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* #t 7 47 & (Regular Articles) *

BN R JTIAF ? —E T IAFHRE
LB R

-

NN

ST Y

e
MU

(DM 2.0 I 517 A HE W R SR = (R I R); AR RSO @RI
WA AR e RO BAE R, B 430079)

H E LA R I ERRT, LARIA R i A2 e R AR, K A, SRR
WA L, LEARERGEHTETFH, AL, HFHEAT R LR E ., LERE. RN
NRFE . BB RAB RISV Y ik de . MWIAE R A B, Uik g ik UG R A BT 18 R T i 3 1F
BRI R AR R E YR, % AR A A T LI e iR AE 0912 B (LA IR 3E) 5 A T e 0L FI T 8912 8 (e i
R R RRAR X, FoAME T AL T Mot it S A @, MAPZALE AR, SES R4
BTaB At E A SRR AL, RIEBRG A a H T AN, EEZTRAETHRAAS,
AR TS —F I IR LT T AS GRS 0 R ed L EE L, AR RAB G Lk LIS,
KA HE, Tikde, I B, 2R, NsAh 2AUH

HEES  B842
1 5|

AN R tH R R B A — AR
FE L RAUIANEIN T R %5, 311 (action) FIIGIA A
(metacognition) 2 A HIIN T. 3 4 b S AT 5% Sl 7 7
AN B . A XA RI R AR (MacNeil et al.,
2024), JTCINFIRBL AR FTRAE | W fas Fndas i 0o 2
HIBERYfE J1 (Boldt & Gilbert, 2022; Fleming, 2024;
Rausch et al., 2023), fEiMABEWIEAL B © K ERE
(choices). #lI1E (actions) 13 #H (performance) ) Ji
i, ARG = AN S R YR T O L R
AR H . AR ICINVAFRIAEX A C —K
(first-order) ¥t 3% 1 & FE — %% (second-order) T fiti ,
LR X Y5 11 15 0 FI W (confidence judgement)

il

ki H W 2024-07-26
* EHFAL SRR RS HE - LT R A

UG B8 ST OB T ALH X W se (0 H 485
BBA210036)% 1)

T B SRAL B A SO [ 5 — A
BEEA: W44, E-mail: z.fan@ccnu.edu.cn
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AR RRAT 55 Z 5 A5 O B 2
i B TCIN Y B FE bR o 7E 43 Al 4R 5% (Dhingra &
Yadav, 2024) . EEJ7 12 Wi (Al-Maghrabi et al., 2024)
W5 2 B H) (Lebensfeld & Smalarz, 2024)F1HBA P
% (Milshtein et al., 2024)% 25 XU 4T A4k 25 32
e, XA G BIPRR A IR A AR L T L RO Al
NP SR AR O AT IEB0 A B e, 40 ELAT 5 5 036
Y,
LGNGO Z RETIIETL L (action-
free) (AN A 3. (HAT4ESR, BF9E#H & W 1R
A SAERAE AN AN P R . i 2 b
RN T AR B F B, B sl fEde 4 . Al
Wi 9 WL P BB, 45 BT 80T (Gajdos et al.,
2019). FM{EHES(Wokke et al., 2020)FIEH/EPAT
(Pereira et al., 2020), IR E SRS RESE R TN
BNAEIAT A 4B 8 43 52 19 B 22 HL T (Cardellicchio
etal., 2020), B LA shER AT LI e R g
fih N\ 31 (Charles et al., 2020)E548 % A FK sh1E
(Chye et al., 2022)F75| k& Wiz 8l 2 28006, VIR E
Fi L/ )% (transcranial current/magnetic stimulation,
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TCS/TMS)55 1% 25 Xz 2 h Xt 223E S i T4 . TG
W SCANR], SlAEHRR A RN T R
RRRERWEET B, M AMRET 5
AN A A AR L AR

A SRR TR AT 55 v SV XS ST A i 5
Wi o LIRS RN Sy, A7 O I BB S TR
LAY 5 i 558 i (Pezzetta et al., 2022), Kk, IF
AN T R0 58 I T2 S5 8 Bl 2 08 R B DR SR A A 0

W SR, B2 3IA % (Motor cognition)fff
FERITRA, WHFEF T iz gl ok vt e 300 5 Tk 5K
55, RWISIE S (5.0 W7 7E % U1K 5 (Wokke
et al., 2020). FTIH, A 2 ) BT 5 3 W] 2l 1 5
AT DL E s E.OHI W, B e ST (Faivre et
al., 2020; Fleming et al., 2015; Mazancieux et al.,
2023; Palser et al., 2018; Sanchez et al., 2024;
Siedlecka et al., 2021; Wokke et al., 2020), XLk
WL, JONRIFIE<ShVETC I, T2 ™ H AR
MERGMEMIES S5,

SAESZ I TTIA R BRI SEAAL AT LAHE Bl TN A
PRSI K, A B T R SIE 5 A (Chye et
al., 2022), F1% 5 YLk (Mamassian & de Gardelle,
2022), HEIAHI(Wokke et al., 2020) , IEHE% &5
F B (Mazancieux et al., 2023) M IT AT . AR LR
G T SERZ W TN B SR, R 1A
KAA AR AL RN 2 ML, I3 RS B 1 R el
TOIN AN 2 0 GLAZ O S M S TE 38 5 JTIA A
UESE A AF AR BE | R T7 U L4850, fe o )
ASRWFFEHE A T,

2 FHEMTTIAMASEIIESR

B8 TGN A ) 28 LT 5% 91 R S A T 3
N, PR TN, BRI X RO 945 0 (Gajdos
etal., 2019). BRI, HISEFI W Fr ol 55— (type 1)
555, AR O 0 BB D) s kA 58— 2 (type DT 55
(Maniscalco & Lau, 2012), F& T JE IR B15 014
Ab, W IE A TSR H W 5 1 P A Z R S R
i 2B — S i o0 IA B8 1 1Y 38 AR O DL 2R iR
Fleming & Lau, 2014; Rausch et al., 2023), F %4l
$5 . (D)JCINHI 22 (metacognition bias), EI7EHIH
FIAHFE R OUT, ol ik - SR T s st
R AE L, XREE 35 m 25 . (2) 70 TA R U Pk
(metacognition sensitivity), Sz B i I # X 43 1E
fif FVES R B A BE 7, NOPR I IE A 3R 56 —

ARk S . o FAR AR HE S 28 ROC
Mk T AL (AUROC2) (Fleming & Lau, 2014)F0
meta-d’ (Maniscalco & Lau, 2012), (3)JCIAFIRCR
(metacognitive efficiency), #8455 & & WAL 5 R 9
(@) F R TTIN I BURAE K, 8% F meta d'/d'f
=, WHN Mratio (Fleming & Lau, 2014), (4)fF 0>
—IEM R A RR, —SeWF 5 R R mH 587, 80
A0 0 S 565 2% 7 SR T 21 9 S5 07 1E H R, 4 [ml
VA AR M e JCIA M BE 7 B9 46 A% (Faivre et al.,
2020).

SERTAFFEINR, A5 O 340 i 5 A 4R 080 210 0 T 4l
(ZE R W, Yeung & Summerfield, 2012), #R11, #k
W IR R, UL R 5 30 O ]
Z 745 43 B (Di Luzio et al., 2022), 1] {1, Wokke
FNQOLTY KRB, F05E P36 R F T A M (5 8.,
M TC AR SR A AR S 4345 B o XA 43 2 ik AR B
TE <% BT B/ {5 0 A A2 (MPDC, matched-
performance/different-confidence) ¥l £ H* (Maniscalco
et al., 2020; Rollwage et al., 2020), ERFEH N,
FEARF SR 5T, REMWES REHF, 7
DHWH AR EZS, WTHREE RN BIER
{0 WL T BISMIEYE . 5ilt, Siedlecka %A
(2021) Lb e T A B B i 5 To s A B i 1 T IA A
KW, BRI MIET ST, A hiER N WE
O FIWr ¥ 3 F IR shAE s . E4h, Charles 55 A
(2020)r 52 R B, 588z 3l (passive action)#f]
lt, H Fiz 3 (voluntary action)Z {4 T #i it 4
TEERHFEL, BREERATNARE. L
AR BIER WY, — AW 5 To I HH ] fE 2 T
[ 15 B TR o 15 0 0 T N (AR R i i £
I ] BE 37 B 05 —i2 s T #%4 op Hofth R R 9 5
Mo LA B8 DAl VR B A [R) 5 TR 3 X 6 A R
R
2.1 XEZHEERTFHEITIAL

MRFEYW, TMEIMEMXNZIEEESE
Wl ST, XA BIVE R AR Jo A R T H R E
Y&, A% K JZ (prefrontal cortex, PFC)E5I0IA
S 2 AH O B % 0 i X (Geurts et al., 2022; Lapate
et al., 2020), XFEJEN#ESLE theta 15 A (Theta
Burst Stimulation, ¢TBS)A] i 2 # = J0IA HIZ R
(Hobot et al., 2023), BLAh, AIEAM: B 281 fh 4
¥4 5112 31 7 2 (premotor cortex) A H %R,
Fleming 55 A (2015) IF 5 B2 K o 8 40 W Y A 354
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10 R St 20 M s A 0, ] s 5% i 32 3 B )2 it fn
HOfk p 2 % % fl ¥4 (Transcranial Magnetic
Stimulation, TMS). £ 7R, TMS XI5 3] Wi Jo
W, EAEF O E R — B
24 TMS Jiti Jin i G DX 5 52 7 = — B R, 5O
PO L3 T A —BUR (R . SR, TERIZRIE 3h
J% )2 (primary motor cortex, M1)_| B & 5L I8 i R WL
FERNAAIRN - WAk, BFR R, Midsh ZG3% 5
THRES, AUE I W23 R A 2R Ak, X 3 3=
M1 TR W & 3% B 52 T (Hobot et al.,
2020), XLEHFSERD], iz 5B S R B

JZ R B9 1o 260 Bl 2 AE X R BE 15 0 AT HE BRI,

MAHEgEEM SN R, & F, HET
PIU A i )22 B dek az Bl e )2 i 1) T T ek
RICINFH, J5 & AT BRI o Hi S 3 R R 1 R AR
XF A5 L W7 A B

2.2 R FE RS0 ST IAF]

WFIE KB, B4R SRy 3 BE 5 o0 IA R D) A
Koo AN, FEERWA 1 B Sl R (10 A2 5 A7)
Xof G I R AT 30 2 R T AT 55, SRS Bl
JESE OB IEA D —— BB, {508 (Patel
etal., 2012) HoEWFsE R, 058 S v i) 5 05 0
A e —— 2 0 B i, {5 O (Filevich et al.,
2020; Overhoff et al., 2022; Rahnev et al., 2020),
Ak, Palser 45 A (2018)ff FH ahiE =0k B, Mk
IVELYER 4= R7I Y SBUNE Py D I /3790
H BRI O FIWT, R XA R A O 1)
R, KLY RN, SN RN 4 1 R B E RS
5T I0AMINT. o #5325y, RO s (5

OB R B AT RE DT SR 3 1 M (Brouillet et al.,

2023), RUSRi#E~For . BRERm, 1508 SR,
AR R I, SR W PR AR B Sk,
T 52 I 3 A 19005 1 X T DA R0 09 5% Tl B K B,
HE R E BT HEEE TR I 1 1 A AR
(Sanchez et al., 2024), 41, Sanchez %% A\ (2024)HY
TFERM, SENRET M B R s s R, A 1
e, RGO, X—4RERY, Tk
32 B ARG B T IR SR T M 1 R e
2.3 hiESBEFMITIAA

Z KRR S VERESE M OTIA A ? I 5T %
B, RS2 R AT S Bt BB X T A R AR R
(Gajdos et al., 2019), 7£ Gajdos %5 A5, #
WA 224 T4 8 He s 2 BB, W] BI040

S SR LA LR A 5 2 e 52 17 iy ) JUL L T 0 o e
TBEhER TR, BT MR A B EE, PR
KT EhE. bR, Bk e de s Rl
B SR RS, XK E O S TR T
WO AR, TG R 1) WA SRR 2 . X
T, B SO E AR AT A0, 5
TIN5 15— B AR 8 AR B WS — 3 BR T
BN SR, AR Y B B4R SR AR Y
M TGN . Turner 5 A (202 D)4 T A RMA 7 1H #E
X EN AT 55 TCINFN R, FE S g, Bl RE
T IS [ 4 7 58 B (53 30 B K AR 1 1Y 20% . 40%
5% 60%)HI Wi 2247y S B, JRB S HEAT A5 00T
Oro BN, PRI R, B0 E O
R o RISl B BAE LU 5 AR AL O Type2
R4 B (Qiu et al., 2024), HIVHH & B4 )7 %
JiE 25 S 3500 = 0 S5 L0 PR
2.4 = IR 40 T IA A0

15 O W7 5 R A AR S SO N =2 S, R el
REZ BT ShMERY R, © A BIF 5T 1 B O 0 3
PR 5450 FIWT e S0 P B AR, B T &
o P % Te N HT A /E A . a0, Siedlecka %F A
(2016) 3R i AR 4 52 B AY 7= 1 41 B B3], I
W 5 s B ) 2 75 5 LT 4 A B — B, B AT R
INTAE O FIB Y, &30 A AR 0 RN 2 )R
B o 0 T B 7 0 B S5 7 22 i Ao 1) B A o
i, I, Wokke %5 A (Wokke et al., 2020)ik—#
WEFE T SR BN A B AR O A I ] 15560 TE IR
B o B T 2L WS sl S R i 2R
B, 150 R = A s ol . fEB Il 22 )5
(A SEBR AR ) A 206 W 22 i {7 236 T 2 2R
Z 5 (CSE bR s A S 5 ) AEFIBr 4 8 22 i
(BIMERBNVENE AR A ) o B G 50 F B 04 o7 B iy
¥, nTHMsIER BB E b 45 R BoR, ETH
B SR BAE O HIWT I AR B T = 5
ERISEE
2.5 FHEMEEEHMmMITIAM

SR w547 X T A AT 5 i) = A R A
T . — 2 JEE 38 Bl W %8 (sensorimotor  conflict),
BIBIEZ S 55 SR F S5 A E, &K
PR G IPR R Z B phgg . X TFRGE B Bl b
%%, Faivre % A (2020) BB 5015 B WA 454 Sh1E
HRGER A, LR 500 ms ZER (RS s shhge
ZAF) TEIR A B v RS TEEE 10 BV, Bk5E ik
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7O IR S A OV o SR R, IR A
TEMRD S F T T 2 22 5, (HURGE iz 3 nh o8 Wik 3%
FEAS T 500l . XTI 2R %E, Siedlecka
25 N (2020) %2 SR B A i 20 A 7 7k &L ik sk
THEZE A, JFTERNEE 2B A A L)
BUR—B (i BRSO R AERE, —
R BRI S T RS5O IAL . R R — Sk
ON A, H IAE LU B R S STl R b 1 IS
71 (Siedlecka et al., 2019), 4%, Sanchez 5§ A (2023)
KB, YRR IR Z w45 5R S b
R FEAR L 2 AN — B S22 FR (AN 2 1) 1 2k R
£ F RO LR R R (AT ) T 3O S R
OVl . BFRFE I, IXAT RE IR T 52 o #5 B B
14725 [ R AL W0 TR O HFIWT . RN R
5 SEBR BN — BN, 75 SR A 23 (8] R AR (145
Tl IE 30 JEOCRAE, X AhAT S P 4R s T M O
A
2.6 MM ASHERZTITIAA

BT A S S EREBBUETTIN RSN, WA A
IR FRE X TCIN N T A 521 . Patel 45 A (2012)
SRR TE W — AN 38 FEAT: 55 9T AT T IA A
Wr, A5 s BOLE N S8 BRI AR 55, 4
Wit N5 O o B SR TR, AR b N s I ok
AR, Bl O AR O B HEWTRS AR, i HEWTE
o TR A B AR5 R . i S B
LU SRAZ A 9l AAZ I, A ] T T A N
ORETHC. XERY, pOET A 53R HER
NI L o AAOULEEHN LY AN Sz 38 2 W] LA B
WICAAL, X IZ3 RGN EE TS m T
At A SIE M TTINEN KT . Palmer 45 A (2016)
KR 2 a3, & s 7E9) 2z )
FJZMEINZESL Theta 5 HERARIE, T LIS
BTl AR O I HEIRT . X — 25 5 5T SCEE B 1Y
XF M1 AT TMS T E T0INHUR K Az 2 i 52
(Fleming et al., 2015) A~ —5(, {HJ&, XHABF5E M
AR BFEEMEMADE, FEHRA
e, XERRMEAMNSIES A B 3hfEX Ttk
VY S e AT B BE BN ) 4 il AL, A TR — 2P
5T,

3 EhERLEE TTIAZA B TA KA F0 46 22 AL

A 4 SR B 2 A S AN TR 4545 1 X
JLINHIHERBE ™ A 3 M, (HHL 5 A R A

ZALH AR, WARRAS—ER, T XSS
A TTINFNAL Y, X ) 1 A28 TT I R TA S0
ZHLHHATIRVT
3.1 BMEMET A A A REE

Y HIOR 2 (W BRI Sy, AT TESE AT IA
HUIEYE 2 [ A AE X 4y, MhEE 21500 T 2%
TCINRI AR o QAT A4 A Sl VR 2 TE A R TA
FIRIRL 7 3 — ) AR b 2R 0 5 T 5 o0 A
RV BT T A58 UE 4 119 DG R —— BRIV o iE 48 19 4K 7
A R S URMA BSE . BRI, Mtk
P 5 TCNFNIE SR 2 RS 7 #F ANAlST, BEE L]
Bl 2 OCIE 7 A7 A6 I 75 o E 3% S LAl P 45 4
ML)y AT FI W h R VR R 5 &
L 28 P B A e AR R T . B — 3 JE (single
channel)#E B TA Ky, 152 1 Wi 1 50 1A 60 TR 3 K it
TRl — 3 HUE S, — 3% >k U5 A4H [A] (Shekhar &
Rahnev, 2021), SR, 245 54 I vk A A8 210 5 ) DBy
S0 B IS, W IEIk e SRR oI A
RUSZIN . AHXT A, XEIE (dual channel)fi Y55 3,
SR 4 W R ST N R R SRR T 58 4 AN [R] 9 B IR
P, S IR TS AT T, R B 2SR
B FE RPN T — g R L 4 R B R i R o SR
(Maniscalco & Lau, 2016) . /3 & X 18 45 8 GE /3
il R0 o 5 TCIA N Y 43 B, A 5 A HI P 2R IE
P RIS LR R AT o Y TS T A T A
Jh, E RN TCIA TR SR BT A % Tk A B A 58 4
o, WARSEAAEE, MR —E KISR0, X
b eI Ay BRI 20 SR i B B LRI R R R
(Fleming & Daw, 2017; Pleskac & Busemeyer,
2010), FBAFEeARE Y, 15O T8 BT B P S
rf—— Bl 7 % Aij (pre-decisional) % 5 (Lee et al.,
2023), HEZHFFRY], HA YNE O AT
MWK Z G, SVEE B A BERE M JT N A (Wokke
et al., 2020). Ik, 5T 5250k 12 H 1L 2K 5)
K AP )G (post-decisional) AU, R B4 $2 {1L 1Y
2 B 5 BT M 3R 2 5 (N7 4R Z HiD XS IeIA
R A g . RV RI SR EE W, 15 O kSR 7E
S AR, FFFFSE 2 W 6N Al (Desender et al.,
2021; Mazancieux et al., 2023), AT J& F ok
RIGH
3.1 EHER

J2 AR (Lau & Rosenthal, 2011)id# 3 & kT
INFTEYIN T 758, MRS A ST B 6 FESE
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U8, f B T SR el 228 STl A K RN e 3R I 5
TCINHIRIAH B IS . BRI, e Tk
FEMNTTINEN PR FT RS T AH R AR SR, (HUESR /Y
N (A, B R SR R 0 T 2R g 2 2
V3825 5k o MRIE 2 AR, B4, I TR 2
2% 11 (hierarchical)——%F #H [F] E 48 09 A [8] i L1
WA LURZ R, BN TR S ACH &, M
R R A, R, I TR R T 5
(sequential)——F W T 7= AE 2 WL 3R, 16 191
T4k B I T AR IR AT A, AR
% (Maniscalco & Lau, 2016), JZ AR L Z —
TP Bt sh 15 5 K (two-stage dynamic signal
detection) ¥ i (Pleskac & Busemeyer, 2010), % ¥
W BRI PR B AT, DO RS AT IR R
AT AR B . REREMEYRZ S,
R ARSI L, UER A SR AE R B —— R R
55 P58 2Z ) % T B <, AR 3R Y SR B I 97 AR
Z . FFMREE R ZE, SR E B
Gy AE , T B— HPR (N 98) 5 kK OT
INFDNZ 25 5 . ERNCER S . JoIAEnH B
MSIER B LSS F RS 5o Ak, BT
REAE R T HIUE 4 $2 5 PR B, vl R4 O M
BTN,

Maniscalco 1 Lau (2016)% 7] Hb4 T =Fhe
AU (BRI AR A | BUGE AR AR AR A ) o 58 AT 5
PEATHLFIAR Y 2 ek LA, A fi] % B2 G AL g
T g b i R S R TN N I R B 3 B . 4R,
Shekhar Fil Rahnev (2024)% ¥, LIF I BEshA&45
SR B Sy 2R P R SR i AR I N S S 56 B
WA WA %, Shekhar F1 Rahnev (2024)3
T —AH R ——logWEV 51 | 245 0 A1 25
Ay, B A A B ST AR A AT 2 R R Y
LogN #7# |- (Shekhar & Rahnev, 2021), Ak HICIA
SN IR MK BCIE 25 437 (lognormal distribution),
FREBOWI T 1 559 150 IR E . o) — sk
SR A o 30 Wi 2 L SR I U R0 ST D R A TR
ERIMALS R, Bl WEV (weighted evidence and
visibility)# %! (Rausch et al., 2020), i1k, #r
BIRIZE AT TR\ HT - R T O ) WU EE 5
REDL T 50— 149 e 3 I A58 100 ik B S I B8 o AR,
Shekhar I Rahnev (2024)t48H, 783465286 4%
PR Can PR S I B R 2 L), AT TT RE AR AR AL

ERNAG B MISKIE I L, 82, XTZEHHK
T 35 FH A DA T2 TC AR S DA S TR 1 ) AT 5 0 —
SRS
3.1.2  JTIAANITE U H AR A

PAEE | OOGHE B AR O A R JE G A A
UFARE R IR AR o6, BLA MM SoINFIE IR 7 7
7 K V5 . Fleming A1 Daw (2017)42 H 59 Gk A1
UL R B R P RAZ ORI . — & G HTRIA
58 ELA AN TRI{H FE 4 (distinet but coupled) ¥y EJE 4
U8, A5 O UEYE 5 800 E R = A O, BAE I
B 2 TE W 1 1 75 25 (Schulz et al., 2023); —
e R 7 B IPAL B FE 4 A AR O UESE A E
BA470, I AT W SR R A Enn T
P, BRI, A3 NAEE T RN AR
(Fleming, 2024), 5 E{F.0 U4 L FIE M A5 O
AL RN AR O TPRAL B B Z R IR, R
JCIA KN W 45 % i (Schulz et al., 2023), [Hitk, 3
YE BN AT RE = AE AN RUON . — SR B VE R N 2 )5 1Y
TCINHIPEAS B B e N R, R e R
N5 R ST IN N TEAR 7T B S BOE AR ST N 4o
XA BB B 7R I N A 5T H A B8R IR
(Siedlecka et al., 2016; Wokke et al., 2020), W55 %
B, BN e T OGN, SO sh (S B A B T
PR ITINEN AL SR, BRI AN AR
TIMEAE B AR M, 8 0T RE A 08 5 Tk
TEAl 22 (B8] B B B] ] B, DT 3 0 e 255 O 2 ek AR
7o Schulz 55 A(2023)iIAR, JCINFIZCR M HE T
AT REIR TR B3, iR E 5 =B N ES
M FEOTANARCE T ). A2, BRCHD)
YEAR B ARG5S M ST AL, (0] 43 5 3
FXTCAE BARE R, hRR i — PR
3.1.3 FORRE-BRCNEEL

Mamassian 1 de Gardelle (2022)#2H T —#f
B TE SR e 1Y Az sUBE A (SDT-based  generative
model), Ff{r % T BGHE BB P4 L BRI
A5 O J IR 0 58 P SRR AR O UE R, AR O F
Paar W B O R PR (B WA B I AR 0
B PRI At ) RN R AR O RS R F A5 0 W i
BRIIAIE S ) o BRAB(R 0o ML ER 38 (AR oy BEUE 4, i
R FRAE UL 2 35 ) 58 A MO BRI o ARSI Ny,
{503 B Z 15 0 M:3F (confidence noise) Fll {5 0> 1
34 (confidence boost) I AUAT1E H o 17 0o ¥ f2 (5
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O RRRL, SRRSO BURE . 5085
AR TR PSR, 5 O H W Y 5 5
fFHE . XA 2 BIAUE (trade-off) R AE T 15 Ly 7K
o fEOHERE . MREIRET, (5 0BG SRR
WEE R I, AR OB, ZERTAL T, BRI 58 A
PR ILEE 1 L R AE AR D0 — S8 L
{70 RO gk A2 3115 5 (Fleming et al., 2015;
Wokke et al., 2020). {1: %481k (Rahnev & Fleming,
2019) K 58 93K I it — 2515 B T.(Pleskac &
Busemeyer, 2010), Hiitt, 1z R [ERE 0] DL R Bz
SRS BB X O T AR

M BRI, S P SR R R (N2 2
R AR I M — 0 00 AU LIS ) — BOA N IR AR 17
TERAME O UL 52 M0 1 1, (EL I S A5 A o B iy S
E XSRS AR, X LR IEAL IR T Eh (R A,
i 7] BE A 45 Fi ] (Olawole-Scott & Yon, 2023), M
¥ (Legrand et al., 2021), Zh#l(Hoven et al., 2022)
FRER, BARX AR L TR EE B X IT
INHE R, (HRR o HAR L T e SCRe . AR
2R 55 00 DR SRORH G 1 B AR A BN TIN5 )
(4G SN BE | BhAESRBE | SO T | BhPEmhoE |
ShAVE W EE S5 X L IN A B 52 W, DL Faivre et al.,
2020; Fleming et al., 2015; Mazancieux et al., 2023;
Palser et al., 2018; Sanchez et al., 2024; Siedlecka
et al., 2021; Wokke et al., 2020) i SEH AU AL T
B SR o
3.2 FMERETINARHEYH

Goodale 1 Milner (1992) 5 k2, Kt fr
TE P 451 28 38 B — 5 D3l [ (ventral stream) Al
0 38 % (dorsal stream), 435I §1 5T A0 52 J8% AT (Un
Wy AEAE ) A 5 5 |5 04 B4R B (Can AT )
), LR LM, BT hd, Birm
PG iE FIRH G B4R 5 5 43 1) 76 W 2% 3 % v 4k 2
(Tang et al., 2022), {HAFHRAYRE, JEMFE )HE
Bz IR s R s, WA LE (R B 3C B (Milner,
2017). Giarrocco 1 Averbeck (2021)& B, 15 fjFn
A 0 22 HF S GE o J5 H1 AT E (posterior
cingulate) F1 7 & (hippocampus) % & J&, X ILE
ZE Hij A1 M 2 2 (PFC) (Milner & Goodale, 1993,
1995) o T FiT &5 - B2 2 A6 1 2 ST A N T 14 B 22 ik
Do PRI, A0 3% 14 R0 5 £ 5 5 00 3 g 1) 3
VEAR B AT RETE IR 5 IR0 T2, JE Lot oA 40 4]
HSERZ I TCIN R AR AL T ph 2 Bl

IR MR WF5E X3 {5 O3l A DG X i 47
THEBE AL, & Pk L i X 3 BEAE v AE A TR
HORTE WL, HEBE T MIFTF0H [ (dorsal anterior
cingulate cortex). Bz 3 X (the supplementary
motor area) . I 5 1 ﬁﬁ%ﬁ(the anterior prefrontal
cortex). 0 /- (the inferior parietal lobe) ., HLR]
I (precuneus) 1 Aij i5i &% (the anterior insula) (Qiu
et al., 2018; Rouault & Fleming, 2020), A W5t
BT A IR 5 A O AR O VAl B B Rl X s, &
WA ORI, M B3 X 200 Dl sl
Fas |, ZEMAR T ] X 56 A S S A AT - )
% B EHM(Lei et al., 2020) 33X %6 XK 103805, 6
EEEhiE 30 X, PR JTINAE R b AT RE v S s 1R
{58 o R4 B HiA S Qa5 i STk R fil 2
BLHIAF T A, BT L LR JLAS 5 T A7 #0025
Bt
3.2.1 RIEMAEESRMNINEES R

FRFFRERT T HAS AN A SR STl FTE B
I EE, Shekhar 1 Rahnev (2018)F ] TMS #ff
X R, XF T SMUHG A K J2 (dorsolateral PFC,
DLPFC)Jififit TMS AT BEAR A5 O IF53, 1% Hip 4
Hi#B(anterior PFC, aPFC)jifi il TMS N $2 55 T J0IA
HBETT o BLAL, TFGTFBH, X 22 O Hi5 45 i w4 v ]
Ji2JZ (anterior medial prefrontal cortex, aMPFC)jifi
JNESL theta 75 AT W 25 42 F TN B R
(Hobot et al., 2023), XELE5 5L, Hi&in /2
PR IR B A D22 5 5 S & - Bz J2 10
TR B TEYE . NIREZ (5 5 M a1 I v 555 B,
IERAF B A% BRI, 5 E A AR S
B UM ST sk . Rk, AR & B T
fiE 22 5 o0 6 ST o B 4R T AT AR, JRSh
SIVECAE TN AR T M Al . O — s G
EEG F1 fMRI $ R [ BF 75 (Pereira et al., 2020) Hu 45
TAMRLEIAT S FOU LA A B VR B (4 T A i 26
B MR, B IAEAEAT SIER ST
RIELF, RNMENATE S B EE SRR T
TEIANR B P8 B, EPITIIERMET,
NG BB 5 AF DM CHE, B AT RS AT
PR 2 R S LR AR WG 5, MR o A A
METER, RUIFESIERATE, WA S AT )
FH T AT A5 RAG I 1) 55 — K R BB B (5, IFH
AL B RA RS, 5050 UEESS AT s O
FIWT
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322 FEENERSESNHEEM

Fleming fll Daw (2017)tA\ Ky, SIEVE MAISMG
B, SRR TR AR A0 T AR 5
B, ARIEBOTANAIRR . AT I T Stk
78 TE U8 T A T RE 1 OC SR Al DX AN 28 [l B
e, HiM % 2 (frontopolar cortex, FPC; Brodmann
area 10)AI BET BT BN VE 5 NIERES IR G o Bt B
J2 TEE I | 50 P R 4 e R 5 Lz B X IR
ZESER, JFE G X EAE B LSRNk
K (Baird et al., 2013), HIX, & NMIFETHH )2
(dorsomedial prefrontal cortex, dmPFC, {1 & 5530
A 1 F TR Bz s O W e e S 5 e fE S IRE
B BTN, YRl i N, SR
IR, TEBCA AMER RS LT, T P M A
W R R SRS I, R T DR R R A A G
(Carter et al., 1998). It4h, & NMIETAE M )25
G 5 FOAU 2 2 AH %, T R — A~ AT BE 1Y ST Il
fiti 8] % (Baird et al., 2013),

VRS NIRRT B &, s ahfF an i % 1
JEGE AR B LB Ot INRIER SR 7 —Fhm] BEAY H A 2
BLJE B . BFFERM, B Ik 5 I&aE Fliz 3l in 1.
25 )0 & (Pfurtscheller & Lopes da Silva, 1999), i
n, B AL B Ry nT R ET B — 2
ShAE, A B U5 ShAE B FF A 5% (Donner et al.,
2009). HEAh, B IR ST HF AR 1 4852 AR I (Siegel
et al., 2012), A B T 4E45 4 15 192 Az 3ok &
(Engel & Fries, 2010). W TIoiANAIT Z 5 3tk
N TE RS R AE B, B U AT REZ M & 5 1A
7t Wokke % A(2020) % B, 4ICIhAIA W & A7
e I 2 5 (R 3 AR 45 B AT sociAain 1), iz
ST B B B & A [ 2 ——3%
WS AR AR B3 TC A Y 5 e 5 52 3 B2 )2 0 i 4
KR B UEIRIEARSE, BASE(E B sTiA Rl
AL T A I A R . TR SR, E A
BORITCINHA W, AL, 2R B
WA IR B AR A ORFE R ICIA R Jl i e 2 i 2
YEM .

TEfF DR R, B4 301E(Wokke et al.,
2020) . WZERA (BL4E NIR3Z | A 14JE%AZ) (Fleming,
2024) FIAR 5 — I [A] 282 (Charles et al., 2020)%: 15
B, AT REOE 2 A B — 4R BE AR RN TTRH 5G4 il
X o Jaeger %¢ A (2020) &, 15 ORI S =
AN A R DX 2L )[R A G, 30k B IR DX A3

ERRESEOATIEMIG: FO0MER, Bus D
o TAMXHGRE: A MESH-T X, A
0] TR R0 BRSSO, /DN o 33 6 i X E AR ST
B AR R Tz EATE e S AR OB ok
TR £ R R, BT EEREG . X =1
i XA, A T DX T AL % 4 00 Pl
BhHR X (supplementary eye field) /&M ——"HES
{50 B3R (Gajdos et al., 2019)FH3& X 50 IAFI%L
# (Fleming & Lau, 2014)FE 09K X, W] BETEE S
SNVEAR 5 AR 750 T b A 45 B T
323 IMERMTIAAEE AT EIHRHEEM

SIS BAE A DR, 75 A E 4 2[R
AN, FEMERAATZMN ., EWFR ST
FEEEROCIERBR B P MIEM . Sanchez 58 A
(2023)WF5E T SIVEMEA RHF DI A 0, 255,
AR 0 B2 AT R B S N 2k &R, 4R 7R i fil
R FHAT RN, SRER, BEESIIRR
P AN — B, A0 BT — B B, R Rl
TR P2 UER . P2 IE IR S T (Xie et al., 2020)
IR 301 3 B W2 U 43 L (Ghin et al., 2022) 156, A—
FHOA Wk A S P2 PR B, SRS DT EC A Bl
YEMER /L T T8 2 (T R BEUR, NI4T S5m0
] o 30Kl B B A 0 ) R S AR L UESE, AT
PR R R O

AR, SHAE(F EXF TT I ISR 1Y 5% 1 38 7T R
T o IHIIRG R o A A
(] ey LA A IR, E ML R AR A R A1 ) 40 9
(Foxe & Snyder, 2011), i, AERELE T OF R
PR G IX 2 7% B /51 1Y) o0 9% D)% (Foxe et al., 1998),
Faivre % A\ (2018)WF 5% T ¥5 3@ 18 (W 7T INF, K IAK
FL5E o BIRMIE, RIAR o W, XATHE
B3l [ F= T R O S i e 411 73 T Y F= ) S N N i
AR — N B BV A5 B (sl i & i
S REIS ), M-S BUARAE O R, BRSER
BAETCAFgR R B EZE/EM, [T EER
RS B TR M s, M KR, o S0 & 7
ER, SR BAOER, SEURE.O . By 5
— IR LTI T o 4@ 9 72 R 58 R SR v 4
(Di Gregorio et al., 2022), A fiT % Bl ¥4 52 B 2 Rif
MY o I AP TR SN A DG, T AR 5
R SLMAR DG o A IR U 5 45 0 G o A I
ZIE ) o PWEATZRR IE R ZREAT S, WK o P
55 O TP M IT A F U A OCHE . ILAh, @
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i T™MS Y, BF5E % BRI S BUAT 19 o 9095 L BE
AR B AR, AN BERRCE JRIA IR B, T A
P B A 0 ) T 22 (R B R BE B ) Y o
PA L BE AR SL I R, AN BE O B AR
P WA GRS AR O 7 B Y, 1850 a
o JRE I MR 2 B 8 X B A 3t T PR R
WEdE . LR LRI, ShRE(E B AR S AJTIA
DRI s LU TGN R T, 3 05 2 LA A 1
TGP H AR A AT RE S T T 5C B AR v o 4
i, AT EAF L B T ] R X IR A R AR
RGO B, T2 SRR R, '
BUE LR

2, BATZAL AR R R S O o
IR o 25 AT B0 52 06 U 40 R B O i
B, NS AT RE I I LU B2 J2 D A0 4 Tl 0 45
AT B ARG o 1000 55 A AR BOLAR], A B R
PSR A B S B IR BB S, B OTIA
T SR, E RS T SRS M 0 ARG R 2 AL
WHoE Aoy, A KRBT AR H R AR,
{E R R A R . ROR T 2 SRS,
AT 71 S AE U TEIN R B 22 L]

4 BEERE

Zr LTk, S PEXT TN e B 27 E 24
W RS o S ERY &S DT, H IR N
SPETREE . RN . SE RGBS, #a
Ml JCIA IR R o S HT S0 AE 52 i Jo I R i 9
MATL, M 5 S5 S A R A R R A — R
Ko MR B — 20 B AR e ST Y 1 & G
W, R S SRR 5 7T A UE 3 A AR AR R
JE ORIy S5, W LA B LT LT
HAFHRAIF .

4.1 REDERTITAMPBREH

JAE AW FE R W S 2353 Wi LAAR 0 W
RFMITTIN, HBFHRER, IEA—ELE
FrA & LT #R R n I, JEH R 7R — 2 G i
A e bR AN oI EUSME | JTIN ISR ANE -
IERR EE AR R UL B ERN . Al Charles
ENQ020) AT A R EME®L A C S 3
BE@LEE T2 & Bk T-45 5% 3h) AL 1 (B
WG 1) T4 S AR ) = Fh 25 A% Tl i i 52
Wi 25 SR FEH, FEABEHINT I, B R ShER LR
e, EshahfE 5 MEshfEZ M e 22 5 1EfR

OV b, A RIMER OIS Rm, BohshiEm
o, B SR AR, 5 =35 (e AU R s
BB EES . ARMIESEFRMET AR MG
B HRBIER N BT | AR IR SZ R B~ 1]
LA Wl B BN VR MO A (4B AZ R 5 — i A1 2k R
T 08 5% Sl VR DUASUAR 360 B —sF [ 4 2R o X S AN [ 11y
5 BT REAH A5 0 P4 77 A R 22, (H TR eI
HIRE ST, J34b, Filevich 48 A (2020) b4 T 4M @ A1
B W5 P o A T o TG R BB I, R AT b
S B A AE TGN H R B (TGI8 2 [ 3 &R 8068 JE ot
INFIRCR) LI TIE 285 o BeAh, MBsRuliatiloh s
R SRR A S T, A O PR A A g B
IR TTNAR I . MATIA Dy, JCIAPEAL I
ANERESIERFR.
EaRAFIEF A, ShAE X TGN R BRI RE T
R FEA—2, P shfEXT oA HN 0V F v BEAE
FEN RS . — ] BRI RS2, 5.0 0F 4R
Fr(Gajdos et al., 2019)5 7 HELA A7 A ITIA
4545 (Fleming & Lau, 2014; Rausch et al., 2023)
FETEE R 2R, ARG bR TR S A [R] 4 25007 Al
INFUI T o 55— Fh ol BE A0 A B0, 7E L 281
BF, JuIAH R B B AR e v, Mk DL AR
(Charles et al., 2020; Filevich et al., 2020); JtH&Z
2452 I AT 55 SO AT 55 4 R 52 2, DA DR B
FHFAT 55 Wb FngiaT, M LAEAT & B A J0 N AT
Al o 3 T R 38 1 3 P R EL X 52 0 45 R 11 e A
55 i — A SR B AIE o 33 I R e i B AR 1
A BT R B 0 R -5 0 A I ) SC K S
LGSR RS E T o R 2 S VR (R 2 I 6 £ 5 1,
181401 J2 37 35 BF (Patel et al., 2012) . B/E58 FF (Gajdos
etal., 2019). JZ ¥ (Wokke et al., 2020), FhfE
2 (Siedlecka et al., 2020)., zh{EW %L (Palmer et
al., 2016)%, ZLIIFNESS50AANT, L
R DA R Fp P sl A 2tk 4 5 O S5 s A
WiAHOG o A, 3] aE— 25 R AR AN [ J i i 1 17
SRS B 75 LA 8 3 % & (Scheliga et al., 2023)
72 TN
42 EFRETIAN—FELEERMTA?
FHE SRS BT R I AR L, BT
WA NS5 O & Lo A — M AUA S F 315 O
SR T — A~ e A IE A 1 ] BEME(EL 40, Sanders
et al., 2016) o A — WA TN A, 150 BB B S
R B A PR S (R B, X R X S R SE Y IE
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e AR AU (Lbn: Samaha & Denison, 2022;
Samaha et al., 2019); #A)IEVL, AMIEHITE O
ST B, S B AR 5 e — SR UESR, SRR
JA R, AR BUEE G 5 T8N —BUEHE 1 5
PR 5a R mE .

Maniscalco 45 A (202 1)$2 Hy i1 22 5 8385 9 il
(differential tuned inhibition)Big ik — 4 T 15
O IR 1 S, BRI, MR IuZE
e BAT A RO R - 0 2 T R B, o R
JE TR B 28 TOAE 56 FOAR O H T e i VR o
Bk UL, 95 B0 (%) 25 53 (differencing) 1 42 JC
% 1 N [R) 0 5 A R (AN 22 384 ), B D B R
T4 55 3461 1) 2R (accumulation) # 28 70 I 25 5 fi
) B — SRR TE YR, Z BB AR
A7), HEBIECHWT . R R ) b 22 0T £ T
TH580 00 B Fff B (A AR UE A, DR et e 3R AR
IRV 4] ot 28 7 D) B 4 IR A, ke £ 0 1 T
AN [ A R T 400 1 o 28 0 R BUM S S5 05 O 8 .
Mamassian fll de Gardelle (2022)%# H B4 71 A
o, GRS A TR R BN — BOPE (self-
consistency) [ F WAL, BIAR R 444 f i AR R
PR R, HESRNE M ARE, L5REL
B R SCAE 3 R PSR 1Y IE 1 % (accuracy), T B
15 0 7 SCIN 58 8 AN 32 v 2 (bias) 52 M 1) B 18 119
TP U (sensitivity) o X AP O B E AT IR B
i R e, AR D b R B BB AR E H R R RE
PSR E, B8 E OIS IA N R NHE O QE
Y 2 WA R ) I o = A T, 1 Mamassian Fl de
Gardelle (202215 54 | A Ay I 4 i AT 52 4 1)
A3, MARE DS EMITT. AR
b, XA AL [R) R SRR O S R R A
B RIETE . WA BRSSO SRS
015 42 55k (Van Marcke et al., 2024), A A{E.O
ARG EITINANE ) B bR, MIESS R (Lee et al.,
2023).

KFAFORITERBT A2 B WA 2 fig
i BEAEXF ORI, — T, QRAF O S
B4 2 A TR S IR B T B, R4 B T3l
N R RE 5 A B H RS e 2 S N T
) ENITAL, PR T PR ) S B B . TR SN
PR S FEAE O, BT, WERE LR
M 74 S R A e IR =, R4 i T PR
BN St oo i TR R B, R TR teah

VROV RE | B R S5 0y B BE 2 (5 P 28 7T Y R
A8/, NI A5 L o SR, A7 R 46 b JC i DX
XPIFPOC TR O WA R, — DT RERR R Tr
I6] 2 38 Ao R M 28 B2 T B S X s VR e g R
(Patel et al., 2012), ZN1EH ¥ (Gajdos et al., 2019)
ARG R ERYANSLE &, R CHEM 248 15,
PERAT AR bR b TR X 40 (0 HLAg W 304 2% 57
B T A A5 O R U A9 OT 1A R 28 X B ) (neural
correlates of metacognition, NCM) (Overhoff et al.,
2021), HRAEETABISE, PO Y AR L o ——
Jai 415 IF )% (posterior error positivity, Pe)FlHTi
#R1E % (centro-parietal positivity, CPP), A A fE4>
5 IR AR O RBER DG, AT Bl DX X
FhiBisz . BARYE, Pe D EUAE IS8 2 W5 (19 200 &
400 ms P, FH IR Bl A A0 5 A 0 1 1
T, R T A AT B ) W L A ) W
(Boldt & Yeung, 2015; Feuerriegel et al., 2022),
CPP U3 5 7 A= 78 005 0 8 2 BRI RS (A R
EFIMTHT, e R Bl A 15 O B SR MY R (Gherman &
Philiastides, 2015; Rausch et al., 2020), Szt 57
9 JUT 08 398 T 1) IE B FR R R B (Kelly et al., 2021;
Philiastides et al., 2014). {1 41l, Ko 55 A(2024)i i
iRl AT 7 02 CPP BRI 6 1 . — b il
LA 350 2 500 ms, J3—FIEET 130 2 70
ms. BFFEIE KB, TE R FI M B BN B BORE
OFIWHT, BB BT RE LSS B UE IS B R A ph
BN, X — BT AR N “¥E#EJ§ CPP” (post-choice
CPP) (Grogan et al., 2023), FHt, f5.O0MBKE—0F
O BYE IEFPE) ATRE S Pe AHOG, TifE ORI
T(E O IR R )T RES CPP A, Ak
Al R B R, IS NCM 5RO
PEO BRI OCHE, HE— 20 XA X RN ORI
Z, RAEWE TEOIEERBR.OHEAZE, 4
FIE S S b At 8 2l A o] 302 ST A R A DRI o 22
BL
43 BRERERBEHRABHTIANERI

B, KREEWTEE D TR AR A, ©F
LRI, RIE 3h 2 TMS T84 5 m fgd Bl 1A
JEIAAI(Fleming et al., 2015), A 4., iz sh R REA
M ENE—TCIN R R R W22 B 7 HFE R
W1, iz gl i S5 T A WA SR AR O O T A TE
[FI%E . Macerollo 4% A (2015)°k Fil 5 Patel 4% A (2012)
AHFE ARSI, LR T A4 ARAE R A . DR
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12 B e A5 S8 (AN T B ok B R sk LK T B Ag) 5 i
FRA R FEHE W A SRR O E YR, 455 IR,
T 3 1 3 B SR 5 R 0 i W 2 ) ) £ A
Ke—— RIS EE 3 1) SR NS, 5O HEWTRRAIG . {H 2
— AT BB, YR T B DL P B R Bl
TR AT 000 A T B, R A O P B S
i bEig B, RWE AT REAAEM UL
SN S AE PR OB R TAER . A, 4
W T B 128 sh BT 10 1 2 B 5 2 3 (n 3
JERRETTIG . PRI IR AR | BT SR
BB TN R, XTI E TR T
P2 R din R 5 IR R A R B SRR IR
K Ay 22 5 T HIZE8 (Pezzetta et al., 2022) 51
T IR G R, K BERM ARG B S ETT
AR B BRI T R, (HREEGR
AL O R AE TP A R R R A
ERN % i i # R AIK

A, T EE SI0IAF BT S, i
Jmag A AFRPE M PSRRI R . B
A BAE L3, A MATE B B W 8 3l AR,
B Ay B PR R HIAN, IFELE. -
Bz sh Ak iz sh#Eh L 5 EE LEA R E R
(Cook, 2016) ELAWFFEEM A ML JLE AR5
MEZ M LR, (HH 2 3 R E ToIAA
RIZ MR R M T — LT J)— KRR
A2 A B B T T B0 B ORE R E (paraplegic
spinal cord injury patients), XLt 10z sh Al
TR X DL K A O g AN R M 2 RS IR
B e B s, B TE BRI, RO R 2%
MEZ M & fF Sk e 2, B, ]
R IS R B AR R Y D e SR (R
ARE (W2 IR Moro et al., 2022), {H—/> A8
T 5% 1) (] R I, GO0 19 R 00 A% AP 28 BH i i
zh % H # 2 BH W (somatic  deafferentation and
motor deefferentation)?f £ K [ sh{E5
TCINII CHR . B2, MARFIRBHA AT, ThfF
TEAE 1R ShAE B2 sh BRI B e IN TR B, A Bl
TH B EAVE R IMERmT AL E RS
LB .
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How does action influence metacognition? — An exploration based
on cognitive models and neural mechanisms

CHENG Xiaorong, QIU Shiming, DING Xianfeng, FAN Zhao
(Key Laboratory of Adolescent Cyberpsychology and Behavior (CCNU), Ministry of Education;
Key Laboratory of Human Development and Mental Health of Hubei Province;
School of Psychology, Central China Normal University (CCNU), Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract: Action and metacognition are crucial components of cognitive processing. Metacognition reflects
an individual's representation, monitoring, and regulation of cognitive processes, while actions serve as vital
means for the output of internal cognitive processing, particularly decision-making information. Recent
research has demonstrated that various aspects of action—such as response speed, intensity, sequence,
conflict, and observation—can influence metacognition. From the perspective of cognitive models, post-
decision models of metacognition are well-suited to explaining experimental evidence regarding the impact
of action on metacognition. These models propose that the information used for metacognitive evaluation
(metacognitive evidence) differs from but is related to that used for perceptual judgment (perceptual
evidence), focusing respectively on hierarchical processing, Bayesian computation, and confidence enhancement.
From the perspective of neural mechanisms, action and perceptual information may be integrated through
brain networks centered on the prefrontal cortex, relying on electrophysiological mechanisms such as
oscillations and o inhibition, with metacognition shaped under the regulation of attention. Future research
could further explore the boundary conditions under which actions alter metacognition, the true meaning of
confidence, and the metacognitive performance of special populations.
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