ) e
WA THAVE T o R R i 3 R BAE 425
POk R A Y Z R E LRI T, KR ZEE
A BB A AT RO TR T e B 24 5 5 (1 T
W, EmiE S 2 BRE A A S RSB EN
HEXR,

YIS IE B — A W S, A
X B W R 1 R A A A 25 5% (Werle et al.,
2013), BPASIRA~ A a] e [R]—Fh & By 17 75 f e Al
N BRE T P 58 AN TR SR, BRIk, SR A R AR
IR X A Y M e AR, RE A HS ANk
YN AIZE S RN, AR EN, 5
RS YRS, AR SRS 2R
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B3 [EERT ]
ZREHE SRR F

B5E2 LATERLE]

Tﬁﬂ!J ZIRREH AR AR
I g— mém - (s
E ' yias

‘ EEN

| mEsEw

QORHERE

DDM

1 AR SE SR

TR T O PR R SR IR TR B, 7T Lk LB IR AE
RS WG| hZm s A EH, RHEZEE K
B ANTTA I AME R &Y LR R E A W 5] S
Y FEfifi (Speed et al., 2023); T1EH T /= i 1 2 14
B rh, R B 2 E DA T Y 2 BE B
RFCE 5 H AR T 5 IE A & (Mehraliyev et al.,
2020), 4, @t T AT MR Y 2 8%
HAE, RRERFHEREYN RN f52Z,
Z IR UG5 R e U 2 R S A AE K
R BLAh, XY 2R E R R W W iR
FHE 2 B Y e AN {H, Jirkenbeck F1 Spiller
Qo2 HE IR BT S RIH Z BB /iR &Y
EEMEEME S T 7 RaER . PHIE %
JE s BbAh, BRR R I 2 R R AR R BRI AT R
AR EYRLF, F A & f 07 (event-related
potential, ERP)/MHT it — 25 3R HH, 33X ol g 4335 s 7
T 38 8 AV R N R 1 Aok o BT P
N200 A1 TR P300 % A U 55 ) ok 95 B Y
(Chatterjee et al., 2023), MR E WA G 1 BE &
K, SEYERALNITAIMERELREL O
WEBRES B A N B HRIE, B, BEYHWF
FFFAE . BB R M G MRIRE R, HFETE R
T B B R IR 52 4R B (Spence, 2020).

TAE AN, AR EGEREZREHE
FE 8 B2 /5 (R A ) 0T 2 RN S AR R I T 2 [,

WS IR A 2 1B AR R RN i 5 2 T T 9% 8 ) fedt e
YR . SHRBELRMIL, Yl
PEHL R Y 2 BOE f R ST 2 BVE A
LUk GEN TR VAR TE /b
32 iR 2: SREAAMERMERRNIER

ML

5T 2 ME THLH R, EEafEmhamt
BT . BT 2a 5 EEG Fl fMRI AR, 558
TR ki B 75 38 5 % 43 A 7E 22 ik X R B (LR 5
153 J2 48 G R E L2 B 2 BORAE, 0 T 4 o 22 R
BRRMEB SRR 5T 2b ETM{E sk
RAFHEZA AL FERY BE, SE X EEG #1 fMRI
R, A ZIRE MRS R AEAEIOR b
PR BB B . fcJE, BFSE 2¢ i DDM P
AT HE— L R T, RS EEAGTA
[ 5 B 86 R X £ 0 25 ) TN T A ] s e 2
SRR R AE
321 iz 2a: SREMNEREANWESERY

R e 50000 ) A A T RIVRE & A 1 IR R
7, T e AF — i 3 3 S8 i A 1 URURD 28 560 BT 4K
5, BRI XT 2% 0 R I 4R R
(Summerfield & Egner, 2009)., W5t # M, 4A A
JBCE R B RE IO B M AT, MUT R Z Y
M — B (vs. AS— B0 BE 1% 15 5 o o 42 0 3%
1A B 3 ¥ (Cheng et al., 2020), T R4S, 1
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A B B LR W, ke, B B
PITEALT, YEE LRI TE 0 FR e Y2 5T,
AN BEHE T 15 12 6 0 R PR A (BLAF DG 14 T8
BEHR, T AN [R]BCE L 2068 9 2 5 0 10l Jr 1)
—3, IRt E AN RCE R BB, SRR M
B RN BRI o 27 i RN R I 3 A 2 B
Aeb, A a2 i 3R T LAY o0 X5 7 i ) e o /%
MEZRE, /PR IEIR (Novemsky et al., 2007),
X —I G A DL A BT v AR, BV HARX &
H MR AR AR5 55 TR0 B, R W 1 o s 3
R, I A P SRR TE A OTE 56 DA SC Y R X
Bk B8 X B AR X % 9 B 4F (Winkielman &
Cacioppo, 2001), FRATHE HLHEI, BE6E T Ak & 6
PR 2 B KRR —E MM ERIE, Y
B B AR R B — B 2 8RR G R R A B
I, BEAE ISR AATXS T £ ) B AR AN (R AR 1T
BT, IR S B T AT B AN E TR B T
o Mg A AT TREA B AE 32 TN T TR v Y
S WRPEAN FBL R R, DA LS A LAY
SRR | SRR AR = R A 22 A 5 RRAE (AN 1S 5
By OFC 3% 5 HE Ay CPP RiIE), 52, RN
I ) B B O B Y 2 SR R R BB B
G G — H AR BB A E 3RAE, B 24N
T8 3 A9 45 B8 A ZN ARG HL ] nag T R AN (B 1Y
WAL, B, B i EEG R, IRREY
R D8 B 56 48 R AR 8 S0 i S 2 LA W 9 o 56
LR MM AT AR A, IR R AR L
T,

IR 3R, BA S 2 R A (vs. T X H
156 AR ) 1) 1 o 0 8 e 6% B2 15 400 i 0 3k A B AR R
(Vakhrushev et al., 2023), FHP7ERZILRE T 362
TR R XTI RANGE BZ 2 1) 55 38 18 30 (Pooresmaeili
et al., 2014), RMZREMEB ST LIE ekt
TEMRMGE L )Z T, Mo, mTEYE—Fh2Ek
B XUR 2R 4 (Spence, 2020), £k R IL
S5 aY ARG, e 25 WA bR 58 b 285
B S B IG 3 (Di Lorenzo, 2021), E¥br% 5|
) WA B TOUBYT 32 B 2 A G I (insula) 4 84 1% 7K O,
2B TR Il B R (vs BRI, A2 A 5 R A i
BT KK 35 3 T (Huang et al., 2021), Kt
T, £ 2o B O (R A 2 B B Dy i B 1Y
WAL, JUHSCHENTIN & R BOK b B2 2 T 3h
RO, DIAFSEIA K, NESR R 2 (orbitofrontal cortex,

OFC)RAE 3T ) U M B 50 80H (Rich & Wallis,
2016), Hr il OFC 4wt £ 9 e AR i 3= WA,
5 KRR JE PN (H TE S (McNamee et al., 2013),
FATIRIAHED, 28 E 2R BN E 25 BRAE AT (5]
Pl OFC R Mt I, 3@ 3 A fMRI ) 5 45 )
Sy HEREE, SRS SERT EEG BIFSY H A [ 04 S 56l
WA, BRIT W L8 AT B o SRR A
SRR RN ZERN L )ZTED,
322 WR2b: ZREMEESHRAKRIRE

P LT E R BRI, M ERK R £
PPN TR) B 15303 R A4 A, 046 8 % 40 2 (attribute
construction, AC)HIIEHEF 2 (evidence accumulation,
EA) (Rangel et al., 2008), N, 7k g 44w
BF, AT RE 225 IR W 0 SE R b il B AR FE . 5
B HR . YETIURKCE 5, Hod g —Fh s 1t #R e
g 1 A2 s AR L SE A o AR FEAS A
HAr, AFEMESHIR T AR MAE, miERK
T AR,k L M TR 1 T 2 b 2 RAE R REAE R
EA SR, FE8EE G AW R R
F59, Hixfs 55 8 R R B E e E 2R
(Forstmann et al., 2016). 24Hi, —LMf5RE L X 57
T AC 5 EA MM & kA i AKX, KB AT
REW ORI AR 23t 08 Bildn, e 8N Je o 4,
EEG W52 W, o (9~12 Hz) Ml 0 (4~8 Hz)¥R 7 (2
LS EA PYHUNRE INAESE (Van Honk et al.,
2012), ERPs 43Tt 22 B, 3 5 J0PCAE WT 5 FAR 5
WA 5 kB P300 WA R EA 5 5 HRE
(O’Connell et al., 2012; Twomey et al., 2015), ZEME
PLRATER, EEG MIiNf &l (Magnetoencephalography,
MEG)HFFR A, XTHF SRS EA B 3h& M
PRI T 5 T &R 0 LA K o ST TG shA G, i
5 B (18~20 Hz)Hl y (40~80 Hz)¥ 1%+ 5% (Polania
et al., 2014); 7EZJE MM H K T EEG WFF0IE
R, REPE S Y RSk 8 R AR A
KR 2055 KATE 516~570 ms Ak B AH, 1
5 EA MG 245 5 WITE 630~660 ms Abik 3%
8, FI R &AL o U ) 240 1 (HajiHosseini
& Hutcherson, 2021), % FME LR W e ZFpIA A
AR, I TS [ ik X 22 1] (1) {438 (Polania
etal, 2014), FRZHALRILIR S IFATFRE R
M, HTUEMRSDAREEFAEERZLR, W
BN EREEA T, XMEI LT —LE
Z ] fi——iX 2 BEG A& FriCR MR 5 Z it E
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AEG BE G AT AT AH G B 2 IR B 4
R IR? AAT7E AC 32 H 22 B i AN
[ R B 4 R AN ELE 2 [F] i R i 2 IR B R N
G E? BT BA B RUCGRES RS, IR
LEZBEMHEESEGORESWES 15
—RHEAF T

M JRBIR R Y], ZRE S 5 R
[RIB AT, #E—25 0 EEG 4048, 768E gihid
YR GE B, A6 TR E & &R, ilxd
ZRELRRAGHITERET R, 52, B
e T T R SR T Il ot 8 v b 28 2y 25 9 in R AT 5 2 ek
T HE A H A ¢ (Mercier & Cappe, 2020), X —1iff
FANZIREM ARG R FN L4 AC F1 EA
PR T PR . BT R b, U
EEG BUR#ATH W2, Rl 2R 22
SEfiE AC F EA RYALBERT B, Il i) HDDM Fi
mtDDM SR AT RERIAL G, DT 8 AR B T 3K
ZRE MG R SR AS W] B B i 520

WAk, FIA I R R AR PSR i AR
B ) 12 IE 3K (Farovik et al., 2015; Suzuki, 2022),
WF 5% 2 B, HE %0 nF (OFC) A JE vy M A 4 it
(ventromedial prefrontal, VMPFC) ¥ JZ1E— >3]
B A R b3 S R B B AN (L, BE S
VMPFC 4 10 X B W% 5] F M £ (attractor networks)
PAT /RIS, B EE A Mz )
By 1€ £, M T $8 5 17 3l (Grabenhorst & Rolls,
2011 LAFEMFSERM, Sk ARG . Wrad . BR9E
MEL B 4 % 2R 490 1 I b B A\ 32 3 et IR REE A0 8
SRk OFC. [H I, Ml OFC RAF £ )& M fH,
B DURRE Foo R a2 il m 7 X m i & i E (55
(Ongiir & Price, 2000; Suzuki et al., 2017), i
VMPFC U 4 8 2R S8 0047 Sl A0 (B, 1452 R DR SR
JE . (Grabenhorst & Rolls, 2011), {15 LB E M4
BB RIS 50 R 08 LR PN B, B4
X AN 4 At BB A% [W] B Kk A AEAMIl OFC Al
VMPFC 1, ZRZE 53 #7 (multi-voxel pattern
analysis, MVPA) ¥ ZMEENESBEIE—1TZ£
AR H, % TR RS AL B AT A% I Bl 20 Bl AR X
5 T 430 A il XA e 3 Aot R e el B8 TAR
(Haxby, 2012), [Aitt, @it tMRI FFH £ A A
BT (MVPA), R 2 BE B8 5 384 35040 faf
T FAE YL 5 2 78 04 AN 7] 105 DX 4 b
323 R 2c: ZRENERNRDBIKE

R G A DU BT 5 3R e R M PR A (1)
LIS E B RETR B L A 1Y [A)f8(Shams & Beierholm,
2011), HLRTIE, DURHT 5 2 A B 5 R
FRARR B P AN, . R | AR — A
WERAE, F T RRWEE M B M 0 (5 0. 7
BB AR — A LR R UR 15 0 T, DU 37 $ 2 5
1 4 L AR i A 1 T e R T R e e
HHE T EN AL G (Kersten et al., 2004).
IFH, RS AREMEN T, BRELRM]
SEPEVHR T A e 0 R e U A s (B, T
T 2% 110 28 56 VT B2 SO 199 JR B A R % fie R SR et
FEEE), XEESABTLA BT R
BN HC A R 2% 0 S8 5 5 (A 5 A9 ) BELAR 2K
o f M LG AR 0 BB BN ), O A DR SR AR
(Summerfield & Koechlin, 2008) . T Fiil 750 B
T8 Bl R A, EA TR Y R AR R (vs.
e A R ) ELUA B R R R R, R 2l
PEBES Sl AT 32 3h S 4R AT O 5 B, T
FFRAT i A B 45 1) B 72 M R0 AR 8 M (Trapp et al.,
2015). WX —F KA, KMGnT RE 2 U BB
SE B R F O A AE R, R DL AR 15
ZIRE SR MEERRONE, 25 Bk,
TS WA T M (B A, B LR R B g i AL
A A 23 (RO T 20 2R X £ R AN (7 T DO
FEIX L, FRATTR 3 T 00 1 ) TR e 3R AT: 55 R R
FENATTARART AR AN [7) 8% B 2 2R 1) 2 8 100 4 >F S
T 2% B M (AR

W ETR, ZJEMEEY B (mtDDM) i
VEAS ) o P 1 D SRR AR Bk sy AT, AN )R
2R (8 ) 1 D 5 (8 mT A4 003154, I [l st
% RN R T 2R E SR B R G F IR B ], JC S
T ookt 5. AR RN, AMTMIKE
R o RO (b A 2 5 s v i)t Bl L HDDM
RO LB, Horb e S AR (B AR
SR ) AT LA AR hy A ] Jag A (fede B A0 S A ) 1 {17
LM G o I R R A K, ]
VL 5 AN [ g M I 4l B 2R 0 R T S e, i L
HDDM BEW 51 2 i A B2 B 45, AP B
RSB G MR BRNILE SR, B2,
mtDDM 5 HDDM R S ok 35 3 72 (9 AN W] T,
15 PR S R R e 2 i A ERRICH R 45 A T (R TR
A 2 BB A IR SR R A TR 2 B, T
I, AHEGE L S T SE %, FIA mtDDM LK
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HDDM + EEG A, #5% &YW 51 it #
rPOR [ BB 4R 2R B T AN (1 g 75 B2 5 e LA
it [l G Y I — B R R T A (1 % IR
B AR A5 38 A X 55— BCE R B BUSMIESE R A R
FPEE AT PR D SR LR
33 MR3: ZREHAEGESRERTFES

WESE 3 R A&, BFoE anfar A1) 2 8B 4
B S AR R A 2 2T, PRI SR A 58 T P AR AS
[7] Py 27 2] T 0] {32 T 8 AR A (i 2 7 1) A Ak
MIEFBAOR . B, 5T 3a B 45 & IR st
(virtual reality, VR)LA }2 EEG iR, R EREEY)
W) 2 E B AR AR B A B
YER . IeAh, WE5E 3b it fMRI FOR, #FEEY)
1) 2 E R LR X (R W IR SRR AR T 1 4
ZLgm, R EYERINGS S RE R K
JiEi 35 A R M W E S, IR 2 B E B2
e TR FHE R W IR E T
331 R 3a: SHEESEEFSERRUS

E¥3

5 B2 GR (RE) 242 T+ )L 308 a7 5 4 3
B S 1 B2 32 B DL T % 5 R RS 0 A% B (Ahern
etal., 2014; Laureati et al., 2014), PIFEAFFEHEH,
BERE BB DRI LE X ) G Bl 2w
B CRE B, T LSS R B 5 e m Az Ak 20 A
B A o, REEJLEXN R ER YN ER
(Birch et al., 1987), 4552 M1 & 45 % b
fih 4% Ao & Y HUET BRI (Maier et al., 2008),
B REEREIEREEY S EYENA T
MR NI AR 2 R A
AT B, BV 0 S 8 I A — i B U
N7 24 [ 52 2% i (AN R B £ 3 Ak ) 7733 637 7 08
BF, AR ST A5 2R 0 28 A ik, DT el st % 4
SRS (Zajone, 1968), SRT, A BEENT
FTHRNEREYEE BT WMAZERN, —
WLEFE AT R R M, R R BT 8 R S 4
) 5 W) A 07 I 4 3K 4 o 19 38 1 173 99 55 (Appleton
etal., 2018), X AIREAR K AN B[ HE &K%
SRR ERBEGEKREE 45, 2018), MHMKIHZ
B R AT 1) fd B =8 3 Bk 7 () B A (Raghunathan
etal., 2006)¥ EEfEFE YN E BREMNHE
CORSETRAY A T, TGS 20 45 2 A i R AR
. PR Z B AT B R s, Bt A
SRR, X TR E E R R BT RN

THMERE (RS, TEIE, 2020), Nix—MERA,
W W Rl (A = AR U ) 5 T 2 R R A A Rk T
RERIA TN TSR ESIMNAM T, F
S, S R A RS B A AR ST 1Y
A F Z —(Corneille & Stahl, 2019), HAfN
Al 1 P M 4% 4 I B (evaluative conditioning,
EC)ii & AF5% (Hofmann et al., 2010), BIF 7S
X2 (50, conditioned stimulus, CS)5 o4&
H 51 E & W (JE & 4 3 i, unconditioned
stimulus, US)AY 3 i Bic XF, FF B3I Fh e & B X
GLEOH SR AR CS TR R, fif CS K45
ST US FALEI M, DI SC B BE AR 2 2
SRR, 1E LR E 2 2T B B
MR CS HRSHBRZ AT 514, £W EC
SN B — E WYL B 7% (Blechert et al., 2008;
Diaz et al., 2005), A AL, KEIFEHE R EC 4%
N RES TE CS X4 iy Al vk S Atk [t 172 1k
(Halbeisen et al., 2021; Hogden et al., 2019), Z4k
XT 4 A1 45 AH [ 368 1Y AS 7] 00 38 (Bierley et al.,
1985) . CS XF 4 it J& iy 4t 2 B K (Glaser &
Kuchenbrandt, 2017)LA & CS B H B IRE X R M4
(Bui & Fazio, 2016), #EULFATHEW:, FIH EC{E
AP BIPRAS B RIS 80CR
WRTTIR, ZRELRRA G REWE I THE R &
Wy Y T4 = 2R 32 AN (B (Biswas et al., 2021;
Cornil & Chandon, 2016b), XA B2 R AN SRAIE
W 3 ek 22 SRR R ARG 50 £ W 1 B R AE T
TSI, B4 I E S 2 18] ) — B0 BE A5
o B8 T AE B AL Y Y TE B R T R T 5
. HEINZEERRAGN ERR TR, F
HZREHGNES BB AN EREEY
EAT R ) 385 B R AR 2 S W] e 2 — A AT AT X,
B2 ] ) 2 B AR ES, JF R E Wi
PR TR R RE A O L B R DR R 1 P R
L, DT A7 fekt B 4 P R AR . ST IR
AATHE VR o £ 6 G2 11 Ak 35 30 52 3 AR — 3
(Huang et al., 2019), JHH TEBBEL(VR)EZL
JECE R P Ty T A A AR, ©) T N TR
HEHPRAV I I, FRATE M VR KAk
ZIRE M AR RIS I IREE, AT N DL
Zo R PR S S BEG IR, IR IR R
W ZIRE R R RS W O R R
PIZS B, X — B 0y REAS 12 1k 51 ] — 25531
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PNEE S AR TR Y, R 5XT

WA AH LY, 208 B A2 2% R 20 X 40000 52t 300 1 fdt e

B R 8 LA B A A T R I S B

332 MR 3I: SHREERIERABERY=E
KA

WMErIrR, X EYERELRENFERERE
FHRE ML, H BRI B $h 1 (5 B & Py ik
£ 52 ) 1) A X AL (Cornil & Chandon, 2016b;
Pelchat et al., 2004); S AfFAEZIEE LRI, X
BYZRELRN.OHEREM, MOBESR, A
A B B 2 i (Spence & Deroy, 2013), H £/
DHBZWENE TR EMNENEZREEL,
FEb B DR [A T 45 A 2 5K (Pearson, 2019), 7E
HEPRIRE R BBMANNOLT, WIERRME B
o il R L A R R M D L SR g R AR
B—AVEZTEMNOEBEZGET), XEANRRE R
RS R R BRI, AE R AR G il AT R 52
(Rademaker & Pearson, 2012), PAfEMFIZINN, O
TG BR8N R ) I R X e, R0 B
HERREAE y—Fh a5 BATE R, ANTRESS 71K
A EESNERAR A1 LT %R {F B FRAE AT
RIS (Albers et al., 2013; Ishai, 2010; Pearson
etal., 2015) ALANRL, 24>t AT LI i I Z5oes 2
BEORTEM i, EEMEPOLENAE, HEk
TETE B4R 41 FIAT 55 48 2 88 1 U Pk (Tartaglia
etal., 2009); [FAfE, 0B 25> AT LLGE i 38 50 K
BRp 2] SR Sk B S s BB e, AR E S SR
B3k k318 313 T (Avanzino et al., 2015); M4,
O PR G YN A 0 /0 17 1D 155 28 R A8 P L3Rl
R Af, B R G X B S 0D AR
FE A5 315 B AT T T £ 44 =4 e T AR A . 3
SR 1R O BRGAE 7 (Holmes et al., 2006; Skodzik
et al., 2018),

ST 0 BHAR G R X BB S R R AR, 3R
VAR HAS R S B 1 W0 52 AR DE . W3 L o
MR R B A sl L A B OB RS, il
TTRE NS LA I B SRR B AR 36 1) G T B i)
ZRERR, MR Y0 2 BOE b
HHEEMNE, ZFEINEEOHEELE AW
22047, BATA R AR I3 )
ZRERL G, MWATKES Be8 3 2 o B e OB
BT EY AR BB, M
ZIRVE LR TR XHE R S R IR R Ak,

127 18 FR VI RSCR A [RII, A5 8 4 38 A1) 5
7 B = % [ % (Plymouth Sensory Imagery
Questionnaire, Psi-Q)PEAL7ENAZH F Ay FRAE
SR I EAREERE 1Y = ik (Andrade et al., 2014),
MR O B R BE T Y MAZE S B B TE N o AL,
AWFFE AT R S, RGO B R R T
PORTEZ BB R B Y 2 B E LR LB fE, X
R Y = AR R 22 55 TR, AT EMRIECR,
FHR WO ERINGEE, woln e g &
BN AR . FATIR T R AT
OHEZ NS POL, OEELR ) EiR K
TEWL S A G A R B ) 10 22 8 R R I R A8 o it
R WA S i S AR AR IR TN A, A SR
BYZEEBLINGE (vs. EBWEZLING), it
e £ ) VR8T 75 R B 00 R U v B )22 (A, Wi i B
JZ )T Sl N, RAEE YT E A HE
U B AT B e R

4 IBIPEH

NATHE B 5 A 16 T ZIER R 2 32k A 24 I8k
WIEIE AR R, 18 FECE (5 S B A R DR
B AZ BIWF 5 H 185G o Piqueras-Fiszman #ll
Spence (2015)48 Hi, JEE 26 R X B Wk 5 19 5% i)
o ELAE T G % ) B SR PN e, BT
K2 g6 @ AR E LR S5 a8 5B,
F, —FEE LR ISR T IRE R
He I gmts, HiESAMERES TR N EY
H . —MOoRUL, X ZREAG IR EEAT
PRIRR R, B 22 ELREGREE
BELREEFMTNGE, K ELERMNKY—
FOME TR AR B O B AT BRI PE T . AT
KWL A X RERIEAR, TTe T —ErE R X,
JRN, 22 R 2H A o) {5 ) 5 35 1) T A
15 22 J8E AR W8 B 4T, Spence (2023)45
DA 5T 2B 00 T MR 2k 22 Rl 4k R L X e 15
IR E R, SO RER XN EGLENE
Yy B s O B AR SO N TERLT . LR
YRR BUNACE R AR, F5 L,
22 BE B A SRR PN 1) R 22 BRI oY AR ) 2 5
I ul [ IR, SR A A A TR 0 B
SR EEREA R, H&ERENNE R
P, WAREMR T H, 1 EEG #l fMRI, Kf#
e Bk B IR R 2SR A TR SR AR, e
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S R 1) 0 BTG Bl S 25 A8 A LA B 56 K ik ) R
DU O, X 4 T HL AR A% S B IR e 3R b &2
JEE LR AR AE T A D0 At 2 AL B R T ik 2 R
PeAbh, FEiE 2 50 AR HL, SHREE IR R R R
PR N 28 3k B 09 S AR Ak B R TR 9 R
(Ratcliff et al., 2016). A FL AL T — A58 KAE
BN B NI B S8, AR R
X e A TR 4[] BT 3 5 Wi e 26 TSR 14 v 1]
TR B, EEZENZE, IHEEMYS EEG UK
fMRI 55 JC 6 46 A B R 25 5 4l FH R ik — b
S R 1T 55 S B P 8 R 2 T ) A R S
Jifi(Harris & Hutcherson, 2022), ItAb, 7EXF SCHkiE
A M ZIEWEIR, HETE B A#ITIRE
G2 > (1 SR B 5T 50, R 24 e L 01 i
FRAKE D 4 F 2D B A 15 5% o SR, IR EIA Y
R R 1A A R ] RIULE N T A )32 P R
P, AR T N R i g 1) 8 1 R X ) g
AR ARRAT AR B EE, Nk, AWM
KN ZREH G R, Hx—BfRe 5
2R S RO 1Y) E AR R FIEAR 2 ) SR 45
ke, TRIT 1R HEmE BE 7 B ) A R T Y
B R MRS @ B IR B R . MM F 22, AWFS
JeH O el Sy BN B AL e AR AL, D6 T 2R
ARG WTTERIE TR & AR AT T ek
T 32 b AR i A S0 f R AR T 1B %

B, AW 2B R X Y B
TRE ARG I R ), 3 R AT A B 4 LA
PSR S, MR O AN S, ARSI N
AAZ BN A2 R 52, 3832 B0 F R 1
PRI, 2 E L RAE Al T T R
RIMEZENRZ —, ST SRR S w4
1128 215 L e B A B B S, A ST
TEAT Ry SE B AT A B UE, ST R AT Jy 48k
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M PR PR SRAT A 14 A8 A 45 DR R R 0 B R
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HeBh B e BEIS 1 KR .
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P14 S0 A1 1 X K £ DR SR PP R AL g ) []
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AALAT B T #1958 R0 T 3 458k b T T A0 R U
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AT (R EEE R NZ RE
I ) X ik B £ 0 2 A L T 1) A Sk L R 2
AWMITERBCR, HE BRISE . AR
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Computational and neural mechanisms underlying healthy food decisions
nudged by multisensory cues
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Abstract: Sensory cues from the environment, such as visual, auditory, and olfactory information, are
integrated through multisensory processing, which in turn shapes consumers’ hedonic expectations of food
and guides their dietary decisions. Individuals rely on multisensory cues to form a unified representation of
food enjoyment value, suggesting that modulating these cues can effectively promote healthier dietary
decisions. This research integrates electroencephalography (EEG) and functional magnetic resonance
imaging (fMRI) techniques, alongside computational modeling, to examine how multisensory cue
integration enhances food reward representation and facilitates the fluency of health-related value-based
decision-making. Specifically, the study first investigates the causal relationship between multisensory cue
integration and healthy food choices and experiences. It then explores the computational mechanisms and
neural basis underlying the influence of multisensory integration on dietary decision-making. Finally, the
study examines how to leverage multisensory integration to facilitate individuals’ learning of the value of
healthy foods. This study aims to reveal how multisensory integration provides a superadditive hedonic
experience of healthy eating, offering a systematic theoretical framework for understanding its intrinsic
benefits. Furthermore, this research explores how repeated exposure and mental imagery training enhance
the enjoyment of healthy foods and promote long-term dietary habits.

Keywords: multisensory cues, nudging, healthy eating, value-based decision making, value-based learning



