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T8 SR FH A AR 4 BRI #E R T 45 (Monetary Incentive Delay Task, MID), 444G 2F{4-4H 5% Hi {37 (Event-related potential,
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cue-P2 5 cue-P3 i, $RRHITRHE QJZ%ZB’JF*%‘i]ﬂl%ﬂﬁ*éﬁ%ffﬂ’]&gimﬁ MR AR B, P
FETEM T RILHTERAY FRN F1 P3 iR, RS TSR R B p e zeme B ss . FiARgs RALEI R,
PIRXT TN TR MAFAE R Btk 22 5% . AESh LR R By —Bugas, ﬂﬁff*%ﬁi?“ﬂl%ﬁﬂ 2% SN J2 TR U B 5

SRR, o ASHITFE SN A TR A BRI 1R R B — 28 AR A P 4 D R AL

B )RS ELAT < sh W L R AR 58 3 B (A U R o
XA AR, ST, MARE
2FES B84S

1 55

PR 5 TR IR N BN AT SRy 1 A
AL R, 3 0 3K 3l 1Ak b JgUl 5 TR 2
XA 75 3 N B A AL OAE ] . e 22 [n] g A )

fe FHERUINESCR, thafl a2t R, K
A EON T T 2 O RS . RFEHZ (nucleus
accumbens, NAc) FIHI & M FZ )2 (prefrontal cortex,
PFC)AF CHR M X, X SE X IHAE DAL . G B 5 Rk
Wt A 3] 5¢ #E4E ] (Porreca & Navratilova,
2017; XWilieE 4%, 2023). ITAEK, OPRAAMTTERE
L RN Z MM EAERET T 2%
TE o ShLDRSRBI SRR, A A B e 1 4 AR
W SIHLR G 7 S . IS e R BT 0,
RIS A R 25 FoR 25 LAARAS D, 2kt Sy R

W H 3): 2024-11-09

it — A Ul B PR X 2 5 AR

s AR, BT EL, KA B, ERP

D)y /b AN (Becker et al., 2012; Fields, 2004, 2007).,
PARALOE %N 3 Ezéﬁm%%ﬁmaﬁmﬂﬁ
PIR RS2 0T BE S B, T B 1) 2 (75 1T B

Te PP TSR M FRAIR . X Fpbl 2 F )6 L%E§£§
VLI TR SR Z YV B8, B R IR 5

REHS 52 AP B2, AR F0 T D R AR i 50
@i,ﬁi%ﬁ%MﬁﬁTﬁf@i,%%éﬁﬁ
PTG S R . B RFRE i — 2 R B, K
FRE 8 1 5 X AR P E T (Becker et al.,
2013, 2020), Az, BIRULARXT 2L T T R 52
B4n, Gandhi 25 A (2013) W% 3 2 M50 AE i 1 o
KSR TSP, Salcido %5 A (2018)7E MG 14 5
Yt serh R B, G A B S AL TR
PR EhAl, X RIAEFEE AT, BRI
TETE I T e R T B 50N B X e 5R 45 21
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FL[F B UE T ShAL— P A B B FE AR 5, RIP A
BT Z ) Y OC Z AT LR 48 455 7 19 3R 55 F0 AR kAT
PERE, AHTREMA o 254 A [R] I TET X0 4 R B I
AT AR GE RS R L DRSS L I E U AR
B R P DL S B — T .

LFNN TIFAE B — BRI B BN, T2 —1
2B Be2H i shs Ji%zo RAWFFER, 257
I 8053 S A R0 B B B T B B 2
RSB Bt (Knutson et al., 2001; Berridge & Robinson,
2003). R H TP B S AR TE I B R R R
JE X VETERE B B S AL E 2 NI 25 3, 3 P B 1
SR T R RO T T A e T T BRI i B
W B A ATE 2 bR ARAT S A5 1) B RS2 5 3 WL
B TEPPZALE] |, FE FEEARMUE M SOIR 4 (ventral
striatum, VS)5 NAc BY#0E, 55 WP & PFC SR
F &% 2 5 (Berridge & Kringelbach, 2015; Knutson
et al., 2001), PAitk, AR STEX P BUA %
— R RN, B SR R E.
BUH B G TE . A7 M BFoE o R B, AR g
8 5 AMATERL BRI BOW B BB T, 3R
R v g AR F R 2B F Y B HL(Darbor et al., 2016;
Gandhi et al., 2013; Wang et al., 2018), 2K, ¥/
Xof BRI B B SR AR — B w0 R,
PRI AN 23 I 35 R 22 B A b ) i 15 2% 52 (Darbor
et al., 2016; Gandhi et al., 2013); #H), Becker 55 A
(RO17)HIFFE R, IR AT e B AR A X 42 2R 2
L Z, T Wang Fi Bao 45 A(2020) 1) & P&
oA BTGNS 4 B B DR X AN —
FPE AT BRI TR AR B B 1) AR, AR
PR IIE L | BB RBI L SR FR R0 25 55 Ah,
AR 2 B ) SRR 3 T RE 32 3 RO FIDIR
ARG R R 45 2 d AR IR AR . M2 Y
WFFEHE— 24 7R T IR FO TR sZmapL] . &
PR LA R I 22 AR, MR RE R R
Oy BT E NAc, MG s 1 22 5 shpLRA T A
(Pecina et al., 2003; Berridge et al., 2009; Taylor et al.,
2016; Scott et al., 2006), [ 7ERFARK BB, PR
R 5 e 7T RE 90 K W] 28 46 110 B R 72 Ak LA K o i
R JZ JZ (medial prefrontal cortex, mPFC)f I 151k
FH, 30 S8 DX I A7 4 0 TR DA 35 v 473 38 22 A
{4 (Berridge & Kringelbach, 2015; Zubieta et al.,
2001; Etkin et al., 2011; Huckins et al., 2019; Wang,
Bao, et al., 2020). Hitt, #F5E SRR ARG5S T
AN A B AR TR BIHL, (H X2 B AN (E

A 355 Ay LA 52 i D T B T A 1) 5 5 L B
FRES) .

A NHBE(H T T 1)) A A B (T 1)) FE
PN T EAFAERR S, JUHE BT &
BT o X Fh B O R R INAE K 24 X 5
AL RIETE, JCHORAE S EWMETHE . ShALAE
T ME R . CAPIREY], AR

B SR AT BRI I I AT K7 2 (ventromedial
prefrontal cortex, vimPFC)AI (- #%, XX iS5
LE A TEAL A 2R %5 (Bartra. et al., 2013;
Hare et al., 2010) . X P AL A0 5 & 7E — & FE
AR T ANMKRTE R ORI R 3R 8 At SRAS KR
PR AL I BN o AR BRI AR B AT
AR B A 2 A, R TR S B
X IE A SR R . XA 22 R R 5 X
TN 2 R W Bh LI 2 ME RN PRAR A DGR VS il
NAc PGSR EE o MR, AR X 42
R B Z AR, VS FINAc TR g, 54
NHFR I TAEARL; (H S22 500 G B A A,
VS Eﬁ@i{ﬁﬁ%ﬂ%@arerl et al., 2012; Hackel et al.,
2017) . X — 22 5 ] 68 R F 4t 2 5 25 %% 0 (Social
Distance Effect)@?ﬁ?%ﬂﬁfﬁﬁﬂﬁ%’@ 551 g e ng 2
5, R B B Sh LN T A2 B4+ 2 R
IR B R, S MARTEN B S 0 — A NI,
AT A AR H OB 4IRS, AT,
SRy A A SRIBCE TN, X Fh Sl AIL R R 2 2
Mg %5 55 (Morelli et al., 2015; Braams et al., 2014), X
FlAR G R e TR fert & B ah b i L e g,
2 8 O FATAT AP Bt T 58 1) P SRR g A A T 2
CAIPNEEE &1 /\%ﬂutﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁ & 254 A RN BNHIL
BN, AT <P REAAC 01 (N 21 285 Al ) Y 25
U, RILH I B IR S, 1R SN
GG (AN Al ) W 2 5 #5255 (Braams & Crone,
2017; Fareri et al., 2012; Hackel et al., 2017), 204
TN TR W KT N I AR R B )2 (dorsomedial
prefrontal cortex, dmPFC) ., % [ii 58 FL Ak (temporo-
parietal junction, TPJ)% 5.0 FRALAH SC 1Y IX 35k, oI
2 T T B PR AR A N 25 IR A B (Buckner &
Carroll, 2007; Zaki & Ochsner, 2012), 2% N K5
3 P SR JZ U A AR A RN SO, S 5
AN AEFAMUBI M2 B, W vmPEC A1 VS; i
30 N R D T BB T 22 b S At S A R R ]
FSEIXIR, 4 dmPFC 1 TPJ, X %62 5 A g BOE
BN BN BN . SIHLOR P 28 S 55
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XM B 45 SRR X A S BRSO TR I #5800 . Sk ERP AYIEE 17

T -5 38 368 it N B AEAE 3 X

BR T2 FOIN TR B S R FRA, B
7R B R SR 2 T B 2R
B R BR Ry, 385 A T R A Bl LSO R K Y
LML lE, RINAEAT A= A R SO0 . B Y
BN, TEM AR B R B BN B Be A4 g By
BYOT R P3 I iE (Yeung & Sanfey, 2004), &\ 7 ERP
FFRR], BB SR RNRT TR R TR R
MRS 5 S I A 2 B E VA R . i, 7R
RPN AEIRAT 55, i (22 2 KR L TR
CNV Fl cue-P3, FRHAMAXT &8 H A5 1 T 2
ML 58 (Zhang et al., 2017), 7ERFARK B, =
B2 508 R 235 | & /N B FRN MR A1 SR Y P3
PR, S SR ) D R ORI X RV S 15 B 1 2 4
A (Heydari & Holroyd., 2016). K 1tt, TEARMFH 5]
AZN KR T, A TR &R DA
[F] 75 SR 5 SRR A [R5 B AN R S ny, I —25
VT S AL R S8 an ] 76 )8 B R AT 2 A PR T E
Y ABURRAE

PRI X R FN TR 52, 07 TR
KRG ZHENE . IR —F R IRE, 1
Z3id 3 HAE At 23N R 2 i A BR 5.3, R IR RT
SEEAM T TTER, A B T R fERE 2
HEHTEZ AL o PFIR R, SIS A
UNEEEA GRTE - 1B (W N6 R a i€ I il A i)
oL FEIRE, BRI X R AR B LR R %
A N F ) B AR IR R e, B i ) B RN N A
{H(Navratilova & Porreca, 2014), A5 B E TR
REF P HEARREM R LR — BN A M
BT AN, R A B T R I AR B K
S SRR B B2 7 LA R 5 R 2 B AT,
PA] I A A o G 26 5% T B SR B M TR SR 1 Sh LS 5 R
1 ALY (Mobbs et al., 2009; Braams & Crone, 2017).
SR AL FON T EA MR A A 2 FLC BRALER], AN
FTHRER A . WEAESEEN, X—ERETH
/AR5 AR AFEFICN .3 (Telzer et al., 2010), A
I, 7ESATORE , FRATR R AR B WA E SR
BN A AT B, AR IR ST S I B AR S
YRR IR LS, i — 2D IR R IR TR AT
H AT 5 2R WA N T 0 Sh AL T L S e ph
ML o BLAN, KEI T2 — A A RO ELE R,
FEAL R TN 5 R BRI WA B B, AN R B B
Jr b S B 2 ML AL PR FR A AN AR R, 1T Az 3]
RSB R E T . S0, B0 T8 37 2

WA G ASLR e . DR FE 5B
RH i TSI AR BOCER 1Y 22 5%, Hah bl &
P 5515 4% SN ] REAFAE Ak 1T BN 1 R/ )
HIEEMAR PR E SIEEHRA . BT, &
R4 DL AL O ) SRR A A5 AR T
A AR G BEARE RN T e
T 7E 25 P 5 2 BRSPS B B AR — B B
BebE 22 RS 0 YN S 1 U SRR AN ] 22 F
WA K- B SO 5 BE 7 R 6 () B ) [R]85 Bl
THE R PIRAE AT T AR R R TOIN TR S, F )
JEAE TN AN AL 2535 5 M 2R 1E iy, bl RS
W] S 538 8, DA R AR X 40 — 2 55 B AL Y
BE:EY

AT DRI R BN R e i ), AR RS
KT &I 2EIR T 55 (Monetary Incentive Delay,
MID), % 52 567 X RE % A7 R0 X 73 2 500 T 4 73 49
W BRI A B B, I i e B N H UK,
PR B RS IR B T N 25 5 o 456 i ) 43
PER I GE 14 A 5 B (Event-related potential, ERP)
HOR, RATRZRPLIR W] 0 > N2 BRI AR B
MIZHAIL ., 128 R ZE BN, DT 4 T itk B 92 e A 2
ARG HAE .

TER BN TR B R B, AUPFERCHE T =
ANK4E ERP 9 : CNV. cue-P2 fl cue-P3., HFT
A WF50K MID 1145 5 EEG #RHHZE & . B0k, 76
LEON T I B BB T R HE BN RS 200 ms
A A cue-P2 Ll M 300~600 ms H FLAY cue-P3,
539 5 R ZR BN TR Y | I A A PR LA K
SIHLR EPEFNE IR EOA O, Bl 1 X
LR WA D AN B AL 2R ST )3 B2 (Wang, Liu, &
Shi, 2020; Wang, Li, et al., 2020), =X HLRIFEL
TR cue-P3 HRIE, X 5 LRSI E M
NN N PR B BURTA OC . HAK, TEFUB B Befy
— > i 1 701 i e —— S EB 1 17 72 K (contingent
negative variation, CNV), B ¥ 1ET 15 5 (LB
JihZeF)Ffn 255 (R HAr)Z B 1 B, CNV
AR B T A AT B 22 2 S 1) S0 R oA s A
FE, 5HUNEE . shPUMEshifE A ¢, 7Lk
ZEWF 750~3000 ms HFH(Zhang et al., 2022; Zhang
etal., 2017; Z=3 %, 2017),

TER GO AR B Be, H T Rt 2 5
200~400 ms PN HBLAY [ 5 AR 5 7 % (Feedback-related
Negativity, FRN)L & 300~600 ms J5 ()45 S04 By
Bl Bag P3 o FRN 3 # 76 & 5 B BUR 3, %
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WA AR KT 52 15 18 155 JR% 2 B R PEAN 3 72 (Gu et all,
2017; Klawohn et al., 2021; Zhu et al., 2019; Z=F}BH
4, 2018; PRIRIR AF, 20205 ZWET5 4, 2021); P3
W SRR SIHLE SCHDE, [R5 %5 28 2= i i
PEATVPAR B TR BB UR A AR OC, BlA S R 1 il
VA RS, SRR . TAEEI . 155EE
B AN o< (Lasaponara et al., 2019; Nair et al.,
2016), AHFFE AR B, TEWE AT 55 h 0 — M s 1g
SRR Y P3 R, AR FRN (Li et al.,
2023).

Fe T, ASBEFEAEAT S 0 F R T 0 ) 4 AR
W fT ARG, TERIREET, MAX &%
FEHALR NG 5R, HPSRIEEE N AL FHRE AR
KM L2, Ry DIERF N
BB, PIRMAAEN NS BRI AR B 451 i e i
S B A8 T 0k RECZH S A, e B BRI N T A 2
EHGIM, S T S ALIR B 2) PR A =
BRI T RS Lo W s TR IR, SRR
T B R AL TN A E R BRI S ALV 3)9%
iR R BRI B B RS2 AN P A R 4)3)
BIL g o SR SZ i 40 ke 4 B A 1S I Im 1 i o ik el S22
TR : TEX BRI B, TR BE b i Y 2
BRI, cue-P2, cue-P3 LI K CNV I IEHE K,
FUIPIR G 08 T MARTE S WL & B Be i sh L
HVERIE M EIPAG; 1R BRE I Be, P IE b
R BR  H BUJS , FRN ORI P3 SRS K, RPN
R T AR BT A SO B o 25 TR, RIS
FEARVB, I REIEHY SR A AT 4 A4 B 1 Bl Pl
JBE, TCRR BN GIE A BEf N HaB Rk 5% 5
TS IR 55 A O P e 2 A 28 S g A Ak o

2
2.1 #ik

ARWEFEAL I G-power 3.1 FAX B i #EAS 1 F
T A, RS HZRIR G R H NEE 5
ZoMr, WEREYUNE = 025, GiKRK N
0.95, BEMAKFEHN 0.05, 545 H T /D REAR
O 28 Ao PR DUIIITE K 2FHRZE T 70 44 il
KEFAEANE AR R PR g . AR .
FJBAE IO 225, RS AR b 90 51
MR AT . TESC R R, R B DR
A 2 ARSI N A TR, 2 68
LA M ABRMER 2 538 T I 8 2, Horp
FrE24 N, Ltk 44 N, RN T 18 £ 24 % 2],

PEIRAL(n = 32) Rt B2 (n = 36)1 43 41K B AL 53
Wik, HAESE BRI T E e, oA
G FLFT @ i BAR A 5 . BT A7E S 5 SE iy
Fez VIR, JFE B R E S RET . K
NG CM/RFEREE S ) PBERMEN], ST8 %
AL TP ISR A A PR 51 25 At o . SE S TP
T O S e R R i T AR R, I A K
SRERIN R W ARIE . BDTESIR AN, Sk BT
SHRT 3 4 SEEXT IR, BRI T
347, A S 5ETE LR ES G RS TR R 1Y S5
W, DU S Y,

FESLIRHEATHT— K, ZERPEA5E it S E L
1] (Social Value Orientation, SVO; Z=Hf 4§, 2020).
H 4 Afih A & 2 (Inclusion of Other in the Self
Scale, 10S)H1 A {H i1t 3% (Friendship Quality Scale,
FQQ). N 7 flfil & % (Beck Depression Inventory,
BDI), FESLH AT YR, #ao8  B UM ) 45
(Reward Sensitivity Questionnaire, SPSRQ; Pizzagalli
et al., 2009) 1957 57 [M]4(Fatigue Questionnaire, FS-14),

AR TS O R LR X R
iR bRAE . PR AEB A FHSE0T, 2R B IS
FQQ /& 108, LA w5 W A 2 18] A e i 2%
R FEARMGED, SRE A E SO 5O IR %
VIS I R W RIPELF A&, JFE FQQ mERTH4A
IXT 60 43 (il 43 100 43), WLRPIFTERESC HE) . 15
PR SE BRAATT T BRI A sl
NS HF, JERBRA SIS . A RIE LI ERAE
— 3Pk, BT AR L AT S AR R,
FFAE T2 g0 b A8 b S A R R N IR E
R
22 EEFRIRE

PR 5 A o B 3 T2 A R TC A B A B R B
H I (Modir & Wallace, 2010), 25 F WAL K
P AL RN B . PR Al 2 2 B R FLB (B R
0.1%) HY il LA e 2 VRV, R BRZH W 45 32 A &%
3 FEAE X IR FESEI T AR AT, F AR
FAFWIK TPOMARIL AT FHAMAY 2 cm x 2 cm
XS, JFAd SR R 55 I X8 SRR AN A
HiY: 55—, #0RLE 5 RS, b7k k;
B, MEBEFRA KR, LIEIMEIRERZ . fEXT
REZH . EATAH R A 44 .

BRARCR 5 L PR BAA Rt fn BARE, A T
ST R R AR YA i sl %o S 0 Bedls i T, #E IE ST
I HF IR, TR ARG 5 A Bh o A B AT T
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XM B 45 AR XS S AR BN T B4 9 45 500

. & A ERP [HIFHE 19

g, HEEREARUEALE 30 UL B RS 10 5080 e
PR IER TR, EX LR BRI 50 404
N, A I TR S S B R AR IO 2
ﬁéﬂ;&?‘&%):%ﬁ BT — YOI o R T
o Nt 20 RS BT R B AR Ak,
flﬁ“ﬁ:%”ﬁf?ﬁﬁ7¥@ BRSO FAT 55 P
28 JJ1 PR i B AR AL B AL, NTTTRL/ N R GE Pk
22 o
ABIEFE A 0~10 7340 58 AP0 3 (0 X6 B “5¢ 4
BEABEIE”, 10 XN n] A4 1 B ™ E NG, Visual
Analog Scale, VAS; Wang et al., 2018)X} 7 i B f
TR . BB A UF5E (LaMotte et al., 1991), %Ki
VEAF 3 4038 B0 oy o S5 S RS 4 A, T
B TIOANE P B (IR A a5 o 3 43 DAL PR VP 4338
S WA i () PSR R, A T A AN SRR, H
TS 5y FEAT R R AR 28 1 N7 v A B 5 & RN
(Rainville et al., 1997), Kk, ARIHFFEE 3 4-1ERIX
STPIRAL S X B Y IR, 5 R R IR A R
SR RS Ik, [ HERR 6 R T A SR T
WA s, A A T OKIE e, O IR
FT R BELE AT IR AL PR
23 XWERF
ARSLECSR T 2 (B EIEA vs. XTHRZH) x 2
(RBRAL, DAKF vs. BREF) x 3 (&R
%: 070, 170, 3 0)WIRAFLRKIT, HEREM
#5340 B A SR . BB (DA
FOREARR )L LA ERLRO T, 16, 3 I0).
A D)2 2 BN T AR ol SR AT N FE AR (R
NEEE L BIHLPEA . BT 53 A ) RN p 2 dE bR (A
A AR B4y, 41 CNV, P2, P3, FRN),
e Knutson 25 A (2001)42 H B9« shHL g & PR AR 7Y
(Motivational Salience Model)”, H 45 iiE B 1) 4 B 42
F (N 1783 J0)RE A SO AR R B S, (A
A st B AR S B (AN 10 JT . 20 o) >R YR Lt
N CAPFFREY, K SH SRR I
bR, BH é%ﬁf&ﬁﬁﬂzﬁfﬂﬂmm?ﬂsﬂ‘
TR, Y A AU I — BT, AU N g 2
FAUH BN S HLEE T (Sescousse et al., 2010),
HB R T A H00T Be 5 &R <2 Bl g i ok
eyt oG, S ECOR EE N R AL 5 A B
L POE A E’JTI“;%;J:(BOtVIIIICk & Braver, 2015),
B, 1 o0 3 Johy %3 22 R e B e iR it A 2 sh il
00 o O A N R /NS B 7 B 11 B 0 1 - <Y PR B30+
A AR SRR 0 A NS5 A A 50 TRy

S

255 5 SN R P AR B 2H L, AR S5
%5, A S 5HHFEZRMID LS, ZIE5E
TANEFECYH ORGSR MBI RE
R RAF )P AME S . BRI IR, BRgs b
SHBL 0 JT. 1 Josk 3 ST e B ER, R TREIR
HE’Jé’émi@o Z: 5 5T IR S SO0 DR AR AR

Bo AT I G S NI | SRR . L
ﬁéﬁul“‘r EESy, DIVEAE 2 5 E 70 E 46 T Y
BB BHURIE L S Pl il sk 2 5 H R
BB (A0 CNV . P2, P3)HIR B AR5 I B (n
FRN. P3)MMHLiGs . HARTIEAE SO an .

2.3.1 SCIGIRME

TESLI AT MR, B RIS — S A
M), $E LERR AT SE LR P A A, it ah
SR P AT L A A L R R s A A . P A
A BV IR O O A R R A O
BRI, 20~30 Sr8h 5 2377 A FR e IR IR B
T A 1 252 56 v 58 8 — 00 04 S 1Y) 4 R Ul Ak
RAT %5 (Knutson et al., 2001), B T FEA (14 5256 4 T
Sk, BARTEATE 55 AT LUK B O RUPTAORTS B A Y 42
B H L HARR SEEHERAE N A A A B
LB B, #OAE B — A A, bEE HE—1
T o BT FE T B R R A
FBE RN, ELARSRAE SR 78 T e o 3 A 0 ) A
B B F AW L T S8, i R )
15 L H2 I B AT A B B S i ) SRk
Ferg K- (UL 1A).

TEL: 2 By B IE X B Be (LI 1B), #ikE e
BRI, RS IR R s BB
WAETE . BB R BBy 07, «Y 17, “Y3”=F
AFEMEERE R, HTRREEZSR T fE 2
RSB . T B, ANICE &85
HH R . FEFP “IEFTIE PRIz IR B
H O AR AH I Y 8 B2 5 (O N, T2
m%itu\%ﬁﬁthjqﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁE’Ji%zé’é (AR

o LR B, #E—Lmgilsmi. “7ERR
KEAT S5, 4”Efﬁ‘”ﬂﬁ%&ﬁ?7iﬁﬁ1§'émo ”
XA B e 5 A e AT 55 b o0 S 5 A Y
FRRAE, MBS dy . Mis
I — A AR B A, T A S 2 AL
Y&, WO R S ALY & B[R] s AT 4 b
RN o 1EZCH B 5 3L I B B 1 e A E — B
Mt e ks, Pl ks, EE B —



20 i | 2 # 958 &
VLA K%
— o
N
1500 ms 25 )
A. SR IRGE
VLA SR~ ST A7 HEBL i2
+ O W .
300400 ms | s | 1-3s 2s w 300400 ms E- =
| EEMA | cucP2cucP/CNV BV SN FRN/P3
A | RREE L wa 7 A 5T w5
(o] + _,%@ e
300-400 ms e 1-3s 2s ) 300-400 ms 1s SRR
Ejﬁﬁj & EE R i cueP2/cueP3/CNV  F58 B/ v it FRN/P3
R - B. 4> B BLRITE B Bt
Bl 1 LR

R A, 254 T ol std i i, Blas 2
BFTIF T ALy 3R A5 1 1 BB 7R i 4
Fo Ha, B IEZ IR T A B o A AT
ML, SBE B BRI S, IR T T
SRS AR, R 11 APE 3 (0 X0 <58 A bl
D S AR, 10 X R e am Z ) L/
5%/ 2 5 SEARIER) o Bl T A AR S PN R R
FRIG I TIERECSE, PR SIS S LA R
232 XIERTE

AL TR P T E-prime 2.0 #1754
5, RH T BB K 6A(RGB: 242, 242, 242)fF
IR o SRk AR R T =R A DG L S B R A T
I05R, ZHEREA S s HEE, e84 5
T TR By B FAK 56 B BE (Ait Oumeziane et al.,
2019), % TR Z M A REAFTE A 2E 57, TEHEATIE
XA G FEL S0 2 T, AT e — A A7 B A e N 3K
Kl SR TE IE H 00T 3K, VR R S24L
P o3 BT IR B S5 o LN B Be L dE 3 A4k,
HEEM 1500 ms AR, RIGHBM—12 s
O e e =W R S LY M iUk s 1 2/ €5 (U S B V-N

o W B s 6 AN ikk, H A AR BRI
RAFSA 3 MR B E e 23 300~400 ms
FITERL S, ARG SEEE 1 s A“1E B s e ki1
PRI AR, BEVLEIL 1~3 s BN S, 255
L2 s PR B bR rLY a0, A RS IR R

hai

|

P 300~400 ms YT AT, 25 T AH I A S e, S Ast st
[EFELE 1 so RRBRAEEH T, Bl shl . mhiekh &
W 2 5 SR AR BT PRy, P43 TR) AR 40 i 1) S iz
AT (LB 1B). LR B i, X il it
AT ], B OR AT S e i AR T MERf G AT T IE
i IE s BT AR B 2 F A

TE B BOAL G N2 TR A B PN ER 4,
BT 3 e, MM TCY0” <Y 17 4Y3”
SRR R KA 17 Ak, 3306 MR, R
2245 50~60 Sr8h, LREVIMABENLY X R, B
ST 3 A S AR AT A ER AL B R 4
58.8%. 64.7%. 76.5%, T FEMAR 66.67%;
IERB B S AR 5 T B B —2, H7E 1 s 1)
“IEJIE s B 2 DU RS [R) 9 4 AR 2R R i
IE B BT MR ATHE Sl R MR LY &
B, R S N ER TR, AR 2, B FT ALY SOF
PAFR N IRE RS DN FE R FE A
BB S AR T 23 3 WIAE R b 0. B2 ROk
PR¥h A ORI, R e S 4
FIARTR ) R t, B FE &0 25t B 3R =FpoAs [m] )
SR, MR G OREEOCHT . BRI S 5t
e, POl EARE & B TR FI T SPL .
PR TIE Sy, 4 S 45 R 5 i T B 5 5
WA TV o BOFEAR S5 TRAA T . AR 55 ] A K
855 45 U5 X R EE AT 1740 (UL A 1B).
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24 HENXRESHH

ARV AR AT Z2TE, AR TR E
ST T AT e R R R
NEEF) . BHMLPESr . AR PES DL R EOI T U By
BLi) ERP B4y 32 B A i 4 5 WU B B iy ) g, A
WA IRE R R 0. 1., 3T, BRI F
iy X A R B RS, IR 0, 1. 3 1
bk - WY S S NI A O G DR N =
(Rutledge et al., 2014), 17250 TARES B Bt ) ERP
) 32 W B RO AR B, PR AR B 4 R s T
(0. 1. 3. RIRM)FITRI 530
241 TAEEMRESHW

FESLZM By B, 1 5% T Bl 1Y) 3k 42 4 ok
Vo FEIEPEL, 10 0 B B . e R
i LA S ILIE Sy, FH AR B i 3R A5 R 3
SRR, LR IRy, DLV B0 A
[F] 4 B 22 B B M IR AZ o % E S B R SR L oy
B 2 [) 1 e e 2 S (et 25 S = U B e B VR 55—
FELFAE A TEAE 53 . 23 Hr R SPSS 24
BAFIEAT 2 (S . A vs. RFIRLL) x 2 (REESE
B ANANBE vs, AR E) x 3 (BERLEK: 0T,
176, 3 J0)MZ R EE &I 225871,
242 ERPHIEMRESHH

WEFEMd H Brain Products ifi i R G KR ANE
ST EEE, SR 10~20 EFRARIEY RBE 64 SHE
HARIE, LS % ST FCz Mk, ST
AFz BiW%, T B AR B (EOG)HL M i B T 47 IR AE IE
J7 1 em &b, BHERAESIFE N 500 Hz, 7 8 58 1%
i h 0.05~100 Hz, HRFA HEBATHEFHYS/NT 10 KQ.
i B, 508 23 B K FH Analyzer 2.2 3547, Bk b
Firp, HERBCE T AUNFLZE (TP . TP10E IS i,
FF3 A ST RS T ACA) E G TR H i B
TE R A SO I B A B Y U B
0.1~30 Hz, Thilb 5l BRFRAEBE 480 pv, Fkixh
38 BEAT G 200 ms o AT ST AR 32 B 56T R
IO AR B Be, XTR T MID H &Rk R
MR BE K ERP, GERZRIE/RE LI ERP 47
B RE 200 % 2000 ms, Si5i5 & 1) ERP 43 BEi
FE—200 2 800 ms. X EEA SIS AFHIBR N IT 5
AR B AT B T84, e m % BT A i AN TR 4%
P53 AT T S

FF DUAEA 2 F N T MID i 5T (Barman
et al., 2015; Flores et al., 2015; Goerlich et al., 2017),
Wi TR ERP L5 1 A B RIS R %, 7R3

FOM T/ A B B, = 2 OC 1 5 0 4 RS IR A 7
MID H i A [A] G B R 5 IR cue-P2  cue-P3 LA
CNV 25, cue-P2 BT[] ML R BLG
220~320 ms, P I XIS (EFE Cz. C1. C2,
CPz. CP1. CP2)My LA A7 & I A AR A T
B34 % iR cue-P3 MU AT A1 BT M R BLE
320~420 ms, BEHIALH XG5 Pz, P3. P4,
CP1 1 CP2)HL R A7 & 15 F- 3 Ik iR CNV By
6] 7 378 TP IR 5 B 750~1000 ms, 36 HUH e X
B (t04E FCz. Cz. C1 HI C2)HMef B TitEF
Y1 iF(Zhang et al., 2017). % Ta4kR Bk M
ERP, 7= %56 H 0 2 At B4 7E MID i AR Jie
Wig IR FRN F1 P3 922 5, FRN AR R 1 ok 2 15t
IS Y 240~350 ms, FIAH R XS (E 4G FCz. Fz.
FC1 fl FC2)H vz & T AP E(Gu et al,
2017; Klawohn et al., 2021; Zhu et al., 2019); P3 f
I [) B Sk S 5 BRJS F) 230~450 ms, TR AL - X 48
(f345 Pz, P3. P4, CP1 FI CP2)H M fir & JH T34
SF-¥4790% iF (Greimel et al., 2018; Zhang et al., 2017),
SR FH 52 0 7 22 0 b ok B B AL i T A
i L 153 -S4 43T cue-P2 | cue-P3 LA K CNV
BF, ZH AR SO BRI (A B B .
BERR0. 1. 3), HBEIKZEAHB| A X
41); 43HT FRN FIP3 B, 4 P97AE s 2 80 8 (A A
Bpp . BB SEIBR(0. 1. 3. KRR, 4
o] R 2 o T . X IR, RIS T 22 A
B, il s T EIE R, WIZid Greenhouse-Geisser
BFFIEER S pE e T2 E LY, {8 Bonferroni
Xt p EHEAT TACIE, B MK o h 0.05,

3 4%

31 ANOFTLTEREELER

POWNIN B Ul =i W VA = o NI O 04 TS N8 97N
PIFE AL AN B FE AR IS A bE ) E 22 S AN 3 &5
WRTE FQQ (KIHE i), 10S (HIRMAMA
). SVO (fha M EHn 55%) . BDI (D 5l
7). SPRSQ (R BLHURANE M4 )F FS-14 (%57 1]
e LR S E GRS P NTE L SR R ID ORI R
RGN LR E D,
32 EFEIFEUHRIEER

S G e R R A 2 S I G TR R R AT
Thits, T T 6 WIIRIBRASZ ISy o 38 i 4 4 (%
A XTRRZ) | BRI AT B E) L
JRIEAFEFRI(L, 2. 3) 7 2250 kAT kA (K] 2).
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58 4%

L

x1 S5FEAOZHERERSEIT(M £ SD)

QIS PRAL(n = 32) X} IR (n = 36) it

AR 19.19 + 1.45 20.03 +2.09 t(66) =1.90, p=0.06

I (B ) 12/20 12/24 -

PeFATF- (4 145) 32/0 32/0 -

FQQ 72.59 +9.97 74.36 + 8.64 1(66) = 0.78, p= 0.44
10S 5.5+ 1.02 5.47+1.13 t(66) =—0.11, p=0.92
SVO 1.72 £0.52 1.67 + 0.54 1(66) = —0.41, p=0.69
BDI 7.06 + 6.41 9.14 + 6.46 t(66) = 1.33, p=10.19
SPRSQ 7.81 £2.52 8.42 +2.08 t(66) = 1.08, p=0.28
FS-14 5.53 +3.56 6.58 £2.99 t(66) = 1.32, p=10.19

. FQQ: AR EE; 10S: HIRMWAMATDR; SVO: &M EEUM, 1. AN, 2. EFbS WA, FHEET 2, XA KE
WS 5EEREA K, BDL: D SR &3, SPRSQ: BT HUSMEN 4, FS-14: 354,

PR T4
10 - Kk

= AL

2 TRl s (i) R 5 R R (95 B2 A8 Ak
e IRZELNARUEX(SD); * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001;
T,

S50 W RPIR VR A3 00 B, (1, 64) =
190.29, p < 0.001, 03 = 0.75, ¥FLL(6.11 £ 0.26)PF
SR TXFIRLH(1.19 + 0.25), FURIRIAEA R, B
PR L5 A T 2P VP4 I R] 323800 1 3%
F(2, 64) = 15.43, p< 0.001, 03 = 0.194, ZHHIFPES>
BT 38 BEAE AN B35 (p = 0.334), REIEIRIERA
SRATAE— 5 I [B) 3 2, (EE 20 5 6k BE A 4 P9 1 F
AR R, RV RN A R tE, HUERE
T RENS— HAFEE R IR LS, KA RN (p =
0.63) LA K 21 3 F B S i 32 HAE A B35 (p =
0.472), FHLEN N R FAE R TR AT,
PRI RS B NPT TIPS TC 25 55(6.21 + 0.28 vs.
6.01 +0.28, p=0.403; 1.18 £ 0.27 vs. 1.22 £ 0.27, p =
0.403).

X IR B PIR P29 148 (VAS = 1), iX—
ME T REZ PR N 2R T, — i, BARMEH
(4 T FEAS B BB 13, (H /B0 IR U A AT E
R R S 75 R 0T R JER A7 B R i BRI (Can
Mo K IR, Sy — 5, BT R S R %

2 T AR B S R AN R IR R . R ), ]
RET | kA8 B 1 TIOR8 522 SRt 300 RN o A it —
AR UE PR AR, FRATHE 5L 90 25 RS X0 B2 ik
AT TAEIER Uik, G55 ER, EIRTEAEEE 1
)Y X i i 15 <SR Az 1) g R WA R R AN, (H
T BRSNS R AT B O A SCEk o
TN (placebo effect) () Hiid (Wager et al., 2004),

ZE b, PORERERCR W, HRM R AEAT 55
TR AR RR A o TSR R X P S Az P AR R Y
BN, FAAHIESE HP IR 15 R RORTEAS AT 55 16 5%
THEA B, NS S - B AL T AL S b
PEAE T R E e
33 1TAZR
331 EHLER

XTPFAT 25 R 5 T 2 W - Wl R 5 AR BT A
WA TRV 2, F(1, 64) = 35.35, p < 0.001,
na=0.36, BV (7.04 £ 0.20) PP KT A%
F(5.65 +0.24), R TCIRTELIRALILIE R L, Ky
B /2 %% 13K A5 4 8 BT =248 (B 3A); 451
FRA R (p = 0.988), FIFELL 5% ALY IT-55
WA 3 22 5, RWIPIRRAS T AR5 i B4 2 5
SEARBIT S, AN SR AN EAEIA R E (p =
0.109), FWIICIe &AL TR, DX AR
EA IR N Oy G S e ANE A o

S R R R ERUV B3, F(2, 64) = 112.22,
p < 0.001, ny = 0.64, K FWSNHLIT bl 4 k5
TR/ G I 0 SRR AR 3C AR
B3, F(2, 64) = 4225, p=0.017, n3 = 0.062, fij#h
BN 43 B [RIRE R BH, R 2H 0k i 1) sl AL 56 5 4 o 4
BRI IR, A5 ER(p = 0.412), %
R EHUV (p = 0.713), BRI B R A28 H AR
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A E XA B. SERERIYITEL SERERELRII
10 - 2k %k k %k %k 15¢ 10 - e 0
T lam PO PG
- -.- AN iy
81 m AR B 1 8 - A DA3 a3
10 [ I
6 6
£ ) == & |F-A-‘-mfr-!l
R 4+ R L Hok | 4+ Y
5 -
2L 2L
0 0 L L 0 1 1
R X B ZH LS pupiteiil FRA Xof B
4 ikl

H(p=0.162) . 4228 R A BRI AL HAEH (p =
0.863) LA M =FH AL HAEM (p = 0.121) A 18 3%,
TSR RN EIA Y T b, ZRIE
SERAR TN BE, FQ2, 64) = 99.29, p < 0.001,
na = 0.61, FIAAPRAIAT ) 3= 0 2 [ B i 4
WG MG, A ERN(p = 0.816), MH
R EHUV (p = 0.952), A4 L RN EAE
Hp = 0.237). AHIFBFERYLHEAEM(p =
0.321), B ERL R KT HAEH (p=0.703)
PAR = F A HEAEM( = 0.232)¥ R 3, IR
TR R A B T R — 3, A2
BB TN L5 (E 3B),

332 RELR

XTHE SR EE AL S BT W, s 2 SR 20 5K
N3 F(1, 66)= 10.21, p = 0.002, n> = 0.13, £
PR 205 X6 FRAH AT 55 1 e S AR AL (R AR R 4R 1 A7
TEM #2225 . BACRE, PIRAE T 2E RN IE
fH(0.45 + 0.28), FRIN HAHBLFELR (W45 SEHG ka2
X REZH A0 42 B 22 S5 R U {BL(—0.8 + 0.27), L
FRER D B (] 4A) . X —45 R R, KIRALTE
ST S R R A S, R R TR
T VTV E 4 BRI, PR I 2 3 T ] iy
I X — R ISR TP X Sl RGeS A
T PRI IAEE T AR XS 2 BRI U . e
S0 s B 20 53] 32 3800 [RIAE I 25 F(1, 66) = 6.68, p =
0.012, n3 = 0.09, ¥4 (378.07 + 20.73) i At i
FE T X IR (451.68 + 19.54), #E— L IE 15N
X 4 B2 F B AL L A (] 4B).

FE 22 I SRR R A B, FQ2, 66) =
18.8, p<0.001, n3 = 0.22, 0 JG(—1.133+ 0.34)/NF 1
JE(0.13 £ 0.19)/NTF 3 JG(0.48 + 0.20); F4¢k 52 Jvj Bsf
B4R R RN 3, F(2, 66) = 5.19, p = 0.026,
na = 0.07, 0 JG(468.49 + 35.95) KT 1 J6(390.3 + 8.42)

KT 370(385.83 £ 8.81), RLEREFI =Rl 4
R RMNEBAEARL, shHLm B 4 B 503 m
TS0 o 2 B 2 S R e Bl I 7 IR ) 22 2H AR 550
(p=0.528; p= 0872 A2, R AKF(-022+
0.19/415.49 = 15.43) F1 8 8 % 51 (-0.13 + 0.22/
414.25 + 14.05)N T B BLIC 25 5, AR
I 5 N B -SSR, s
TR B S N7 ) (8 2 31 R B RIS B AR FH(p = 0.879;
p=0.507) M =FEZHAEH(p=0.632; p=0.31)%
AN, R W AR TS, AR
WUAR 2B T S F AN A XS S LAY IR 5 7 2R 4)

T $2 it 2 S R 27 S 0T F %) 43 e eh BB 2 B 42
B RMA RN ML EAEREE, FQ2, 66)=3.19,p=
0.044, n; = 0.05; F(2, 66) =3.06, p= 0.05, 1 = 0.04.
H T R A R R AU HAER, A
N TR AT T 1 g it 2 S5 R 4 B 1 I
BFHEAT 3405, X SRR R AL I HE T T W 2
LHAEFBI T o 25 5 & BRI 22 S A N 4 Rk R
f R0 3 (p < 0.001, n = 0.07; p < 0.001, 0 =
0.09); AR R MBI HAEH B E (P < 0.001,
N2 = 0.02); He I R A4 A4 B 2k 4 1 0N
B3 (p < 0.001, n2 = 0.04; p<0.001, n2 = 0.04); %
BRERMANM L TR E P < 0.001, np =
0.02), XELZERILEFAH, Toit 2 IR 41 A S %t JIE
4, ShHLTR I BE A B B 3G nni g s, R A
()R IAETE B 2 55, PR AR TR 1Y) Zh LUK
g, BAORUL, EFF RN TT, KRl
(ISHALIA 5k T X IR, HAERT A 8L RANT,
VIR 2H A S LOR B 2 i3 T X BR 2, Ui T PR
FCAHLAG 3l 4 TR o A X IR AR — Fh 4 R AR
R ShbL 225 528, (FAIRE AL 22 40
i/, FBIR A5 TR, A —E R
JE ST AR SRR Z B ISPl E S



24 i oo iz %58 &
SRR RIRBEYIL YR
A. 4 - ** 1r-
'i\ ~~ *kk
& S TR
%% 1§
; — R
g/ T T €
gl = £2r Pl
B ik m | +I Xff,i'ﬁiﬁl
— 1 1 —3
IR X B2 0t 1Lt 3%
251 251
B. EBREBR NI R I NI
1500 o 600
3L
. 550 \
I ANA0 = B0 — = XA
2 1000 F o A1z AR 2 500 1
E -3 B3 I &
= =
= s00 1 & 450 -
i T Z
H%? i%z 400 |-
12 o
0 350 — : :
i)

205
E 4 A AR

BARX IR TE = Fh &R R Z MM Pl 2 5
W, (AR AR S RE R T R In—2,
S —FheshpLE R RN, BPX R R Rk
RN BN N 22 BE4AR /S o 3R G ] 4 BE AR S
R BN T RG] S TG 850« 7 A P
ARZS Y, AN A T ) SR A 2R R 1 5 ) BEUR%
PEANE ) 52 (Fields, 2007; Leknes & Tracey, 2008),
RIS 2 I 2 AT 3 & 5 ) B HIL 4% A (Berridge
& Robinson, 1998), HIZHLH] L, X—IHL S
HF G 21 25 45 CAn AR B A2 i s 5z J2) it i R 25
53 5 2k RS 1Y) B8 A 5% (Shackman et al.,
2011), XEEZERILFER . EIRRENE L T
T ) AR BRI AR A AN [R] 2 B K-
BN TS — %, WA B X2 B S L ik
PETH S ALY, HoX —RUR A 2 B IR (A
ANEB BTN m (A 4),

34 ERP&ER

(HX B I BBt ERP

cue-P2  cue-P2 AL F RN 3%, F(1, 66) =
6.46, p = 0.013, n> = 0.09, &4 (2.82 + 0.95 uV)
X BRZH (—0.59 £ 0.95 uV)iEAk T B KIE, 1
IR RAE IR RS N X B R 0 R B R
3 C 51 45 W B KPR PR T o X — 25 SRR B

Uit

BTN B R R I U B, AR 22k

0ot 1t 35
2151
TR 4 R 4 2R ) i e I 1o s

HAE AT 55 AT BB 3l A7 75 TR cue-P2 I,
AT BB T SRR N Iz B g v, iR
SR XoF M B K e S P ] o 2B SR 2 A5
#, F(1, 66) = 4.95, p=0.029, 0} = 0.07, ™ AKE
(1.67 £ 0.69 uV) L ERFR 2 54(0.56 + 0.75 wV)iFs &1
KA IR, X —25 R RGP IG 0 T 25K
LRI T, (HAMEXT 5 A FRA LB TEE
AT5 B T 5 14 RS0 A 1] o P2 9 M 3 52 /R
TR 28 W iR KO 5 4 3 M 52 ) (Carretié, 2014),
AN NBEB G ARSI R Ge fm BEA O, AEAEAE R0
TR BRI 51 & SR p 28 N . X — 25 R 5
BB SO A —E, BIANMARXT F FRAH 5 B
B BRI T A #4(Sui & Humphreys, 2015),
PR, RS PR RS OE T RSN T R &, B
£ cue-P2 BB, AMARMKERIARR T X A3 F W)
WMTAEH . &EERNERN BE, FQ2, 66) =
3.35, p=0.038, n; = 0.05, cue-P2 P I bl % 4 4k 5%
AORGINIRE R, X —Z5 0L 3R , B 42 5 S 40 i 3
i, AN AR B 3 A 1 4 s B 2 1 X b
T R A AR X Bl S N 2 S 1 A SRR AR B, 2
R SRS B A Kk s, HATERSR
PRI ER . HATFENE, RIS
BRARMNEEEHNLGEE, FQ2, 66) = 2.73, p =
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0.069, m> = 0.04, faj BARLR AT R, FEA N85
o, MR, 1 T 3 TR RIBE L T H
K cue-P2 P o X — IR 517 HEAE A2 R —
H, $R T cue-P2 PRI RE S SIHLIT Y
TACE VI, HERTEN AR FTWIERT, WE
AR AR = W) A o AR iE— 25 0 B & BEL cue-P2
BEWR-S5 AT R RONAFAE BB A, BOKE N i B IR
ZH R BE 2 7R BN T i 22 AR TR Y SZ
Fr(1# 5)0 H B A B R (p=0.288) K H KA (p =
0.337) 3¢ HAE MU S = F L HAE~(p = 027134
3, RFIFREIRIGIR T cue-P2 WEIR, IRk
B RR B TN EXT cue-P2 HYPETIR, HIK
S VTP 4 BRI T g ok 4 7 A e R R Y

CNV CNV 2B H 2800 3, F(1, 66) =
4.92, p=0.03, 0} = 0.07, FfLRF(-1.53 + 0.86 pV)
AN A E(0.02 £ 0.65 V)i A T H AAY IR, X
— 45 ] BR B R AR TE BT B B AR H R
W ZRERE IR, (Al T CNV R AE 5 H,
IZ 45 FAE A VN 22 B 00 1 35 ) 4 e I AT 5 12
{8, i — DA T RE T AR T B A A R i
AR, SR HAD 7 o A i PR R S
N NEBE W ER D EALH(E 5). HAbFEHN S
SEHAEA B2, RPRPIRSTEM R BOR B3
R AR BT R HERS B AR .

cue-P3  cue-P3 MHLH I RN 1 4 W 3, F(1,
66) = 3.46, p=0.068, 1%, = 0.05. FJZH(2.08 £ 0.86 pV)
FEXTHRZH(—0.18 + 0.86 puV)iEk T H KA HIE, X
—ZERERY, PR A AR BT 55 vh ] gk R
TR AT 4 BT BN, AU SR 1G5 .
5 cue-P2 2L, iXAIUEIR 25 5 0T AE SO TR R 4
HE P 28 SN B RS, AR LAl i 22 F S ALK S
SERLRA TR BE, F2, 66) = 3.2, p = 0.044,
Ny = 0.05, cue-P3 i i Fifi 4 B B¢ (4 S i i 1 K,
IX % WA A X 2 B B S AL B 4 T I B o 2
TG R . KPR ERUNA R E (p =
0.136), 5 cue-P2 BB AR M Z, 7E cue-P3 1, &
IR 2H XA B 5 AR B 2 ] Y 22 S Wl 3058
BB — B R S PR B 2 R
() [R5 AT R TR T RS s T3 LB
MLARSE, AR 2R R RN TE 211
INHTBEUR

AN, SRR MAN ML EAEMNTE, FQ,
66) = 3.32, p = 0.039, n3 = 0.05, {HFHFZEFZEAE,
PR LRI A AEA [ S R R AT cue-P3

PRSI A R B — BB, A BN B R
B, R, —MEERERWIELRTERDY
cue-P3 JiE, JoHJE 3 G BRE R T IHE K
() cue-P3 IR & KT X HRLH, RN 51
SR T AN A R B IR o X — B SR ALV S ik
B, FE2VEIR I RZ I T, AR R B R A A
28 SV B, R M X B A e B DG TE A
SIS o E— M R SR AN = ECH
TERIEAR 2, UL B X 4 B 5 B8 UER M 1 34 ik
FERSZ BRI GIRE R, 2N AE A N FH R
Wopt bR — 2. X —EE R, BRI
T A R R R AL N S Y, TR R
T ACKEREMA(E 6). HAhZZ BAEFHA R E, F
W] cue-P3 T S5 WX 22 B (B 14 13 22 A S I

BARINTS, MU R TR R N ER
PR Y cue-P2. cue-P3 I IE, $R/REIRIIRESR]
RE k3 5 T A BRI T RE Sy o X PP
5 IR SR BRI — s B B R R B A, T
SETEARTE TR B R, R — A S5
AN T AR o cue-P2 VE M BB R T BLE 29 200 ms
P R R, R T AN A R R T R
AV B AR 515 46 N T.(Carretié, 2014), i cue-P3
BT AR ShAILAE 2 5 U AL st /R, 5 H AR 10
11 3% V1A 5 (Polich, 2007; Knutson et al., 2001).
PRI A R0 T K1Y cue-P2. cue-P3 B IR, WIRER
25 A PR TE PR IR 7S T VAR A TE 1 W VR (B 4 R
WFOFI TR AN TR ] o X — 25 A SCRE Tk
TS, BV 0l 30E S5 AR SL R 4,
T TR o B 458 v s 70 A I 2 2R 0 U ME 5 i T
R iF (Fields, 2007; Becerra et al., 2001), Ak, R4
ANARFE I B B B A A B b, (R
BINTRTRA, P90 I & AR S HLR S 7T el
A5 AN [R5 B Y e o e T — 3, AR —Fh A
TEBEME N T30 5 3k 1 o 1 S AR R, AR
Z B BN IE RS T NS EAN R, ik
Jog X S WS o

Q)R FARE [ Bt ERP

FRN  FRN Y4k it 8800 2, F(3, 66) =
15.66, p < 0.001, 3 = 0.19, FRN I I bifi 4 4% 4 5% 1Y
HEhnmg R, RIA 0 JCIIR(5.09 £ 0.67 VYT
THF(6.17 + 0.64 uV), LET/NT 1 J0(6.44 +
0.71 uV), 1 JT/NTF 3 J06(7.74 £ 0.81 pV), X—25H
FW], AR F RS 4N EAIR S BE A 4B
FLRIG g g . X — B0 517 R EE R T B L
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— 1Al
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: ‘.,,::,_p« W Time (ms) BRI
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AT ERAL N A AT i 2 2 . BRI, XTREAH, A
AEBCHY FRN JmE KPR AERMALh,
BAREFRY FRN PRI O T AR, X —4
HATRER I, PRI R T AR AL B 25
EARES . IZINR AL AL R 517 a5 R
Sk g R IR T BB T X R[] 2 A
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AR TR FHFM, RPWRELEEHAE,
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ARG, FHE2E S ILRIE S cue-P3 Y HHE
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P31 R O 3R W] B I 10t ) 1% 28 VIR DA 0 2 2
BN TR0 4y, H B RIR B 3 2



30 L il 2 i %58 B
2 THERS ERPERMBEXM
G 1 2 3 4 5 6
NIPEY 4 1.000 —0.44" 0.01 0.13" 0.04 0.02
I B2 M 0.000 0.896 0.008 0.425 0.672
AHK R EL 1.000 -0.03 -0.05 0.09 0.01
2. Rt W E 0.490 0.370 0.088 0.861
AR R B 1.000 0.33" 0.03 -0.04
3. cue-P2 M 0.000 0.505 0.442
NIPEY 4 1.000 0.19" 0.15"
4 cuep3 i 0.000 0.002
AHKE R EL 1.000 0.73"
> FRN W E 0.000
AR R B 1.000
6.P3 -

T AR TR0 P41, dof = 66, 'p<0.05, "p<0.01

B o X LELER SORPPR X R BB LAY 2 i g THE A,
IR TP AN A R R B — BRI 2

4 HHE

AIF 38 3 R 2RI X 2 BN TR S
RIIEIRAE Z A J7 R T SR 22 5 S HLAT
RN o AT REERUETE TR R, KM 2K
iR B R MR ARG 4 R A FOIN SR B B Sl L
Gy, S AL A1 R 52 T E 4 F A A (R
TSI T, S N SO TR A Ry 722
A—3, A, ERP ZREE T FiR T REER, &
NG St — 2 R, 2RI AN G AR
BFN T B S AL A3, 35 e R 50 B Be 1)
TEARBUAY, YR T AR AR F A 45 0 (A Ak
59 DA R R X Lo 25 AT HE
4.1  PefE Xt A2 F FHA MY B Y 2 i

TERF N TR U B Be, AP AEAT sl 2
J2 T SR b 2 s A A R 2 B gL, B
=, FMEhHLIFSr . R EELER S ERP #8565 (cue-P2
cue-P3 M) BT BE 8 E A BN R SR TH MG 5, X
— PG R ARTE T S A 2 BRI, KRB
TR A B AL AR R B IR L, g R 5 D
EWFFE —3 (Knutson et al., 2001; Polich, 2007). It
Hh, PR i GO T AR F S L N, RN
WLV R ZE RO SO I A D K
cue-P2. cue-P3 JIEIG K, $m QMRIKREGE T
ALK | 1R BEUR 4 AR G Y B LR 4E (Fields,
2007; Becerra et al., 2001),

SR, TERBRAVM T b, 17820 F R L

DMK GERARE B Z MM 2R, ek
RS T AT 3 2 F 5 A A F R B 1 A
AL NS, SR, ERP 45348 7R T 5 ks 40
PN 2R \i, DARETER T H KR cue-P2
MR, AR TR B R R i R T
Prtal, ZIRG AT RS e B FRAEL TSR0 (Sui &
Humphreys, 2015), BJEIEZEZE TR, A4S
DS Bl AT BR R 1 B IR DUBO 5 H B R 5 1 B
MO BAE B o HR, BURBH L T HRAW
CNV Ui, 33X 7] GE I Tt A 35 Fri & 4% Bk
85 5P T ¥ (Telzer et al., 2010; Braams & Crone,
2017), X 8622 oK REAE e 2L sh Ml s i AR B, 487
PR T R o W R R S L R G 3, HEE: TR
KAUE AT RIS, BT BN TR B A AE
AKX G, J5 s WL T — B0 7t
Ao HEBEREMNIE, cue-P3 PWIRAE S K ESLMT B
FHOR, HIMAX N N FH S5EMAEFH D cue-P3
2= 5tk — 2P s, R R TR AN I T & e G
P, X—BERERW], MERFAE B #E— LA
T, UHREERRET, AT ReR 5 2 A H 5
TEHEAR P AN BB R GE, HI55 T X2 5 27
(A FR AN X 53 XA AL 5 9500 g | &
B 2R G838 3 O RO AT &, BRSO
AR TR S, AR HEA A FRBE R B
N P e L D [VAN = N BT IV i o e
(Gandhi et al., 2013). £% F Bk, 25 BB
FEPRII— B G A —3rk, Sm B E ik L
TR AR BILH . Homat S vEIRE, RIS
RSB B B A TR T2 BRI Ry i B, AR AR
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. & A ERP [HIFHE 31

YA FEIRE HARBI T Z A, 7R TR 5 &R
SR BB EEER

AT R R, 2 I 1 o T MARTE
WEM TR B shbL b, TCie %2l
T WK, Lm%&fb)\%ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ%
R — B SPGB RO . X — IR EATNE
A5 e dE s R v B — ﬁlﬁ PEIRPEIR R A
FBNHL AR GE R BT AR T BA 5 2 B 28 AL 1 3 gk
HAZRBR R BRG] X —25 140 TR X T
“YIFR B R 22 B AL B 15 (Gandhi et al., 2013),
— AR TR S M, BMERTEERIRAS T
AT INE R A S5, FFESRA RS A
I SR,

PIRAVE R — P AR, 2351 A Kk i 2l
MLRGLCRITIE MM, AR EM, KIREEER
T 3 T R P2 BRI DGR 28 [ B, R N S HILIY
A3k 4 5 ] BE R T 22 [l 2 1 I ZE L (Navratilova
& Porreca, 2014), it 2 N B LR BCRK T
M 2 B0 T R GE R vh S B p 2 i, 151
AR A% G SR AAR R R PN A i 745 e g J2 45 DX 3
(Becker et al., 2017; Gandhi et al., 2013), X 2L X
AUS 5250 FIMME AL, 0551 BT A
LA KR REE I N2 e REiE T, T
ARXHEA I 2 B A Uk . PRI, A E A i
15 320 2 DX 3 ke A B AR X 22 B A S, X — ML AT
AE T F B B9 AKX 4 (Porreca & Navratilova,
2017) FIMAE R —Fham ZU ) g IR, 7T figiE i i
X Leph AL, AR A AR T I AR M3 SR 2 B
DEISIEPES g8 SRR VA

AR W22 1 FR R, P50 fink A i shAILER T
BAEMNPERE Lo MNATEE Z IR, BT Kk
2T KA ‘Jgéﬁﬁ?rﬁﬂﬁﬁ_ﬁ MR T —
AVETEBAE BAMELT . TR RN LR A CiE
SN, 2T BIHLA G R A AT LU A AR R AL B
HEF 5%, SEIEIE 25 IR, Pk, IR T
(1) B AL iR 800 S R T AN AR TR AR A 2 1
IR XS U i) SRR P 5 2K o 3 i iz M SR W A B T
IRAERFIE BT, ITID PR A0 B 17 HH (Becker
etal., 2013), [AIAY, X — % BL5 Shtl—Pe SR LAY 9
VO —B0, AR, PR 5 B0 A T Al AR
WML R G AL FIER, IKsh AR~ R 1T ik
Pt (Fields, 2004, 2007). MATE mEXTEIR S, &L
2 JEREE T R BN IE [m) SO AT R, AR
R AR . XM ARRE T N ATCIR KB RN

AR, HERe AR S5, PR AR
SIYER X B AYIE K o XA 1) S L L R 2
— B UESE TR 5 F AR & i R R,
IR IR B BHLAY I T A2 BT G520

AHFFEIE KB, IR RS N BRI 5
LG SR AN AR 22 2T E A R B — 3. ERP
ZER R, FIRAME T, CNV FI cue-P3 I iR 141 K
BT A PARAE 25 300 B B A S BL G R AN TC 18
RIEN NE TR RF R PR EAE, X508
AWRERY, NAEFE B FELE &R A
TEH S B, UHETEW SR NG T,
AR TG | R 2ol 54 N 2Bl (Morelli
et al., 2015; Bartra et al., 2013), X#t—EMBETH
FH 2P R P B ) S AL s A o 2 25 57 .
S PEIR e) Y F BE e B e AL, MR R
BARXI S, TR B WUHB B, CNV E’Ji’é‘.jtl_,%'%ig
S B S LA B4 FC A B (Holroyd & Coles, 2002;
Boksem et al., 2006). $IR A1 T CNV IR K
AT R S T A AT 25 T B B X 2 ) B 5 F
WIE, X 5 HOE 2 W RGN — 3,
2% WP A ok pp ALl G ik 1 22 5 Sl ML (Navratilova
& Porreca, 2014), [AIi}, cue-P3 A IR AE IR &1
TR, X RWIERARE T AR F R
G T e F S A=A S ) B3I A A S R 0 S = s
cue-P3 Y I 5 TR 5 B M (E 25 DI AH & (Nieuwenhuis
et al., 2005; Sato et al., 2005), X —ILL UL, S
XSl AL A 1 SR AT e A 3 O R T B IO A A
ZENG BN SIS PARTE IR I X 2 B 2 2R 1
FEFRT:, LA S 3T T A0 A 0 1 1 Sk
4.2 EREN R T ARIE B RR0h

A SRR K B, TR 2R RRBG R T M ATE
W BE R sh AL, (B 55 R 56 o B 1 =2 SR AR
VA W, X — 5 RER, B BRI R T
ARXT LT BB SR BIPL, HIFA il 3 el A X 5
A B WA IS B BN o X — I G R R AR AR SR
ﬁﬂIE’J?@%%@ET%ﬁE’JMﬁJ, QURSTRE SRS RERE: St

—ZF{(Darbor et al., 2016; Gandhi et al., 2013), 7E
%mﬁi?\ﬁ’\ﬁz*ﬁjﬂ HM &g bR BRI TR A
THIB I RON, SRR FAR IS R R rh A (i SR 1
i P4 (Knutson et al., 2001), FWFEIRPE 45 R B,
AR FRAT 0 i D0 J B 4 R B A S I T B 5 L %k
WAEM )2 E R FRN 5 P30 o R REAS 2 50,
?‘?ﬂjﬂﬁmﬁ\ﬁj’”{ 5 & T 5 11 25 I E PEAl 5

FEREIR BN, #F— 2P 3CHF TR G v
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L

LG TE RGN TR R BUEE(Gu et al,, 2017;
Polich, 2007),

B, MWPRREHLEI R A B R R, FImXT 45 =
SRAR IS 1) 52 ) A58 /N 1] BE 5 R R i B R G
PR OG0 2L FOIN T 5 B A I XA P[]
YER, JUHJRAER BRI B By, A i) 1 o J
5 P9 A0 i 4 P g R AR B A R U80S A O (Berridge
& Kringelbach, 2015), iX £ [X Jaf f71 57 4b 34 5 1 32
NN AE RO AR S . SR, P50 BT 22 b S i s L2
TR AR Y, IR SRR 56 23 T T RE TS ik 2 T4
FANERTHE . B, ARG R 15 U
By shil, (BAER BRI B B, A i Je% e J
S 3 2B BN EL T D, TR RIR i 52
M

R, IR A5 e B o Sz 1) 45 SR T LA 3 1) 3
BIL—Z 5K B RN AR 5 (Berridge et al., 2009)% fif
o ARMEIZAIRL, 2L FRIN T AT LA R (FibL)
FIEX CER)MA IS, i FE o AR o i 2
P R FRA TSI, 1m0 i BRI 5 B ok
M iS4 G . ERP WF SR R B, BRI+ id P3
JSL 53388 5 06 R S (B PR A AH DG (Hajcak et al.,
2006; Wu & Zhou, 2009). 7EZIR 414 T, P3 i A
P A, X SR LT LR AR Y
KU i T AR — 3 (Berridge et al., 2009), iX—25H
P, IR T 22 Hb 9 5 0 2 B i <A g R, i
CEC T R U AR Bl S, TR R R, SRR TR
O R B ARG 1) 43 B AL (Berridge & Robinson,
2003)03;5%% PR S 22 LS M AN 2B ) 3

FEAFoR AL, BIEEA T0A5 20 ST, HA Rk A bt
1¢%L%$.ﬁfﬁﬁ7ﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬂixoL —RWR5Z
TRRFSE R — 3, RIYAIR BT 2 b 52 e 2 55 1 sh AL
A3, 10X B D AR 56 A 52 e DU 45 Sk A B (Wang et all.,
2018; Becker et al., 2017),

IAb, A AN ) 2 SR AR 56 ] fig 5 K B R 2 A
FUNEA G, BFSERW, 225 B bl AR 55 T Z2 AR08
TR F Y S PR AN B (I 4 B TR, iR
i B 22 52 M) AR X 2 B A S BLSR B, i =l X i o
A BT (Becker et al., 2020), 7EAHWIZEH, RN

fEF—F/\ﬁi%%f)mLHEﬁE’J%mzﬂﬁm A TR

M PR 6 32 B PR B G S PR P, PR TR
%Eﬁlﬂr{ X — RS XA RS T ] AR IR A
T, AMRESIPLEG R, ARSI  RE

e JE, X 45 R A Bl T B AR R R
AN o PIRAE N —Fh AR g I, E2

M AR ZNHLRSGE, IIF AR TR A5 BA 5 fig
Ho E—IGE AT RES e T AN ZETE Ak i 72 B Ly
5 BRI AILR,  BIASARTE X PG G B, KSR TE
i PR AR X TE P I 4 A 0 P R B R, DT R 1 U
A o X AL A B T AATE 28 I R A R R I
B, MR RS B (9 1R 30 rh AR AR M DR, 4k 51
25 B E R Y

43 EREEZMBEAZENBENERR

AR R, KB ATEA R e ] R B
A= TR R, IR AR AR N F
HEMARF B EZER, e ARG Zm, 1
AT VR e B % R ) A AR B B A — Y — Bk
M Z T, FRN 5 P3 253458 PRI T &R
RE R T FRN JIR7EARA T, SRR
AT TS N2 H, P3 IR AE Hh i 0 (2 5 R A8
T, AR T RIS e T 5 1) B 28 SN L—Q*%
T, JAEARTE 3002 18 AR B X 53 P o 2 3¢
B, E R R G000 SR A N R B R B B R A A
BVESHEEMERA . XU 8L
A HE S T AR TR {5 B i ZE o M
SRIEAr R R . B2 E N GIRE, 2t
SR MEEREZERZ P, A5 — KR
Ny T FRN 5 P3 VR N AR 284545, REMHH
PRI I 25N PG 5 IR 2 R s pLA 4%, ?E%/?
TR DA BRI MIELT, MR
THE N5 1 E ] (Morelli et al., 2015; Navratilova
et al.,, 2016), tLAb, RE M EHSRARES N T2 W
A — BB G o BT IRV AR IR B 2
FME SR S BN, R IR TR S X A
[F] 425 XT%'31’?@7J<¥E’J?§Afif“mﬁ¥$%o{ﬁ P3
PR P AR B, FEEAERARAET,
AR B R b m N 505 & T 00 1 3 0 b
G, PERIIRIRET, AR 252 AR B Y
INCAORSePEREYE B S T iR, e 7 MATE
T SRR S I, A 23 BRSE 55 20 25 0C R B HL I AT
fit HLAT B 55 A9 38 W M 7 X (Berridge & Kringelbach,
2015; Telzer et al., 2010),

FRN Gl 5 B IA by SO 1 A A0 67 1 5 1t 5 13
WIE TS AN B B RPN, OB T 2 FH A R G
14 17 (Holroyd et al., 2003), ZA#F5EHh, 7EKIM
T, AMAXT R F R FRN S b 358 A] fig
W, A TR R AR B B T AR I, LASE
XAt N5 1) S R 2 A (AR A, SR WA TR
ARAE NG B2 X5 28 A0 (B9 1A 36 TR I BlUsk . X Pl g
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I PR R AR B9 B T £ 0 1 RN A 2 D 0
T, JuHJE YRGB, AT RS
B AR B B AT 2 191 IO JR (Morelli et al,

2mimmmam2m%ok— %M%Aﬁfﬁ
I T AR Q0 A 15 R Y AL A e R R
Jin Tk

e, B EAL AR B SEIN T,

TR BT R B BN A S E N, O
R, BB L R H M A G5 2S5
DN TR N, BTN T35 3|
22 B I IR ORI A 2 DA R DX S8 (A i A 00 i 40 P R )2
W A2 AN R} 2 5 Morelli et al., 2015; Braams
amzmg BRI BB S AR B ) o
i, AL T R SE AR RV BR S 1 O, L?F“F
FE 23 17 IR 2R A A A TE A AR B B v v 25
SR TMBUR . KRR — R 4IRS, FTRE
T AR A S I R R U, i — PR T
AT 25 N E RS

YR, YA AT BEIE A 5 e 5 R T R g, B
AKX 45 B R BRURRBE o PR R — s B A A
FLFLC IR T, 23 U0 IR v 555 B 5 A DG A X
B, 0T YR A I K 2 AT A el E 2, G SE X
W2 5 AR B JEPEAS AR T (Btkin et al., 2011).
TERRACR B Eh, P0R PT i i i3k S 1 S 5 X
SRR T X B 1 2 I EEAY, R ECMATE
I B I 7 A T iR A 1 SR S o

AR, IR AR B 2 0 (AR08 1 3 5 08
Al BB S AMARLERRRAS T st SN A o6, &
i A AU 5 4 PT RE 3E S JRT A 2 TA R SR Y
AYAR DI DX, R F R 2 S . AR B
AL PAF AL | AT AR AT 2
A4 PR AR At N A SR L TIPSR N A (Zaki
& Ochsner, 2012), X 64k 2 A RN Tad Bl W 575
DA i R S22 3 T 58 Ak A ey [ Bz 22 1
POEAADG o XS DG B A At 2R, WK
TER AR BN B h A 718 BT Al ek

I, eI AT, MEXT R TR FRN
SR 3R, AT LU P 2 0 B P R A0 SR i R o
B AR B BN I A B 32 5 Zh WA G Y 1
MSCRAA, 3855 1 R AE 2D 0 AH 5 Y s DX 2% DA
5K, s *ﬁ%ﬁﬂfizfg%ﬂ»ﬁ]ﬁﬂfﬁcﬁi&_(Buckner
& Carroll, 2007). X — PG 5 &I 34 i1 Je e g >

WA . %ﬂf‘j‘LZi@b, VIR E A5 1 A 1) 17 J%
i@”%ﬁ‘éjj, it At AT TR A 2317 35 v A 1 SRR ke R T I

NHIIN T,

JA, DT 1 5 R A 2 B A0 I SR i (Zaki & Ochsner,
mn%éA%L?%ﬁ%KMyﬁ%EﬁmF@w
TREEREIN, A A AR AL B A I S g i — 2P
IR, XN A B ) 500 AT BB FRN J
N IR, SRR F S N A T
TRJZ R SN o P9 340 AT e o I sl k- 2s A R L
B R A AT AR B A IE 25 (IR o FRN S Y
T 5 T e S B T A X R AR B 4t R T v A 1 R
ARG VAL . UHORTERRARE T, M g
TR A 23 DA RT3 S8 R PPAG B AR 2L B AR I AN
B, T 2R IS 5T 5 )15 B SN
44 TREBERGREHRE

JEARM SR T 205 X 2 5 s LA S
M EAR S IR VE, o AR R B R
TG 5 B SR ARON, (AT A TE— i B R BRI, (A5
TEASRMI I it — 2R V)

B, AR RE T ARFEBEMA WL
XTREAR R, RGN A8l AN SERE A S5, BRI T
X4k 23 5 B 3500 (Social Distance Effect)f) & 48 P48
o CAHMFREY, BT A2 T W 2% 52 5
FESOCR I RS, SR KT 5 ANK AL
PRI K LR B S, IS AE A AR B 2 AR A
2PN A 5 i X% il T (Braams et al., 2014; Morelli
et al.,, 2015; Hackel et al., 2017). Pk, FERATEAC
BB HE TR AN V] B R R A AE T IR IR A
FEo R, R, BN TS BHLHI 0 A R4
FEA TR R . IR B S B T 1T e 5 A A
TEaE g |t 23\ A 45 K 3R % V) AH ¢ (Navratilova &
Porreca, 2014; Fareri et al., 2012), 7E [fi % 35 2 fth A
BF, AN AR i T ) TR R A B R B TR F Y
ST, PR SR PR I 2 Y Bl HL R R 28 S
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Abstract

Pain and reward are two fundamental forces that motivate behavior and regulate perceptions in humans.
The interactions between these forces drive motivational decision-making. This study employed a modified
Monetary Incentive Delay (MID) task combined with Event-Related Potential (ERP) techniques to examine the
dynamics of reward processing under acute pain, with particular focus on the stage-specific modulation of
self-oriented (personal) and other-oriented (substitute) rewards in healthy individuals.

The results indicate that acute pain can significantly enhance reward-based motivation during the
anticipation phase, as reflected by faster reaction times and increased button presses, with a linear increase
corresponding to the magnitude of the potential reward. ERP findings reveal that, in the anticipation phase,
participants in the pain group exhibited larger cue-P2 and cue-P3 amplitudes; this suggests heightened emotional
processing of reward cues and increased attentional allocation to substitute rewards. Greater FRN and P3
amplitudes were observed in the pain group under substitute reward conditions in the outcome phase, indicating
enhanced neural responses to socially directed reward feedback.

Together, these results demonstrate a stage-dependent influence of acute pain on reward processing: while
motivational responses uniformly increased across reward types, emotional and neural responses were more
prominently modulated for substitute rewards. These findings provide novel evidence of the complex interplay
between pain and reward systems and suggest a duality in pain-related modulation—motivational convergence
and experiential dissociation—within the reward processing framework.

Keywords acute pain, monetary reward, personal reward, substitute reward, reward anticipation stage, reward
experience stage, ERP



