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2K
1. HFREEW

HPASE A7 ~ 7 A0ER (Autism Spectrum Condition: ASC) L%, &Moo=/
—va VB RXOMARBERICE T 2 R & RE S KB T 2880178, Bk, 1%
eV D ZODOREICREOIT HAL, EORMETERMREERICHFEL, BEtErsH 5 &
ZZHITWS. ASC OEERFHEE LT, SRMEROEFECHEIF OTEEMET,
%fﬁéwétﬁfﬂ‘rﬂi‘i&ﬂ:éhf%tbi H A ) 28 BR OO A i 2% 52 2 5et 3~ 2 MR PRARIAITER AT B
B MBS DOREREIC & D X 5 ITHET 20OV TEBEL AT 6T o7,
HEE A7 +Z LFEE (Autistic Spectrum Disorder: ASD) & L <%, Ay E
SEAE ) O e O E RS | iﬁ:/\ﬁ’ﬁé&@ﬂl b2 BEPIRTEART R R, MRS R OTEB) 23R
TT252EM0, b FOEDOBIFHBNICIBNTHIFERA GBI 2R T MR H 5. K
WFFE CIEME P IATERRTE L, R n‘?*%é’ L7-BOffifERS & 8 FREEN & ORfR % I
ST 272012, IMRI ZHWT, milsBvE, @ik, HEBME, HFEREOET R A
FBAIE L LT, BRI O E &R 2 BEPNRIRTERRTEE,  MERIRRER IR O Bl 23
H BRI E L Z T 2008 2 D E RIS T 2 2 2 I E L.

2. ik

SEITEREERANBMNE B2 4L L. $HBRHABIIBHEAXZ b7 AEHK
(Autism-Spectrum Quotient: AQ) (ZFS%, AQ 2L WEE (B & AQ » ik
FURVEE (KRB loofanr-. EBRI&Emm B, Elmts, HEBW, HELED
PHEE, # 256 Mz Uiz, wiBaad fMRI R4 o i X SEEEE (Pleasantness
rating task) & fMRI % o2 GRE (Choice task) @ 2 > OFEEZ I L 7-.
Pleasantness rating task Ti%, #BR#E LT v & LMHR SN TEGERL O U % 8 B
THEE L7z. Choice task Tix, 128 xfOBEBEEMN RSN, 2 BMOBHIMD 5 6 X0 i
DEEERIN LU=, 1785807 —# & LT Pleasantness rating task Rgo Lt & & OFEEfE S
KOG REfE, Pleasantness rating task & Choice task &4 f|ro — B Mz~
Prediction score Z X4 L7=. Bf, BURKOMRI, BRI OFln4d R & U8 &2 5=
fa L, B PHAEE R 23 BB O TEN PR T — 2 I ED KD fx%ﬁi“%ﬁifb\éﬁ%*ﬁﬁb
7z. IMRI 7 — %2613, BOEAFHIRNICBE S 2 ik z FrE L, SRR REIRIC
éﬂEP‘\Mﬁl ATEART R E & AR SRR OTE B e ds L OBERERIRE B 2 I L, A Bﬁfﬁtﬁﬁﬂﬁuﬂ

DRI E D X 9B 2 O e FIC R LT,

3. R

FRIB XT3 D RFEMEICHEZITRO T, EBLO0Y ElinitE L i L CEF
MO BRI R DRFED @D - T2 HFERKIZ I T 5 @E#Eo Prediction score [3EHE & b
L CHBIZE» o 72, KRR & ok & beli U T A 2ot o BRIk L CHE PNRIRTER



AT OIEED A BIZE -T2y, BRHZIZIZ O L) REFTR O o7, £, Z
D &5 72 i, BYEOBERIIZ W TITERO b o o, — 7 THRAAKRS AT M &
BICEFEE, L ATHEFELMEOBFRIS T iEBNENo 7. & bICIERMIRTEERTE
& e NEARRARAR DTGB O FABIMEAT DFER, BMETH D LM DB 2 SR SR, S L L
1 U CRREC B W THRRERIRS B VA BIZHRWV 2 E R H T o 72,

4. BHERORSR

FI BAEAE ) & B O IE PSRRI AT IZ 3N T, et D BRI 36 1T 2 ARl D38 TR
DPUEMEDMERE & LR L TR LTV D Z &R S LTz, 2 DOZET T o BRI R I
TR b Rinodz. £z, BRBRSEEITEBEMERICERZR <, BFELMITET 5%
aRFLTEY, ERBRSEET A EERIZ» 20 b T/AEYFRNCEE R EROLE %
ToTWDLAREMENREREND. SbIT, KMEOBRIEIIER SHIERFIZB TR,
JEPIATERRT B E & 2R AR DR RERIRE & 28 S REICHL L C, R CARICE -T2,
k&Y, OBICHT DMERS AT OB, B FEERIIERRREA X0 b EARIETER AT
BUE OIEERC, JENRIRTERRT A & IR R ORRERER 2 B S E5 2 &, @Z D&
AT RMERF R Z 5 2 L AVRIR S LTz,



AL THW-ZBEEE

AQ : Autism-Spectrum Quotient

ASC : Autism Spectrum Condition

ASD : Autistic Spectrum Disorder

BOLD : blood-oxygenation-level dependent

BVS : Brain Valuation System

DSM : Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders
fMRI : functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging

ROl : Region of Interest

VS : ventral striatum

vmPFC : ventromedial prefrontal cortex



1. FFif

(B aE G oy, [RIELHAED ZENELV, TEREZGTRDRN] LT
RESNLDHERN I 2=r—2a COREESIE, BREARZ b7 DEROFEDO—>
ThDOH, TONHES BEPFEELMHINDRE L ORONITONTITEEMAES.

b EbEE LIS EEADHICZBWTERIND. FIXITFIZLY TREZFEL,
FWTAEZRER S SN, BET2MICERD Z LITRE L 250, —1L_"—F—
T EAUXZIUIREFICR D B, Lo LSO A D% < BN HR % FEHEI/E
LINTEY, KRELTHWTFIHENANY 7 7Y —AEZED T2 OITITEENR L. O
HPR EOnB T, BEEERORERAL DEEMREE] ERATLL1HDH. 2
AUTERFEEDMER C, FERBENRFT TH L L) Z LTIk, ERIIRZHICE
WTRRO B DFHET, FERUIDEBIRICRO GNDFHETH DL L WD Z LA EW®RT 5.
W EE DT TN T T 40728 ASD BT HEHNNZ ORI TR I L,
HERZEZ R DEME LTWD. IEER S I RSHDPELITE /N E 5 22 FE S LV EE
EHLTWOAREEEZHO TEY, EEEOLDLEBNZ 5.

EESCHCAERT DT, ACRDLIDbDLOUANTEL 2D, DF VS 4E
OHFTE L BE AL, BE - MEFEICKM 2L T, HBICBiT @S & Al
LTV EEZLND. SRR EICHEE LT, BOL2ERT DB, £0% Ih#E
EDHBIZ L VRRNLT 5. —J7, BAOBRVHARBHRBCERDOFENND &L LT, A%
FTond., FHIMME L DOHEBENOAEN T 26D TIERL, BAETHDOTHL. 72
MTh, MR D RAFHIBI I ANBIFR DT RCCEUBRF IR E W o T NAED A X M T
BWTEREN, HCHAEBHTHY )b, tEAEELEXL ECTEHERHTH S, £7:,
fFN T 2 IBAFEIEN S, BEROHESNEBORN =B EX T 4 T IRFRIT LV EH)
Lo %, Mo OEDCHENHIME L CUBLENS Z LD (Kawasaki, 2016)
BRI O—BMIT L D R IRERBEMREZBEL, NAEDOEOM LICENRL ZENEZ
HILD. BAFHENCIBWT, L0 LHELS, KVIFATHD L L TV D BRIZTEEI 3 2K
el & LC, IEPVRIRTEERTRE & ARSI FE S4, #0 IR LlE ShCns (Bartra
etal., 2013; Camille et al., 2011; Chib et al., 2009; Hare et al., 2008; Kim et al., 2011
Knutson et al., 2005; Lebreton et al., 2009; McNamee et al., 2013; Pessiglione et al.,
2008; Wunderlich et al., 2012).

B PEE R 23 @ W TIERERZR & OFE RN er3 2 SERIRTEARTE S, MRS
DIEFPME T2 Z L AHiE STk Y (Scott-Van Zeeland et al., 2010), & FDEDE
AR DOERDO N ALERIZ W T b IEERPENTRD b D RetEn 5. JRAFHIKrI 3
#F & OHBIBROERICIRS BT 5729, EOIEERMEIIHESZZ & REHIz 35 Af
REMEN S 2. H PEME A 23 AP HIENIC 5 2 2 B2 bz & i, ASD #F L, #=
ICBWTAESHLEEZWZTWDHE h~D—B L2 D00b LiuZau.



2. FEEE

21, HPPEARZ b7 AJEIR
211, BPERT N T LGEROER

HPASEDOZWr OE 1T Kanner (1943) 73 [MEREREEALO B BARIEE ] & 9 SEGIRE 1T
WY, BHNEIHOEBERRLLOTICLDZLOENRNTH D L SN TETZ. TOBUE,
Asperger 23 mHgEE B PRE ST A~V A —IEERFICAI Y 5, REEO B PEMIN A A 5D
T BIZOWT TSRO B BIPERSHRE ) &\ 584 L= (Frith, 2003). # 0%,
FEAPER BT KRT U CTHE— SN2 Wi 21T 9 72, 1952 2T A U IREESSRIC X 0 FEE
ED2ZWr & it~ == 7/ (Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders:
DSM) 2MEpk i, FHEO DSM & _icBW T, BEEITHARREDOERDO—>2 L L
T THMMZ, EF TR, 51260 of7d)) & TEENEE] Tho LEEShk.
DSM—TILLK, HEEZMEE T OBV EORERE 2 R T 7 — 7 % NP R E
FECY, 1994 4200 DSM—1IV TR ERE O —KE L L THMENER S 1, EF%‘%E

DIED>, FFERBEDINMEFZERES, Ly MEE, NEREWEE, 7 200 —ERRE
NEENTZ. BEER X OISR ERE L, Wing o =, +hbbOtatok:E,
@aa=r—varoEE, @*91%7‘30) FHLZNICESATHORE (2720 0 17HE)
D& FEIR DOHERE D IR H O F M P& &7 (Wing, 1997). Dawson ©
(2002a) 1% ASD %%‘@%ﬁﬁh»ﬁmfﬂ—ﬁh CHSE, ASD ORMEEES, kB
(broader phenotype) &5 BEEZ HW TR L T\ 5. ZoRBL, OBRBEOBEIZE
Hé%ﬁ%%ﬁ@@%iﬁ%%%{t QkF N TERH BRI 3 2 SO, @B DO,
@ESHREB LUOHEORE, ©F 7 v = VORI D EITHERE, ©SFEhE
71, FRICEBRALEE, ﬁ:é&iﬁééhé IO ORI ERIMEZ AL TNDZ Earn, ASD
FIXER7RR A - 1TEVRIE 2 5 DM R BRIR 8 & R .

2013 £ DSM—5 Tix, I b OEFITMN LT bDTiER, AR F 72059
ICHER R TH D L2 B, Ly NEEEZRWZ 4 SoEEILASD [caffshr.
if_, ASD oz E b, Ot a o= — a3 VB X UHEABRIZEIT 2 FlinkE

, QIRE SN ET A DTE), Bk, H#IO 2 SICHAE SN TWD. DSM Dl
J%Eméf& CRWEEEN L LT B L H Y, AWRPEIMERIZH > 7223, DSM—5
DBGEIZ LV BN L, 2014 412 %k S 7o Kk EE A AEFSERT (National Institutes
of Health: NIH) Ofi&Ic L% &, 3o 17 > ASD @ﬁfﬁ@ $ 2.24%Z K ATV D
(Zablotsky, 2015). ASD (238 b5 5NH. « FREIRFIESCATENVRAELE, ERIEIEH O
FIEL, HEHMENS D AT N T LROFER TH D Z Lnb, ffi/\E’J:r Ra=br—vayr
DNEES & Bk IMul iﬁﬁﬁfX/\7 k7 A5ER (Autism Spectrum Condition: ASC)
EREIEAL, ZAD ORI AMEICH L CTEMEICRVWVE A S S Z L b lE STV D
(Baron-Cohen et al., 2011, Fombonne, 2009; Happe, 2006).



212, HPEAEARRY KT NEROERE

ASD IITEN CEFRSNIIEBERETH 5720, THZHIFER L OREA2L, JREIZOW
TIEREMIH I T, L LR b, MERMRARLERMEREEZYD L LT-£<
OWFFEFER LY, HEEIZE CHR EORERRSCEFTRENFER T EEZINL D
T e <, EFERIC L D2 PR RDORERFE TH L B2 b5 (T1E, 2012).
VAR, HEEICED S BEETFABRE SN TVWDED, ZOBRGFIZHABESED S B, KK
TH 1~2%DREFNZ Lo hboTE LT, ASD E2ianst hoIZE A LITH—H
HVNIDEOBEFICEVBIESEI SN ETIIRL, ZROBE T EMEIHEIEH
THZLICKVEIDEREHETHDL EEX LN TS (Abrahams and Geschwind, 2008).
ASD DA % [XilE, ShIEICRW S, ZORBNIT7 A 7 A7 — V2@ U CUEERHET 5.
ASD JER DR BUZITBARI L EE TR, FEEITEVMTE — B — R L L TAE L DA
I BRE O BN EE R EE A2 R-3 (FF, 2012). BUTOZK A CEKR TICH 5
r—ATH HEGH CIESANRNEELZ R 555000, T8 L-LORELZRET L7
Tu—FRERNICERATH L EE LD (FE, 2009).

2.1.3. HPASEMER oRIE

ASC [ZITERMENRH D L VI B DL &, HEEMAZRET 572012, REFEA1H
THEICEM X2 CREXOEMME LT, BEFEIEARANY N T AEHK
(Autism-spectrum Quotient: AQ) 73BH¥& 47 (Baron-Cohen, 2001; ##k, 2003a; #
#%,2004). ZoOREE, ASDIZHTIHELZNE I D, HDHWVIIMEANDREEDFLES, FEHE
RBWEATI RENEIDE VIR A Y )V —= ZIERTE 50 Clidkel, &3
FEHE O BEMEMOBEAZZETE 572, LEEHREOmME THE THD & ST
W% (@K, 2003a; 4K, 2004). AQ I, HAMR XL, EEOYVEL, MEE~DEE,
aa=k—3ar, BEBEHOS5 HSOFEEIC VTS 10 B4k T 50 HH bR S
5. [EPEITIRHNEIUE (4 BRI & S, FHEE CTHMEMENZ R~ & S AINCEEY
THEEEZTHE L mREZONS. AQ OFRROATRZEISND Z LiEnDg, EEL
)L EEZ NS BEEEAOBRIL3Z A ESZZ LN TEY (Baron-Cohen, 2001; ##K,
2003a; ##k, 2004), EHsEE TH AQ TEfFR A & DM AIX, H PIEM N OB X 2355
Je ERIBEICZR 0 5 5 Z AR LTEdlELH D (B, 2004). BATIE, AQ Z HW\TER%
AR L. ASD OREBEIFFEORE (1, 2009) LIEREEMN D H D HFHFEDRE
fili & <8 CAAR, 2003b) 23Tt TN 5.



2.2. HERIRRHIZONT
221, fEERUREA &I

A ORI BNT, FxIIMEORELSD FWVND, HFORIGEOHE
A HEH L7 BN DBISHICITEI L CTWD. 2O XK D RRENE, MTOEXOEAE, RO
B, FEEOIE, KM, 2 L THCEME OXRE Vo ZBEfF O E M & 4
AHENDRENITHD EEZ LN TS (Abu-Akel, 2011). #riz, fhad OFERPLCFRE 1L,
fOWIRRNGE L FEFE AL L, EEICE s EmE S TksY (Langton et al.,
2008), EHIFAEEAREE L CHERERIZH S T\ D. BRI OLBRIZIX, DR
T E 2 R R D (MEHBHTEESE0, HAEEEEDE), B8 oGoniFhs
b LR 2 AP SR A URPEIR, MEMIRRSRIR, NEPNMIRTEERTE), £ b DGR
e LITE 2R E T 20 o (R ATEEAE, AnarikE) & Wvo 722 < OfkiEk
NEET 5 B2 655 (Saxe, 2006; Samson, 2004; Abu-Akel, 2003; Aichhorn,
2009; Prince, 1996).

2.2.2. ABIEAT b T LIERIC K DR mEEE

ASC DOREARMZRREEL, L2 2= —v 3 VB I UM AEBRIZRT 2 RS,
LIRE SN RKAET 2800 TE), BEE, FB)D 2 DIZdhdH LB 6N TS, I8+
FEHC ASC (S %2 H CTRMERn 2t L, ASC IZff 2 #EEHIRREIREE O FENH L 2T
725 C& T2 (Baron-Cohen and Belmonte, 2005). % < OHEG&HAIET LS ASC & 15
) P 55 D A R0 B M D B &2 3 A T % (Baron-Cohen, 2002; Baron-Cohen and
Belmonte, 2005; Dawson et al., 2005; Frith and Happe, 1994; Pelphrey et al., 2011).
OBERPEFESE TIE, F OTEI OB T R 21T 5 72012 B S0 ITMAL L7209k
BRHDLEEZRDL LN TEDLRNZLOMGEERL, ASD 28T 25 AMAEAEH DR
78 % 0 O BER DOFEEAVIER OFEE &\ 5 LA TREt L7z (Baron-Cohen et al., 1985). 7=,
FEEBEIEST T BERR ClE, M & ORIMAELH, ZIICEREH LD E Vo, thaiE)
BT DR T SRR O E R EZ 15T, BICKT 00BN 2R TS5 &b~ T
W% (Dawson et al., 2005; Mundy and Neal, 2001). E#fil#ix, e oo B2 T
T2 <, MEOHFHCERZ L, DAPREA(nET 2 EELASARE TH Y (Bruce and
Young, 1986), BHIMO RGN OIHFE ZHiAMD Z L ICHEEN & 256, i DIERE
B ARG T 2 2 ENEEL < 2 Y, HEBRIRICEENE L S HAletEn® 5. 2
% C ASC (281 2 B OAELD FEERIE 2 7R U722 < OITENERONFSE, RIS ZE A3
BRI xR FlxX, 74 M7 v h—E AW T, ASCIZEBIT 2HREHEED
FEETRM AR L CRY, HOBERRMEEO EfrE 0K s (Bal et al., 2010; Baron-Cohen
et al., 2009; Evers et al., 2015; Fridenson-Hayo et al., 2016), EE~DEREEH OE X
(Dalton et al., 2005; Klin et al., 2002; Shi et al., 2015), EIC L~k ~RiF 2 H9 52 &
(Sasson and Touchstone, 2014) 72 EA3E S TW 5. ORI 72582 1T 5 fik

10



(B 20, #h#RKE) CEOEBN 2Rk 21T ot (B 21, RE) OiEEOK S 28
R G AT IR B W TR STk v (Corbett et al., 2009; Dalton et al., 2005; Grelotti
et al., 2005; Hall et al., 2010; Humphreys et al., 2008; Pierce and Redcay, 2008), L7iod
£ O DY ASC DAESHRRIN DR S ZFHES T TV D & B X BILD.

2D DEEDCRZ L & o o RS HUREATI IS PRI & R, SR & [AARIZ AL
HEn, BFEERD EWE O-ESPEDO RIS BB 1 & S LB (32 7R BIER
N bHEEZ 5 (Balsters et al., 2017; Dichter et al., 2012).

ASDREE S U< I, el B BREME R O @O ERIE EF TRV T, (SRR & i
Bl L 72 i A e T 2R IR T ARE I TS, filZIE, Sevgin (2016) DFHHqa
HIET Y 72 W TR, (RO F 0300 2 A6 oW 7T A 70 i~
FIEAATV, BRI O /WS IIRICGRER & — 57y N OB OO B) = O #
ENRMIHET HZEDRRETH L Z L2 LN L. Eo, FREEEMNZ W
#fr%E (Stavropoulos and Carver, 2014), fMRI% Hv 7=#%8 (Balsters et al., 2017; Dichter
etal., 2012) THALSAOEHR & MIMICBIE L 72 A AT 210K T A/RB ST
%. ASDE#H & x4 & LI-WFZ2i2 BT, Scott-Van Zeeland & (2010) (34E2 RO o> O
EOTHDRBITHT DRIHMAAER Yy N =7 OIFEFHMEFT LTSI EEZM 5L
7. ¥£7=, Kohls® (2013) 13l OLER I 351 2 MEPRIRTEERT R E & MRS IR D HERE K
TEBAGMNC L, LRI D OMAEZ E L DD &, &R O B PR A AP HEG
BHATRE & MRS DB 63 5 WAL B 20 S & 5 ATt 8 2.

11



2.3 IRAFHIWT
2.3.1. FEAFHIBT &I

EREEFLIRE, BUCIR ST, &R SR AU 2R Z LB TV D
Z LT, DX It NiBAHE, ZORONBMOIEE~DREN)IT/D EEZHNT
W5 (T, 2012). ERFEROBMRICE L TE, DT ZfBRodh 6 RO &
52V NDOBEIZX T D IS BN OE W SR A I cBlZ S Twb  (de Haan M and
Nelson CA, 1999). L L7285, ASD ShlidCix, Mz oW TIEBRUITAY &% 95 Tidke
W & TIEWDS L B AL AR A B 2 ITE BN Y, REBLE NG W ADBE L TIHED B 7R
7= (Dawson et al., 2002b). = 5 L7= ASD 12 7 5305 % AFNR « FRANZ IS T D381
ZAbDZ LI, H ﬂ)\n‘x%y])%@%z‘)%f 1372 <, ASD FLIVEIA D % % NIl D5
SMOEDPNTRERE L THRIIDNTE D AREER S 5.

BN BoR ST, B NI~ QBT 5 EBINY i 42 BERIZHI Y 4T, R\ T
b OMER G HIW 2 %3 5 (Ito et al., 2015; Lebreton et al., 2009). & ~iZxf
95 SehHEn IR SR (Miller and Todd, 1998; Thornhill and Gangestad, 1999) <,
N - A & OB O (Thornhill and Gangestad, 1999) 72 &, #fx 72t E S H9AS
ICRWCTHEREETH D, BIFHMNIITGREICH L CERS L0 I S (Ito et al,
2015; Lebreton et al., 2009) <>k 71 (Cloutier et al., 2008) 72 &3 24 5.

fMRI Z FIW T2 SEATARRIC o T, R -o = O Hi D AL B &[R4 (2 I PRI BT RiT R
B L IERIRRSR DS ORAFHITIC LB D5 Z ALK VIR LrE TR Y (Bartra et al.,
2013; Camille et al., 2011; Chib et al., 2009; Hare et al., 2008; Kim et al., 2011;
Knutson et al., 2005; Lebreton et al., 2009; McNamee et al., 2013; Pessiglione et al.,
2008; Wunderlich et al., 2012), “Brain Valuation System” (BVS) & IFEiZ#% (Lebreton
etal., 2009). Zi b OIMFEBOLESAE, JERAFHIBIR I35 1T 5 FBIA CRBIFERY e (IR
R ZER-ICBI LEBMMEOM G MRS HZ L THD., DF 0, B RFEEMEIT
L CIEBNESEOMHBERREZ A L, 22O FIR—IZBWNT, XD EBIFSEOERIMZ 2R
STV ZBRICTREN S B K9 % sl s BVS & 70 5.

2.3.2. H PAAEME M 2N B AFHIWTIC 5 2 D s

ER U@y, B EEEMIC BT 5 TS BT, SRR AT O IR E R O
OIFEET, WL O IEERME & o 72 H BEER OB M REE SN T E 7228, HEE
T E D X 5 ICEOMMEFR R IR 2 BVS OBRRICEE A 5 2 5 )N HOW TR L AN
FHNT I otz EEEME N @ E CIRh S Wi st 2 I RTERRT R, 18
RS DIFENME T2 2 &2 b, b b OBEOBRAFHIWTORAF 1T O BVS OIFS) 733
ERTH L AN E X b D. £, BFHIEIIME & OSEREROTERIZEL B
54572, OIHERMETHENLH 2 N T 28RS 5. Len-T, HELE
I DNEEFHIBT % O BVS OIRENC 5 2 5 9B A MG 5 2 L 1%, ASC ~OHERZED,

12



HBHEMER 235 <RIV TAESOSL S 2 AT b e hotapfiizfed —ih e
DVIRDHEEZD.

2.4, FERERURES IR E 4% (functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging: fMRI)

INETHERTE72L 91T, ASD IFATERETER SN DD, tERWBREE T3, K
PEREDFEIER EDEMFHRERNIC LV FISEZISND Z B> TE Tz, £,
ASD =X° ASC % B9~ 2 72 DITITAM FHIZR BIR, FRCHEREOIT RN LETH D LB %
bihd.

fMRIZIEE T 5 & hOMEZ RS 2 72 OICHERFEMOUE D TH Y, Mo miglEFE b
LUk R 7 2k [blood-oxygenation-level dependent (BOLD) contrast] o#%
RE 72 b 2 E LT D, MIREEF(L L~ 3 d 2 IR O ARG BN Z 5| & e Caul
BT 5728, MRl Z W2 &, mm BALOfER CTA U 7= ik Eh 2 F0 B CRIET 5
LATE, RHOMENMRN T T, ZERISAFREICIFR ICENIGTGETH L. £,
MIREEFEALOEAITIER A O —H & UCTRHRMICE Z 2728, [F-—{# AN TMET
LD IRTZ ENTELIFRENHEINTTHD. 2 HOFLRIZE Y Z O THW L
C X 7=(Bartra et al., 2013; Camille et al., 2011; Chib et al., 2009; Hare et al., 2008; Kim
et al.,, 2011; Knutson et al., 2005; Lebreton et al., 2009; McNamee et al., 2013;
Pessiglione et al., 2008; Wunderlich et al., 2012).

2.5. AKWFFED A

KGR BIE BVS 24t L7 HOfEZRS: & B PAREMR & OBRZH T 52 LT
bbH. ZOWBEERGET 272012, @i, mictE, SFERE, BFEMEOEHE R
FERRI & L CTHWT, BRI OFE & RN 2 BVS OSEHED B BEG NI 24

2T D E D R RN Lz, TMRI#FSE0 2 #5347 (Di Martino et al., 2009) <°
HE RS I % 5 C7- MRI#F%E (Barnea-Goraly et al., 2004; Samson et al., 2016) (2
BT, ASD BHEIZEBT 2 IENMIRTEHRTR G OMRER - fEEn e e REN S Sz 2
EDD, H PRGBGSR X0 IEPRIRTEE AT RS IR < BT D & W S IR A L T
7-.
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3. &R LTk

3.1 x5

H BAREME A IS — R R ARV B AR s LCTomLTEY, FH—ORKITERR®EL
DWIREZ T EOmM A IS D Z LR T 5 (Robinson et al., 2011)
LG, R TIERIFER N ZxI G L U, ERFRERAN R L3252 & T, ASD
BETLELREMOND & £ L AOHHER (Sevgi et al., 2016) (T &k 2E(EA /2 8%
Bt L7z, BPRGEMN & ORRBERZHEGR T2 Z LN RETH 5. ABFZEITIE, MRIR A
RREFEBOBAED 720y 52 4 O EMFEZATFE TN (#iPH - 20-27 7%, FHIHERERFRE -
21.8+1.7 %) BE&M L. #BRFIIEE, EEHNEZAL TV, BEHEINEETH
0, BEEZERETHHLEERAL CVDHETh o7, BAIEE &L (magnetic resonance
imaging ; LA MRI) (2 X 0IEAE TR SN2 b OITW e ho 7o, HERE 1T DR
Mz Sz, ~ T rRESICHEY, FRICTRELZSZ. RBAVFEIZALEE R
LRFGRER F RO MBEE AR LD EREZIT TV D (K% 5 : 16-49).

BRI AQ HAEERT (54K, 2003a; 5k, 2004) IC[EIZ& L, #0 A a7 % i
% (P RE=17) (ko %, AQ LAy EWVEE (iFH - 18-31 &%, FHJHEYE(RZE
22.63+3.91 5 ; LT, @R & AQ MR EE (FiFH : 4-16 /5, FHI+E el -
10.75£3.21 i ; LAF, (KB coEsh. BEEAY b T AEEATRIETH D 1T
Thole 4 LORF OT — I IEMWEHTITIT AN, MR AT © 1T 210 22 iRl
& B.LiES (region-of-interest: LLF ROI) g2~ HIEERAN L7z, @l & AREEO I,
AQ # I T IZBWTHEAENRD b (t(46) = 11.705, p < 0.001). 2 BERI T (H(46)
=0.33,p=0.74) L#EE (t (46) = 0.106, p = 0.92), Japanese version of the National
Adult Reading Test (JART) (Matsuoka et al., 2006) (= & v & L7- 1Q (t (46) = 0.74, p
= 0.47) QA EREERD Lot

3.2. FEHHIK

SR SEA TSR (Ito et al., 2016) T S Av7- il & [AEk72 b oA Wz 2F Y,
64 4 D&l EYE (FFlnOFP © 61-79 mx, FIHHE - 714 5%), 64 HomElmt: (Fiiso
HiPH : 62-79 %, “FHIEH : 69.1 5%), 64 A OFEETNE (FhnoHiP : 20-28 5k, FHFH
22.2 1%), 64 & OEELME (RO : 20-28 5%, SEXERE : 21.8 5%) OBEEE A
L7z, BEEERGOERE I, AFELZHAEENICOREN T2 L2 +0IHmBL,
HBEICTRIEZSG-. BEIIT VX /vH AZ (Panasonic DMC-LX2) TR L, 77 v
2 AL, M1 1,920 x 1,080 & L7z, HFVIH)72RIETH A ZITHMEZT T T D IE
HPOLOEFEZIG L. £ETOEFEOEBIIa L Ea— X IZRViAEN, TERO
—HMEE E D 57212 Adobe Photoshop CS5.1 & Adobe Illustrator CS5.1 (San Jose,
CA, USA) | THdE S, HizEskid 720 x 540 (A sz, TMRIAFZRICSM L7 13
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2 OWEFEFEE (BT 4, M6 4, FilnofiP  18-25 5%, FH44H : 20.2 %) X 256
BOBEEIZH T 20K &4 10 Bep CREE L7z, SEHOLHE SO X a7 53 4 FEOH
WO (EEAE, mlmclE, HEDVE, FELN) ORI L TIEfLST bk,
FHNEREND 64 FoRliEoHrcn FHH (n=1~32) LIEMAHT b5 ELE n+32 FH
AN T DT EEEZRT &L, KRET32 X7 T ofERk L7z,

33. EBRT YA

AFEFILIMRI R o0t L SFEEE-E (Pleasantness rating task) & fMRI #4140
BEPGRE (Choice task) @ 2 > DOFEN HAERL S 4172, Pleasantness rating task <ix, 256
B DG ERIE N T o & foILE%&T%? SNTo. FHx ORIBIE 2.5 B 2R S, FREE
THA L OMREZ R RITT D721, RIFEHHEE 3.5 #205 11.5 B O THRE S 11
(Dale, 1999), Z®RIZEH I L fTézmt Pleasantness rating task i3 4 [A] i35
Ty va VBRI, EAENANRK 10 Sk o, BBRE IS 2 OBICK L, Einl
SO I W E T D K < i a: FoolliRE S 8 oA Z AT L TlFO R
B/ MEERAWTEEET 2 Ko Ic8uraniz. ZOISE, Vyh— A7 —nE& LT
FEE S, FEET DRI L DEWNE, WY E—RT AR E bR (FEANME=IERICOL
& < R b AE/ME=IERIC O WE T, F13Z2 0. Choice task (X fMRI iz
BiE#%IC, FEEN O TCER I, fiRo IMRIBFZEIZSIN L 13 £ O#ERE 0178
T2 &G ENERR LT, 128 XIOGFENIA TR RIS, HBREIL2 2 ORZ Db 1
ODET LK, FHROEEZEIRT D XSRS NZ. T ORRONEEFIIHERE =
LIZT v ZNCENTZ. 2HOBEEONE (ErAD) bEIPREZLICT U FAIIESh
7z.

3.4, G HAT

G RS TSR E 3.0 7 A7 0 MRI 2% ¥ 77— (MAGNETOM Prisma,
Siemens, Germany) Z{EfH L, (FH5%FIC 12 Fv RO~y RaAf Va5 Uiz, ¥hE

R EHC X, i ER SRR kAT (Blood oxygenation level-dependent: BOLD) = +Z

Mo EiE 72 T2*-weighted echo planar imaging (EPI) %42 HWiz. X9 A —2 %
repetition time (TR) = 2,500 ms, echo time (TE) = 30 ms, flip angle = 90°, acquisition
matrix = 80 x 80, field of view (FOV) = 240 mm, in-plane resolution = 3 x 3 mm,
number of axial slices = 42, slice thickness = 3 mm, and interslice gap = 0.5 mm & L 7=.
Fiz, E—F v A RiAGHE%ASHEAE SR L C 30T 5 2 & T, B K215 XK
BEFHFET DMK OBSZIEOR 2% Ak L7- (Deichmann et al., 2003). &f#{4 % (spatial
resolution 1 x 1 x 1 mm) o #i&EmE 4%, Tl-weighted Magnetization-prepared
rapid-acquisition gradient echo (MP-RAGE) 15 T4 L 7. #8r3 OUEER OB X (XFEER D
JAPICREME Sy REAND Z X Vi, HRIMEIREBEEOND T Y 27 X —%
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BLT, ~y FaAfVIHEEINTRAZ ) —ICBRENT. REZ UL OGS &
HEMOHH VAR ARy 7 A%fio CEBINZ. EPl 11 4 BloEF+ v 3>
THEEINTE. £yl arodD 4 2% % 03 T EEZh RO 7= DR ST,

3.5. AL

T — X OFTLEL & FEE R 2R AT IE SPM12 software (Wellcome Department of
Imaging Neuroscience, London, UK) % N CHEi L7z, &9 b S S -2 mik
T—=RIIBITHAX Yy HO/NS BB EAMIELTC. ZORBIZLRY, SHEERE OMIE S
NICEBR DT — 2 v b EEOFEHBEGIMER I N, RIZ, ZOFMEINTZEBRIZE
T2 AT A AREIFE OEEW A A IE L7z,

FHERE OMERR TH D TP BRI, V7 74 v SN EHERICa LY AZ —&
i1, Montreal Neurological Institute (MNI) OFEAERKIZEES W7 > 7 L — MNEBROIK A
Bkt L TERE ks (B 7Y 7SR 7B A X132 X 2 x 2 mm). ZOfE
HERREE L OB L 0 S BT 3T A—2 2T, EPI Eifgi3kic MNI templete
~EHEILEFL, 8mm O ERIGD T 7 A T — )V W TR b E vz,

3.6. HLEtFHIMENT
3.6.1 1TENVFHYT — & Dt

Pleasantness rating task OFFEfEIT 8 B I /0HA L Tt Sz (=3RRI b L < 7
W, 8=FERIC DRV F, BRSO AR Y U LA ER S D £ TORM (KIS
Ref]) BT S 47z, S I8, FFEO—EMEZGEd 5728, Lebreton & (2009) 1Z7EWy,
pleasantness rating task OFEEfE & choice task FFOEPGER DT — % 725 prediction
score %% L7-. Prediction score & X pleasantness rating task ®&FE &, fMRI R4 1%
choice task O#IRO—EHMEZFK L TV, pleasantness rating task H1 o.M L S OFEE &
FJEEFIZ, choice task TiafFADEHEFE A ATZY A1 score Aim< 720, pleasantness
rating task fF .LHL L X OFEE & )& L C choice task TlFAOBEGE A RATGS (Bl
X, MRl & icmOEEEZ AT 721 b v 597, choice task Tl L v FEEZ K<
DT TEGENP LA TH D LR L 25A) 12 score 28%< 72 5. Choice task (231>
T, IV ARTH S| EBREINT-HEED, @RI - B EICH Y, pleasantness
rating task OFEEN @M -7, score X1 L7e%. F7z, choice task FED~<7 DEHE:
77 pleasantness rating task (235 TR CREEME THiIE, choice task FFiZ &6 5 2 5884R
L7=&LTh, scorei£05 &70%. =612, choicetask IZHBWT LV iFATHD | L
RENTHEGED, RIRS o G EIZH~, pleasantness rating task OFFEDMEK
Mottty score 130 &7 B, BARBIICAHIIC) % score A L, prediction score
FkOAXTERIND.
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Prediction score
_ 100 x (score 23"1"DREfT# x 1 + score 75 0.5 DfEf T4 x 0.5 + score 7% 0 DEATH x 0)
EHEATH

Prediction score i£ 0~100 O DfEE & v, & LA TORPBRII T 238N 2 DO
T—# L CW=4, prediction score 13 100 & 72 %, F72, BRI 28RN 2 SDOFR
BT & LT\ 284, predictionscore 120 & 72 5. Kl oEM: (FilmEME, &
W, B, AR LCME) 1TSS prediction score &5 L, & OffE 2 AT =,

TR T — 213, HBREMOERE U TR (R, (K, #BENOER & L THIEOM
BICANE, Zotk), RO - HF) & Lo KAERIE 3 JoldiE o b & 32 L7z,
B2 2 WOZHEAERANRD HNHAFEOERBTO 2 SohdE /o8 &2 £t L 7-.
BEKUEI %A & L7z,

o ot

3.6.2 fMRI 7 — & Ofitr

fMRI 5 — Z [T LT T LT Sz, gig L IcE 2R 7 v 2 g, FA X
¥ NORITEA oy MR 2 MR BN AOSIE, IEMERY 22 iR EhRE KOG B %L (canonical
hemodynamic response function) # W/ & HiAAZE L CTET VLS LT,
pleasantness rating task O FEEM AT 5 1F ERIEEN 3 < 72 B IRk 2 R ET 57290,
BT A—%2 (& z1X, LML EoFEE) & BOLD 155 OFABMEHT (parametric
modulation) ZfHA L~V (DF D, BERE LV OBEENRMHT) CTEELE. WIZ,
T N—T L L DL RN RIRNTIE, AL~ t maps 1 —HEA t e 20 M L CEM L
7. ZEOMAT (FENRM L ENRR o2l Ox ) b E72, Jto parametric
modulation |2 X ¥ KFE S T2 55D & D% DOBAF OPGE Z BN E ) hERRET D72
DIZFENE L=, #5iZ, E#H 51X choice task iR % Hiz LT fMRI 57— % # % 51009125
T2 Z LIk DL SOFFEROMIEEND /X2 — 2 ZfifT Uiz, $ER S V7 B
HOEBWDETH->T-FER, EEREIOFESISHRD BITZHEER, USHRINoTCFRIT
BEALESZLE LTET/MEINT. BREEAGD ) A X2 RET 72012 U128 HZ D/~ A /3
A7 4 NEEERL, R B CHHBEAEZEET 2720 ACEFETAEZBER L. &
JMfENTCIL, A7 AL LT p < 0.05 ZFEKHEE L, ZELEMIEIL Family wise
error (FWE) %z L7z, MNIEEEIZIE, FETE 2R EZRLTWEHE 7 FRAZ—DE
— IR BN ERET D, K212B80WT, BENMORmITR STV HIEENT MRIcroGL
software % M Cor L7z (http://www.mccauslandcenter.sc.edu/mricrogl/).

17


http://www.mccauslandcenter.sc.edu/mricrogl/

3.7. BALHEBROD E R & AT

BERIBAANA S 2 Feth (MBI AR ) & AR ORI AF L T2 k4 5 B0 (Region of
Interest: ROIl) O iE&E O~ % — 2B 6023 5 728, MarsBaR software
(http://marsbar.sourceforge.net/) % Fi\v> ROI fig#r % Ffi L 7=. Inclusive masking ALEt %
MAWT, BVSIZHE S -iMaEikickt L, MR {52k (Percentage signal changes) #
MRE L7z, ROIENTIE, Fin GEE D) MR BN MEDY), #RE O (SR
PMERED) ITHEESE, D 8 DO FEBRSM TR S L.

(1) H-EM (i=i8%, silln 55 MR

D AQ R 3T DERBRE AN i B IR DB & LT & & DA
(2) H-YM (sikE, A4 5 MR

D AQ A 37 D@ OPIRE DR B IO B E L & & D&M
(3) H-EF (miff, i e MEAiIN)

D AQ A =T D VR DN S i VE DB A LT & & DS
(4) H-YF (sife, FEIERT)

D AQ A =37 D@ OPIRE LMD B R LT & & D&
(5) L-EM (M, i ML)

D AQ R 3T DARBRFE A3 il B DB & T2 & & DA
(6) L-YM (f5che, 455 MEdiligt)

D AQ A =37 DIRWPIRE DEEBMED B Z LTz & & D%
(7) L-EF (I#, mim L)

D AQ A =37 DIRWHPIRE D Bl e MED B FLT- & & D5&AE
(8) L-YF (MHE, F 42l

D AQ A 37 DARWPIRE DB LMD B Z LTz & & D5
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4, FER

4.1. FHEME
4.1.1. 2x2x2ANOVA

Pleasant rating task H OFEEME O RZ X LA LR 1ITRT. HGHTORE R, F;‘E@J‘i%f(
DERO FER RS St (F[1,46] = 5.442, p < 0.05). 7=, FEARKOMER & 4
W, AERREERNRD bz (F[1,46] = 5.664, p < 0.05). %@ﬁﬁ@};ﬁ%’%@ﬁﬁi
IR bivze -7z (all p-values > 0.5).

41.2. 2x2ANOVAs
B AR HAERNRO b To D, AT O KAZRNE 2 JUlliE 5 B 2 e L 72 (£ 2) .

1 SHIE, #ERENERE U CERM ORI %, #ERE MZER & U CREARE L72BRO Filn
H OB 2 FFEE O T > 7= (ANOVAL). 2 2 HIidpBrg NEIA & L CEil
WOMERZ, PEBRBR TN & U CREZRRE LB O ER O BRI KT 2 5 E B O fRHT
Tdh o7z (ANOVA2). 3 0 HITHBRFNER & L CEANMOF R Z, #BREMER & LT
FE2BE LTZBR D BYEOBERMIC RT3 2t CTdh - 72 (ANOVA 3). 4 2 BT #kHE N E K
&L CHEANROFI 2, HBRFE MER L U CREZRRE LT B0 2ot O BRI 5 2 ffdT
Tho7= (ANOVA4). ANOVA1l, ANOVA2, =L TANOVA3 Tix, HEZREDR,
RO HAEHITRR O b o 7= (all p-values > 0.1). ANOVA 4 Tix, BRI DR IC
$H % AR B2 (F[L1,46] = 9.780, p < 0.005), #ERE ORED TN L &S HAE
MITFD SN2 oTz. ZHEDORERIT, mfF &R S bIEF OB Sl 2t DB
IHARDHE SBENZ EZRB LTV 5.

4.2. FOGHEH
421. 2x2x2ANOVA

FOSE R O Rz X AB RT . S iar ofiiR, AERERSLZAMEMITIRD i
o7 (all p-values > 0.2).

4.3. Prediction score
43.1. 2x2x2ANOVA
Prediction score ®#5 %X 1C &2 LIZ/RT . HOHT OFESR, B O F-#m 0 F 20 5
SR bz (F[1,46] = 85.006, p < 0.001) 73, ZOMoOEHRITRD Lo T2 (H
ﬂilJ(%f(@ PRI F[1,46] = 0.126, p < 0.65 ; #BE off F[1,46] = 0.162, p < 0.69). *7-, A
I OFln & FECRBN T, AERZHEEHNRD bz (F[1,46] = 9.879, p < 0.005).
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4.3.2. 2x2ANOVAs

BEIRLZHNERPRD oo, AT O KAGRIE 2 JolElE 8ot 2 i L7 (% 2).
1 SHIE, #ERENERE U CERMOMER %, PR R & U CTREARE L72BE O miln
FOBHKIZx3 % prediction score Offft ThH-7- (ANOVAL). 2 S BHIT# 5 N EA
&L CHRRR OMER &, BB M ER e U CHEEZRE LB OFEFEE OERIRICHT 5
prediction score OfEtT T -7= (ANOVA 2). 3 o BIZHBRA N EIN & L CEEMIE MR
& BRI O &, EREOMERE 126 LT o prediction score OfEtT Tdh - 7= (ANOVA 3).
4 S HIHBRENER & U CERROMER] & BRI O T %, KEEOHRE I L To
prediction score OfiEHT T -7 (ANOVA4). ANOVA 1 TixfaE e TR HAERIT
R b7 (all p-values > 0.2). ANOVA 2 T, #Br#E OREICKT 5 T R85
b= A (F[1,46] = 4.102, p < 0.05), BEARKOPERNC K35 E505% (F[1,46] = 0.973,
p=0.33) LA&EMEM (F[1,46] = 0.342, p = 0.56) 138w HiL/as-7-. BKENC &2,
B0, HFEEOBICK L, KEEERICHL, KV —BLESEzT56Z 8%
4%, ANOVA 3 & ANOVA 4 T, BRI OFEIZT D FENENZEO B
(ANOVA 3, F[1,23] = 16.820, p < 0.001; ANOVA 4, F[1,23] = 84.698, p < 0.001), &
oMz X 5 EE (ANOVA 3, F[1,23] = 0.115, p = 0.74; ANOVA 4, F[1,23] =
0.103, p = 0.75) & & H{EMIZE®D Hivai-7- (ANOVA 3, F[1,23] = 0.018, p = 0.89;
ANOVA 4, F[1,23] = 1.482, p = 0.24). 4fT#f7e L % L < (lto et al., 2016), =50
HRITHRE OB 2 FEEME & FEERORIRO M O —EBR 1Tl OB T 2 7EE E
EEBEORIROMO—BEHE LY L@ L2 RET 5.
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1. 2X2X2ANOVA DOk &

EEIES R HAEM
TR, BRI OYER]  FER2. FEHE O K3, B
X
i seore F(1,46) = 0.059 F(L,46) = 5.442 F(L,46) = 0.030 fff(tlor:m !ascg 42
g p = 0.809 p < 0.05% D = 0.864 ’ )

F(1,46) = 0.216

prediction sco 0 = 0,645

F(1,46) = 0.117

VMPFC 0= 0733
F(1,46) = 3.839

left VS b = 0,056

fight VS F(1,46) = 6.171

p < 0.05%

F(1,46) = 85.006
P < 0.001%%*

F(1,46) = 9.598
p < 0.01%*

F(1,46) = 15.506
p < 0.001%%*

F(1,46) = 11.978
p < 0.01%*

F(1,46) = 0.162
p = 0.689

F(1,46) = 0.510
p =0.479

F(1,46) = 0.028
p = 0.868

F(1,46) = 0.011
p=0.915

p < 0.05%

factor 2 X factor 3
F(1, 46) = 9.879
p < 0.01**

factor 1 X factor 2
F(1, 46) = 7.902
p < 0.01**
factor 2 X factor 3
F(1, 46) = 9.722
p < 0.01**
factor 1 X factor 2
F(1, 46) = 5.149
p < 0.05*
factor 1 X factor 2
F(1, 46) = 5.031
p <0.05*

VMPFC, IEPNRIFTEERTE L ; VS, MEARIRRSE AR, *** p < 0.001, ** p < 0.01, * p < 0.05
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(SRS B4 |
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Rating scores >
N
o

W WA
ARV AN g

Reaction times (s) 0J
[\
o

O
o O
o o

3
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-

[#)]
o

Prediction scores
(@) ]
o

R AR N
AN R N L

1 ATEV T — 2 OFER

Pleasantness-rating task Fr > FEJREEME (A), FAIRJGKHH (B), pleasantness-rating task
& choice task OfEH & FIZH H L 72 prediction score (C). =7 — \—[TfEHEREAE %
Med %, H-EM : @RE, mlm Bk, H-YM @ &SR, ISEBM. H-EF : &, &
W Lo, H-YF @ @l FELMRg. L-EM : KR, Sl B e, L-YM (KR,
ARV, L-EF - AKHE, Sl iorERi. L-YF - RRE, AR M
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# 2. ATENT — X IZxPT D 2X2 ANOVA Dk R

AL

BRI D 1R

EERPS

K2, BRI O

PIA3. B

ZHAEH

Rating score

ANOVA 1

ANOVA 2

ANOVA 3

ANOVA 4

Prediction score

ANOVA 1

ANOVA 2

ANOVA 3

ANOVA 4

F(1,46) = 2.637
p=0.111
F(1,46) = 1.926
p=0.172

F(1,46) = 0.216
p =0.644
F(1,46) = 0.973
p =0.329
F(1,23) = 0.115
p=0.737
F(1,23) = 0.103
p =0.751

F(1,46) = 0.935
p=0.339
F(1,46) = 9.780
p < 0.01**

F(1,23) = 16.820
p < 0.001%*
F(1,23) = 84.698
p < 0.001%**

F(1,46) = 0.100
p =0.753
F(1,46) = 0.616
p = 0.437
F(1,46) = 0.027
p = 0.869
F(1,46) = 0.290
p =0.59

F(1,46) = 1.399, p = 0.243

F(1,46) = 4.102, p < 0.05*

F(1,46) = 0.124
p=0.726
F(1,46) = 0.299
p = 0.587
F(1,46) = 0.300
p = 0.587
F(1,46) = 0.412
p =0.524

F(1,46) = 0.394
p=0.533
F(1,46) = 0.342
p = 0.562
F(1,23) = 0.018
p = 0.894
F(1,23) = 1.482
p=0.236

%% p < 0,001, ** p < 0.0, * p < 0.05
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44, fMRI T —#
4.4.1. Parametric modulation analysis

FF, DK S OFEE & AR U iEE) 2R TN A R E T S 72 ol 7 —T Lr
DI FLTT = MgfraE Lz & 3). KB, Z OO Xk S ofEE &
NEPRIRITERRT RE & 24 DIEMBR SR OIEB OB ICA BEREOHMBENH D Z L 2R Lz
(X 2A). —J, AEZRAOHREZ R MiEEIT 27~ 72, two-sample t-test % FHv 7z S
CARBEOERELE (BT, SBENOERZSI<, £RITEDORR) TIFABERRZ BV
=AY

4.4.2. Subtraction analysis

RIZ, IFH DB &I H TR WBUT S 2 RS O RSB 25kt L7z, BVS 1388 E 12
Lo THESINTFEERE Bl 0HE S OFEE) EMBEZRL, RBIGREICTEY 4
FTh D LR LRI L CIEE T 2 ME CTh 2 & S Tuv% (Lebreton et al.,
2009) - C, &% 51X Parametric modulation analysis (2 C A& & #v 7= IE PN ARIRTEERT R

B LA OREARRSRIIE 2 TR WEEIC I LIFADBE T L Y BWEE 2/ RT72A 5 & F
HIL7-. #55%, Subtraction analysis (2 C, MEPRIRTERRTEE & 2457 D RERIBRER AR DN i 7 D
BICKT L CTHRBICEWET 2R Le (3, K2B) . KOxfTlE, AEREHITAS
7o 7z, two-sample t-test Z Hv 7o @i SARBE O E R (B 21X, S OIRREA
51K, FRIXEDORR) TIEAERRZ BT T.
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2. Parametric modulation analysis & Subtraction analysis o
Pleasantness-rating task KrDFEEM & A E 22 IEOMHBNGE® b7 aEik (A) & choice
task IFIZ 0 G2 & Il S A7 BRI & Rl S 72 7 o T BB 9~ D IR AN A I 2R
7o s (B) 2.

3% 3. Parametric modulation analysis & Subtraction analysis o5 S5
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&
]

A¥FEI% (Brodmann's Area) ZfE  Clustersize

Parametric modulation®# 5

EEDOFEE

A SN RTEERT 2 (11)

(FEERL 2 5) 2 36 8 6.90 1311
e IEARIRR SRR -8 2 2 5.28 39
FEBRREITED (23) -6 -58 28 4.78 7
FEARIR -6 -10 8 4.75 1
J L HiTEALE] (9) -18 36 46 4.73 5
A NAIRTEERT R (32) 10 30 36 4.65 1
FIEARIRR SRR 10 0 -4 5.22 91
A BRI 32 26 0 4.74 2
IEDAHEE

2L

Subtraction analysis D #&5 5

A > FHATIEZWY

e IEARIRR SRR -6 6 -2 5.27 44
5 ME NI ATEERTEE (11)

(TRPEEI ) 4 34 8 5.73 342
FIEARIRR SRR 8 8 -4 4.71 1
B TR > T2

L

BEIZAR B L~ T p < 0.05 2FEKEL L, ZEEEAMEL Family wise error
(FWE) #@MH L7z,
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4.4.3. Inclusive masking procedure

FEFOIXS 6T, ENRIRTEERTECE & i OISR BVS DT DIZMAETH D008
9 M EFR S 72912, Inclusive masking procedure % v 7= (Friston et al., 2005; Nichols
etal., 2005). K7 /L L~ L offE% p <0.05 (FWE #iE) & L, 2 CToOEBIEH L.
fES, NENMIRTERATRE & o OIEMIRRSAE D BVS O7-OIZ A5 Th Y, Ziuh O
878 BVS OMERER Th D Z L3 DO b (K 3).
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2 0.08 1

© a

s ikt
ight VS (8, 8, -4) CI e g\ S\‘
rl , )y = ? Q Q

3. BVS DBk

#£1% 1% inclusive masking procedure 2 X - TA O ENAIRTEERTEE  (ventromedial
prefrontal cortex: vmPFC), 7 DEI#RSIA (ventral striatum: VS), % L CTAH DREMIFRS:
KOTEE PR SN2 LA d. ARIXZh 60 T 24 —o percentage signal change
BT, TN (TR A D
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4.4.4.  BEHCREIEAEHT
4441, MENRIFTEARTEZE OTEENZ X35 2 x 2 x 2 ANOVA

HE AR SR AT R O X S OFEERRE Y @ percentage signal changes 1%, —JofidiE®
FAERIESBSHTIC L Vit sz (K 3A, £1). ZOSEOHIC LY, ElEOFER O
ERNEN D S (F[1,46] = 9.598, p < 0.005) 73, BN ORI F-%h 5 (F[1,46] =
0.117, p = 0.73) L #BrE ORECH T % 145 (F[1,46] = 0.510, p = 0.48) IR Hivie
Motz Fio, HEREOSFE &g ORE (F[1,46] = 9.722, p < 0.005), EE#EOMER] &
B O (F[1,46] = 7.902, p < 0.01) DREAEABRD SN, FOIENAHERR
HAERITRD bizen-7= (all p-values > 0.7).

4.4.4.2. JEPAIRTEARTEE OTEENI 9% 2 x 2 ANOVAs
BB SN T-7-9, 6 O AERE 2 STl 58T % 925 L 7-.

X, #BRENER L& LTr‘EﬂéU{‘%‘(@ Ml a2, #HERE MR L L THEAZR ﬁzbf_ﬁ%@mﬁ“%‘
DOEERPLIH T D ESEOMNT T 7= (ANOVAL). 2 5 H T #Bg NEEK & L CHElK

DR %, B EER & U CTHEZ R E L 72BR OB O BRI 3 515 S E O fft ©
BHo7= (ANOVA2). 3 2 HIT#BRE NER & U CHEROFm 4, wBRFEMER & LTt
Z AR IE LT BR D BAEDO BRI T 25 SE O T > 72 (ANOVA3). 4 5 H 134k E
NEK & U CHERR OS2, SBRF TR & U CREZ T L 72 BR o 2otk o BRI <3
HIEFHOMENT T o7- (ANOVA4L). 5 2 B ITHERE N EK & L CERIMOMER & Bl
DAEERIZBE L TO, @BEOHRE R DE FEOMT Th >7- (ANOVAD). 6 SH i34k
BB NEIR & U CERIBOMER] & BRI OFEEICBE L To, EREOEERE 5T 2551
DIRATCd-7- (ANOVA 6).

EDRERZF 4 12588 L7=. ANOVA 112 X 0 R OFEEICKTT 58 B2 ERN
W 577 7= (F[L,46] = 4.752, p < 0.05) 7%, B OBEC X% 0% (F[1,46] =
0.020, p=0.89) rzHEM (F[1,46] = 0.093, p = 0.76) (338 Hivzas-7-. ANOVA

IZ LV ABERFDROLZAERITRD o -7 (all p-values > 0.1). ANOVA 3 T
i3, BERCEMERNED b (F[1,46] = 6.384, p < 0.05) 73, FANEIFERDH HAARD
-7z (all p-values > 0.3). EiE L KEEDOR] D BVS OEFEMRENEZH LT 5720
Bonferroni #fiiE (0.05/2) &2 F7- t BEZ HWTHEBERIK 7 v—7 (Bl 21T, m#ﬁAw
D & BELMEOB) T3 2 EHREKE Lz, 2D O FARETIE, @t E SRR
DAEZRETRD S~ 7= (all p-values > 0.1). ANOVA 4 T, Bl OHE#RIC
x5 3408 (F[1,46] = 16.117, p < 0.001) s H R (F[1,46] = 5.347, p < 0.05) 7
@ stz (F[1,46] = 6.384, p < 0.05) 738, #iBrE ORI 5 FARITRD bR -
7= (F[1,46] = 0.329, p = 0.57). s Lol & 2545 ek ol ?T?‘éﬁ%fotscE{”EFH# 5h
7=z &5, Bonferroni #fiiE (0.05/2) % it7- t REEZHWTCERE KO T — 4 2kt
L7z, 2 bHO FMRETIE, &SRO OAEREVITE D bk o72 (all
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p-values > 0.1). ANOVA 5 T3, HEARLAEMIRD bz (F[1,23] = 5.743, p <
0.05) 2%, EBER LR D LN72h- 7= (all p-values > 0.9). Bonferroni #iE (0.05/4) %
DT T tREICBWTAEETRD b~ 7= (all p-values > 0.1). ANOVA 6 Tid,
BRI DI 645 408 (F[1,23] = 17.459, p < 0.001) &5 H/EM oA (F[1,23]
= 3.091, p = 0.092) »FRH 7=, Bonferroni #1E (0.05/4) %) 7= t EIZEWT
L-EF &tk & L-YF &L oficoAfEERRD bz (p=0.00062). ANOVA4 D
FEREOFETERT D L, KR T 2 OB OAER SR 2 PRI RTEE R E
DEINTFRIC L > TREZZ T HZ LR ING. ZOAEMRGET 5729012, H-YF
S S H-EF &5 & L-YF &b L-EF & &2 51\ 222 Dl % tin
BN L0 32 L7e. MEDRER, (KREOFEFERVERITSA & i ERITSAE & D755 1
EREDZAS L L THEICKRE L (p<0.05), EHIFESFI ST,
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7 4. MENRIRTEERTEZE OTEENC X5 2 X2 ANOVA Dt B

ESSIES R HAEH
FRL. FRE ORI K2, B O F ik A3, B )

ANOVA L F(1,46) = 4.752 B F(1,46) = 0.020 F(1,46) = 0.093
p < 0.05% p = 0.887 p =0.762

ANOVA 2 F(1,46) = 2.161 - F(1,46) = 2.495 F(1,46) = 0.062
p=0.148 p=0.121 p = 0.805

ANOVA 3 B F(1,46) = 0.431 F(1,46) = 0.737 F(1,46) = 6.384
p = 0515 p=0.395 p < 0.05%

ANOVA 4 - F(1,46) = 16.117 F(1,46) = 0.329 F(1,46) = 5.347
p < 0.001%** p = 0.569 p < 0.05%

ANOVAS F(1,23) < 0.001 F(1,23) < 0.001 B F(1,23) = 5.743
p=00984 p =0.997 p < 0.05%

ANOVAG F(1,23) = 0.254 F(1,23) = 17.459 - F(1,23) = 3.091
p =0.619 p < 0.001%** p = 0.092

% 1 < 0.001, ** p < 0.01, * p < 0.05
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4443, DM OIFEEI TS 2 x 2 x 2 ANOVA

72 DIERIFRZ R D percentage signal changes (Zxt3 % = Jolit i o KA IE S 8T
EERE OF RO T2 H (F[1,46] = 9.598, p < 0.005) & i ﬁ%@'%'@ﬁit&aﬁbﬁ'&@@
6 (F[1,46] = 3.839, p = 0.056) # /= L7=74%, #BRE ORI 5 EE (F[1,46] =
0.028, p = 0.868) I LNeh o7 (K3B- % 1. £7o, RAFHANRD LN (ﬁﬁ
FIRL ORI & FEAL O FE, F[1,46] = 5.149, p < 0.05 ). ZDIIMICAHE 2R AIERIL
o7z (all p-values > 0.2).

4.4.44. FEOEMFBRIABOIEENZ KT 5 2 x 2 ANOVAS
B HAERANED b lo®, 4 FFEEO KERIE 2 ol 72800 2 5kt L 7.

HiZ, %BZ%%‘WEIJ: L CERIE O 2, #EREFZER & L TR Ebf_ﬁ%@mﬁ“%
DOEER 6T D15 AL O RN T - 7= (ANOVAL). 2 - B34 BRFE NEIR & L CEERIE

DOMERNZ, #EBRE HER & U CREAZRE LTS FEFH OB 518 BEO T ©
BHo7= (ANOVA2). 3 SHIIHBRFEWNER & L CEALOFENZ, W mER L LTt
ZRRE LTZBR O B IO BRI 215 BT Th - 72 (ANOVA3). 4 - HITHER#E
WNEER & U CHEAIOFinZ, PBRFEmER & U CREZ20E L 2B Bl <3
LI HEOfENT T > 7= (ANOVA4).

fER AR b ICii#i L. ANOVA 1 TiESRELHEERTRED bR~ (all
p-values > 0.1). &l OEITK T 2/ ONERIFRSAROIEENL, BN X 2E W0
BRF OREIC L 51BNV ERI N2 VRS 7z, ANOVA 2 Cix, BRI OPERNZ 3
HHEREDENRD S (F[1,46] = 9.223, p < 0.005) 75, #BRH ORAC L 5 F 5
(F[1,46] = 0.152, p = 0.70) & ZZE/EMIER®D biv/rin-7- (F[1,46] = 0.092, p = 0.763).
I OFERT, BEEERICED ST, EOBEMBRSEITBEEOBEICS, LEoBEIC
KL TR REpIEENZ/RrTZ 2R L7z, ANOVA 3 & ANOVA 4 TiX, BRI
5 5 E AR OZI 67 & 72572 (ANOVA 3, F[1,46] = 5.078, p < 0.05; ANOVA 4,
F[1,46] = 24.947, p < 0.001). fho>E2h5 L L BEAERITRD b7 (all p-values >
0.1). b OfERIE, LZONERISIRILE BHEEMICE D &3 SilmE OB, BEH
DEIZH L TR RERIEE 27T 2 & 2R/ L7,

4.445. 15 OEMAFRSARDTEENZ X5 2 x 2 x 2 ANOVA

F DOIERIFRSAIA D percentage signal changes (254 % = Jold & o K AE I E 25 B,
B MR (F[1,46] = 6.171, p < 0.05) ¥ XUy (F[1,46] = 11.978, p = 0.005) @
ERNRA R LTS, B ORI BT 5 8% (F[1,46] = 0.011, p = 0.915) 13725 HiLrs
Mmofe (K3C-#k1). £7o, AERIROIRZHEERDNGRD bl (BRI OV & BTk
OEHs, F[1,46] =5.031, p < 0.05). ZDIENCHERLZAEMTRO Sehr-7= (all
p-values > 0.2).
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4.4.46. £ OEMBSEEOIEENZXIT 5 2 x 2 ANOVAS

TEDRFRREAR & BRI, ORI OWT S, 4 FEO RIERIE 2 ThE S Sy
Wradifi Lz, #E2E5I1CE#H L. ANOVA 1 TIAER TR L ZEEMRITRD 5
a7 (all p-values > 0.1). ANOVA 2 Tix, BERBEOVERNT 3T 58 B ERhEN
@b stz (F[1,46] = 7.999, p < 0.01)) 73, EEoE#h% (F[1,46] = 0.058, p = 0.81) &
RN o 7= (F[1,46] = 0.042, p = 0.838). ANOVA 3 Tl3f &4 E4h i
LA HAERIZER e o7 (all p-values > 0.1). ANOVA 4 TIEE O 350
TORFHENRRD b= (F[1,46] = 15.926, p < 0.001). Z Do 41835 L 0% B 1R
RO HNZeh o7 (all p-values > 0.2). BLBEZENZ &1, Ziub O DEMESIKIC
B9 DRI B BRI Ko THEBEZ T 5 L WIHIRIA RS eh o, T ORERITE
FORERIEARICBNTE LR SN, EAOBERBEAITEOMERSICB W CHE
ROKD Y 243 5 ATREMED V.
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7% 5. JEIRRSAAR DOTEENZ K5 2X2 ANOVA Dt 5

LK. #E

LHAEH

FhF
WL EA O B2 RO R

ERERIRR GG
ANOVA 1 F(1,46) = 1.251 B

p =0.269
ANOVA 2 F(1,46) = 9.223 B

p <0.01**
ANOVA 3 _ F(1,46) = 5.078

p < 0.05*
ANOVA 4 _ F(1,46) = 24.947
p < 0.001***

FHERREE
ANOVA 1 F(1,46) = 0.025 _

p =0.876
ANOVA 2 F(1,46) = 7.999 B

p < 0.01%*
ANOVA 3 _ F(1,46) = 2.013

p =0.163
ANOVA 4 _ F(1,46) = 15.926
p < 0.001***

F(1,46) = 0.067
p =0.797
F(1,46) = 0.152
p = 0.698
F(1,46) = 0.018
p =0.895
F(1,46) = 0.001
p =0.975

F(1,46) = 0.264
p = 0.610
F(1,46) = 0.058
p = 0.812
F(1,46) = 0.011
p =0.918
F(1,46) = 0.094
p = 0.760

F(1,46) = 0.579
p =0.450
F(1,46) = 0.092
p =0.763
F(1,46) = 0.154
p = 0.697
F(1,46) = 1.978
p = 0.166

F(1,46) = 1.196
p =0.280
F(1,46) = 0.042
p =0.838
F(1,46) = 0.359
p = 0.552
F(1,46) = 1.137
p = 0.292

*xx < 0.001, ** p < 0.01, * p < 0.05
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4.4.5. tHESRHT

P AR O JE PRI TER AT BB & 2245 O IE IR SRR O BERE RN IHERS 2 TR iE L 7218 £ DA JE
%t &1 (Ito et al., 2015; Salimpoor et al., 2013), 4RO S (231 5 BEPNAIRTEE R
B8 & e DIEMFR SR OTEEN AL O BRI O BER ZEDFEAET 2 2 MEE L7z, JEPA
ATSERTRE & A2 D IERFRSIAOMBIIC B W T, ElmeEfili% S (Z=2.205, p<0.05) &
PR SAE (Z = 2.073, p < 0.05) (2B W CHIBIRE O A B2 (K8 > &R
ZRT- (X 4+ 5). mlnBIER S L O BRI S CIIA B R 22136580 &
nigino7- (all p-values > 0.1). JEANMRIRTEARTEE & A OEAIFSAEOMBETE, WIh
DEFIZBNTH A EZRBERZETRO b7 (all p-values > 0.6).
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A

vmPFC
(% signal change) 1-EEE¥

03 -
0.1 4 8M‘>
43
T T T - Left VS
-0.20/-%.’1/{; 2¥ 0.2 0.4 0.6 (% signal change)
0.3 -
o5 r=0.799*
(B)
PFC =
o =¥

(% signal change)

T 1 Left VS
0.4 0.6 (% signal change)

r=0.428%

4. BRI x 2 BN IRTEARTR A & A2 IR SR (R D TE B S 0> FH B

H BEGKEE (A) 3 L OERE (B) (28T 2 B4 RIS E R o0 RE NI RTSE AT R B &
FEMERIFR SRR DI BN R OB, Wit s bICHERMAZ R L. p<0.05 #FEAKEL L
7z.

vMPFC: HEPNMRIRTERRTRE, VS: MRS
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vmPFC 1—EE%¥

( A) (% signal change)
0.3 -

1 Left VS

0.6 (% signal change)

° r=0.760*

B) -
vmPEC =8%
(% signal change)

0.3 -

0 1o
o %2 i
o Left VS

0, 5 0.4 0.6 (%0 signal change)

-0.2

-0.3

-0.50]

5. i LRSI k3 BN RIRTEERT R & 2 REAIRR AR (R D15 Bh & oD AH B

H BEME KR (A) B X OERE (B) (28T 2 mllin e MERIG S s oD B PN AR TSR A R &L &
FEREMRR SR OIS BN E OB, B FEGMKEOAGEMHEZ R L. p<0.05 #6&
KAEL LTz,

VvMPFC: IEANMIFTEERT R, VS IEMIRRSRIAE
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5. B8

5.1, HHEHFR DL &

AAFFEL IMRI 2 T, il BN, et SEEME, EE OB D MhE
FG R OIE NI RTERRTECE & IR SR OTEBY S B PASEMINIC K 5B L2 Z T 5008 5 »
ERGELT-. EORES, BENAIRTEERTRE & RIS OTEENZ 3 LT B BEME 23 5 2
DWENRI D Z Las Lz, @it U<, (KB ENMIFTEERT R E OIREN Y, Zotk
DOERPRIZ BT 2 F M OENMI L TR OB TH o7, —F7, GRS OTEE) IR
RS, WL b ICEER, FIOEFAMEOBRIPRICR U THEEIHE R L. 61
RGN RTEE AT R E & 22 AARR SR AR OIS B O FEBIFENT DFE R, BIETH LI LMD Z R S
AUTCIE, mlE & el U TR B W TR S DA EICHRWN 2 E BB 6o 7. 2
O OFERIE, BEOMIERSICI T D MENRIRTEERTR E OMRE X O, IENHIRTEERTEE
FEAIRREE AR & ORSRERIFE STk 2 B FEM M OB EZ B 62NN Lz,

5.2. HPAREME 2N ERAFHIWTIZ G- 2 5 52
5.2.1. {TEFRIT — & OfREt
BRIP4 2 RPEEIZB VT, BEOIZNRITFRD b enoTz. Wit & HIZOmli
PEIZH U TR LMEICHR L CREEE m <, @@ilin A0 & EFE RIS 2 FEEEICA &
RO LR o T, RN QBRI Do B A mET Lz Ito &
(2016) DHEHEICHBNT S, HEFMETE I ZMEL D bEFLMECESFTEEEZ DT DL Z &0
HMONTEY, KFFROITEIFHT — X IATROMEZ R L. 72, B2k
DIEGFHIWT AT 5 By, BIEORRZFHCEZEN T 5 Z & (Buss and Barnes, 1986; Todd
etal., 2007), FE#nB A% 175 Z & (ltoetal., 2016) 23RBS TV 5. KAFZEDFTE)
FHIT — X OIXHBEEROZII D LT, RN B O/ 2 R S .
REEO—BEMEOFEETH 5 Prediction score X, WiRE & I E RS ORI & i LT,
FHEFEOHERMIZB N TE L, AEZREREOER O TNRPMERE SN, T ORRIE
TERY S A B T MERNC R 2 < G E OB L 0 b EFEFHF OBEFEIIR LT
Prediction score 73 < 725 Z & Zor L7z 4eATI%E (Ito et al., 2016) <°, [FHEAROEHITK
L0 IEMEICERRC & DM F EA s Lz #td (own-age bias: Anastasi, 2005; Wolff,
2012) b —ELTWD. —F, BEPEGER D EOEETRWEE & Bk LT, B EE OB
Iz %t4 % Prediction score NEEICIK o772 (K 1C, #£2). %V, HEEMEMAE
BRI B PAREG M MR IZH LT, BEE BRI T 278 &, i ADEEY
#4195 choice task & DEIEO—EMEAMED 7=, Own-age bias (X [RIFE & o2l
%ﬁbﬁ%ﬁéﬁ&_%m%ﬁfékﬁéﬁi(Nmmﬂmm”m%)%,%ﬂ?%ﬂﬁ
ETCIX7Z2 3, Prediction score (2350 T H PRE/E2S @O HERE 1 X =il QBRI L, &
FEF OBEALM o Prediction score @7/ NS W En D, HBEMER OEWEERE X, B
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PR 8] 2 VBRI b L C Own-age bias 23855 L T\ 2 aleEME 5. %72, ASD
IR TIE, WITONWTIEBRIZAD &2 9 TIERW & TIEW D L O AL AP R A B e
JTEENS, RER L RSV ANDBE L TIIED b h -7z &9 @i (Dawson et al., 2002b)
KV, I ANEMBEOZ D TIER <, A FELR A @ OERE 13 B PARER-H A 23K
UWVBRBRE I, GRS <, BRI 3 2 FEE &, AF A DB A RIRT 5 choice task
EDREEO—BIEPE» > T REME R B 2 b D.

5.2.2. fMRI 7 — % Ofit

AAFFETIZE T, BUII o 2 @4k TiEEh 4 5 silkay BVS Th 202 iR 7
% 7=, Parametric modulation analysis (2 .0y & & OFEEE & FHBE U 7235 8h 2 7~ 3 idfE
1% [AE L, Subtraction analysis (2T choice task Tk VW 44 TH 5 LIRS =BT %
L CaVvEE &R L7 idfEig 2 [F@E L7-. & 512 Inclusive masking % FVWC, [AE &7z
LN ORISR LB T H 5 OGS Lz, B Tse e —8 L <, ERIATEER]
BB & NEMIBR SRR OIEB O MW 5 R8BI 5 EBARMEL LS5 Z & 2R L
(Cloutier et al., 2008; Ito et al., 2016; Lebreton et al., 2009; Liang et al., 2010;
O'Doherty et al., 2003; Tsukiura and Cabeza, 2011), &7 %4l 37E 5 2% (lto et
al., 2015; Kim et al., 2007; Lebreton et al., 2009) = & Z /R L7z, T4 5 ORNGEIIZ I ZHE
M2 <, BAFICEE T 2 ERZIIERER 2BV T, HEEMRIZE D &3 R
DFER TR S 5.

g PNARIRITEERT RZE (2381 5 percent signal change D3 8T OFE RN 5, Lotk o Bl
295, BRI OFERO ERPHER I NI L, BRI ORI T 58I
Bonferroni #fiiE (0.05/4) % » )72 t REIZEBWT, B BEMEMREE O m i g SR &
PR & ORICOARABEANPHR SN2 E0nh, BBEME RSO OB
FIEE DA ZR G 03D 2 BENIRTEERTEE O SO TR OFM OB % =T 5 Z &)
RENT. S HIZZ ORI EPEMA&AFICLE LT, EETARICEW I L 2R L.
T B O FIE B PREME R @& EE O M AIRTERRT R E IZ BV T, LM BRI BT 2 Fin
DEWIXT D HUEHEDMERE L I L TR T LTV D 2 L AR LTV D, ZOAETHEMED
BRI L CIEER O b LT, MEMARREERICE W ChiER I ero7z. Bl EXY, B
FEME ) 23 JE PR ATER AT BB O BRI XTI DM AR R 2 SRR SRAYICAT S E 5 Z L 0RIR S
.

72, ERIRTERRTEVE & 24 ORISR & OFERERIRS S ARAT TIX, il 2ot ilise
Tk, EFELPERTR ST T, EARIETEERTRE & 72 AR SR O E B MR U S BRI 22 8
MRS NTz. DFEV, HEOBERIMI TR SNTZRIFTBW T, B FEME A S EE R
U, IEPMAIRTERRTEE & 22 IR SR OB RERIRE G MR 2 E R B b Ze 572, Tt
5 (2015) (FhFAx & HIT L7 BRI & A A TR W ST LB O EH b A LT S
BRI PRI RTEE A R B & REAIRR SRR DR RERVAE & & A LT\ D, M BRI %9
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2 N PNARIRITER AT EE OVEENC A B R BER 21RO bz 2 &0 h, NEPNRIRTERRTEE O
REAE FIC K D BEREAURE B8 BEI L TV D 2 &R B R bILD.

AWFZEIE B R AEOMIER G T 2 BVS OREA AT 2 Z L 2R L7y
TOMETH 5. BRI E W TIECIE, B BEMER S @WEGE, BRI 1 B
T DI OTEBI AN 32 2 & 03 0 IK L ST & 72 (Corbett et al., 2009; Dalton
et al., 2005; Grelotti et al., 2005; Hall et al., 2010; Humphreys et al., 2008; Pierce and
Redcay, 2008). ARl %1 R, H BHEGER 2 @ BUEYERE 054, LMEOBERBLIZ R
2 MBI RTER AT ECE OTEB) & I NI RTERRTECE & AAIRRSIR O O RERIRE & MR T35
Lo BVS IZBIT 287 /e TRtk s LTz,

T, ZORENEFACERNG & mm e MR R S FE R OB A= B A U D
HLOTIHRWNEWI BB AET D, T4 87 v —& MRl ZHWZEITHETIE, R
BEARCHG R[] OB REAVTE B & RITH O BRI EOHEBEAR H 5 Z LAVRS T (Dalton
et al., 2005). L22L7e2s 5, MEPRIETEHRTECECIERI#RSR > BOLD [ & E SRR &
O BEPE IR STV eV, REFZEOITENT — % (RUGKR], #FEfE, Prediction score) @
RIS ZZIIRO SN o Tz, LR - T, IR m i Ao M2 59 2 [
BARFRIN R B 72 BER S 1T A EHERI S 5 . EEO S, BT, 1Q 13— hTkY,
INHOREL - FRROMEIICEE LRV, Thwx, RFFRICET S, BFEGRN S
FEO I NAIRTEE AT R E OTE TV L, ISk 2 B OEW L D b, B PEE R O
EWNHA LTV D ATREMEA G . FE, ITED A Z 54 Tldk, ASC I3RS L,
MEMIAR SRR TIE 72 <, MENMIRTEERTR E OTEEVR TR T 5 Z L AL N Lo TV D
(Di Martino et al., 2009). 7-72L, A#FFECTIEHEARCE PR 2 EHAYICHIE LT
728, BT 5 ERHE & BVS & OBIRMEIZE LTIt THRRRET 2 LB & 5.

BEARREAR OIS EN TR 2223 7 <, milin ORRE L 0 b ER ORI LT, Bk
DOFPLE Y HLHEOFIC L TE Y RERIGEB 2R L. FROEWVICE LT, "tk
PEOBIT KT DR EMIS S, FHELMEDOEIZ ifﬁ“é%mﬁ@ﬁﬁxiwmbéﬁﬁ}ﬂk L CqF
ESNDZEBRGMNERoTWD, REGAIFEL Y, BAFIZBE U7z EBIAIE D=
BB T DRGSR OB R BEI VR S TEY (Ito et al., 2015; lzuma et al., 2010;
Levy and Glimcher, 2011), DERZEAIFFIED E1 R S ITEURERIRICHBWN T, BT H R
B2k R S & W o e IR e fef e BEMR T2 2 L RrEShTWw5b (Buss and
Barnes, 1986; Todd et al., 2007). 4 [ElD % FITAEMIFREAH B BHEMERICE B L =TT,
AR B E R AT AR E A2 O L AR 5. MEREGATIE T, R
FIZRBWTE, BMEOBEIZREMEOBEICHS, X0 #HMAE N2 2RI TWD (Ishai,
2007; Kranz and Ishai, 2006). A#RIIZNDDHREZIFFTLHHDOTH 5.
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5.3. WFFERA & RS

AR CIEARAR-CE G R 2 R IHIE L CTuZev. ASD B ICH 1T 2 B xF
THHMBIIETIL, EBRERICHDR ) RESEBREBE ST L5 L5 (Pelphrey et al.,
2002) oEMFEES L L C RIS M D & v o s (Spezio et al., 2007) 723&%
2L E0, BREMEZRRL T OBEORBMEZFL, EHO LD ZER L TV D00

ZFHEIL, BEICKT 2 ERER & BVS & ORISR O TRAET 2 BN S 5.

F£72, ASD ShETiE, MIZHOVWTIIBRUICAY &2 5 TERWmE TEVWR RGN
PR AE BRI e TS T A, BB E ML VWADEHE TIEEDLL RN bWV HE
(Dawson et al., 2002b) 7362 Z & K0, HPAREMERAS & OEERE 13 8 PARERE ) 23R B
BREITIHE A, RPNRIF S <, BRI T 27FE &, A OE % %IRRT 5 choice task &

DEEDO—BEWEDE o T2 FREENRE X b D T2, RBFGETH 5oy & 7o 7234l O
ITEIFRRER & TMRI OFERIL, b OB 284 HB OGA IR b5 ATREMED &
% . EPHREAE T A3 B LAS ORI ST 2 S A ] i R0 3 A R AT 1B 52 52 B 9~ 2 M A I
ED XD e Bh 52 2D OW IS THRGEET 2 LERH 5.

AMFFETITHRI R & BRI EE B IEICIRE Uiz, B & otk CIR B MIxh3 5 841
Wi i7e s Z EamiEsn Tk (ltoetal., 2016), Bt & &t A BIEMEIN OFBEOI )
HRLDAREMENH D . AWFZEIE, BPFEMAA RV D & AHE STV D BB T
(Fombonne, 2009) Be4ffr & B PEMM & OR#E AR LIZE WS AT, BELODH LS
2 5. £i2, ASD BEIZRD D IHAHEROEEBLRINT HT-0I2, TERRER &5t 5
& LT iR AETEE 5LTW@TE%&$&T%5@%#H®# RIPENEIZ ASD B3
@&Aéﬁwl%é_w@%ﬁszéﬁkoﬁ%@ﬁ#ét ZIE, ARBFEOFEED B

15 b NE RIRTERRTECE O B PAREM I & 2 255825 ASD %%‘ ZEBWT b HER éhé@

DRGET D E DR H 5. if:%@ﬁuﬁx[ﬁbbk LT, B & 30RaHIlr 23 7 2 2z B8 T
(X B PEMR 2 E D X O I RAFHIETIZ BT D DOMREE L 72\,

I PAEAE A i i TR oD & AL 7okt NIRRT O — B DR T RoMiEE o /3 2 — 78 ASD
DIFRED RIS W B T 2 5B R PR 72 A & U CRE I TR 2R BERS I VX E 725
L TR0, ASC OFEEZIRD TV Z EICEND. #HRICBWTAESHL I & A T
W5 ASD BFE B HEMA O @ WER TR ISR 2R L R A E 2D e D &
I, SIHITMIREEZED TNETWNWEE XD,
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6. FErm

AWFFETIX, B - Els ok - FE B« FELVEOBEIC KT 538 R OfiE RS
BT A ME NI RTEERT R E & MERIRR SR OIS EN S B BEMEN OB L Z T 5008 9 vk
MGE LTz, & OfERLLT OfE i 2 137-.

1. HPEREME AR O BN RIRTERRTECE O TR BV RIIBRIM O F i S B2 T 5725, B
FEM A S E O XL 9 2R 23580 biiinoTz. SDE Y, BHPFEBFR &R S ik L
T, HPHREMAAERRE O RE PRI RTEERTECE OTEENE, ZMED BRI 61T 2 4R lin D
(XL TE i TH 7.

2. JENMIRTERRTEE & ENERIFRSRIROTEEB OFRBIRIT OFE R, RMETH 2 LMoE % &
ARSI, B PEGA R & PR U C A PR AERRE IS B THRBERIRE B 03 A RIS
FRNZ E B LN T,

3. JEMIBRRAOIEENIREMZE 2R &S, WL bISHEFEE, FIOEFERMEO BT
U CIEEIAIER Lz, ERRR @RI W T, A BEBR OB 2 21T 20
ZEARENTZ. EREOREE, RUERRICAETS.

AWFIEE, NEPIRIRTERRG S & MRS AR OTE BN 3t L C B BRI 23 5- 2 5 52808 i

mHZLER L. SbIT, BOMIERRIZI T 5 EAIRTEERTEE ORGE L O, A
ATEEARTECE & MRS & OFERERIRE A 1Tkt 2 B BUEMEIN D24 B & i L.
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7. HiEE

KX DOERICH =0, KD THEE, ZXEA2BY £ Lz, SEREEHE o EE
RFRFBERAERL F e bt A TG R 0 B OIS R BIZ IR O B2 R L E .

Fio, BHREHE L UCBE R RS, TR A TRV R R E A AR T35 o1l
AWHRICER OB ERLET.

KR EED DI, ZRND IR, TWHIETEEE LI —7 RFEOFEHECA
dek, ALEEERE KT ) T — g VRPEIOERR R, ALRE KRB
BHEF ARG R 0 B O & B — A5, ARHRE KPR PR R Rt O D BR 22
FORE  FEHEOE S FITERBOBEERLET. £2, TFRESCHEOEL DR E
% < O Thp /1 L TIRWZ ARRE R PR FBRER TP O HE KRS A, RO RFFEATE
wXz, BhEL, T—XBEOBIC LI L THHWEFE, ARSI L T 220w
PeBRFE O S FITIREHH L LT ET.
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