OHRAER 2020, Vol. 28, No. 4, 604611
Advances in Psychological Science

DOI: 10.3724/SP.J.1042.2020.00604

TUINE T B OB AR SRR TUNE R

ik k!

B

B¢ &

M 2

i #

ol
)

A

(AL FIRTE RN SN Z R TR L, R 116029) C F ERFE O BAFFERT, JLE 100101)

B E AAFRFEMNMAT G F AL E G AR, A SN LRI —, AMRIARFIET A T
TAREEER. FREAPORBSRFRERSHRLIL T FILOESER S E LA G A m Tid42, sb
g, ARt B R A TN RS S R T AR IR A AR TN, KB, AR BRARARALAT W
ot K ERFEARA R AT KB E RN, 46 TR ETRATN AR AER, KL 8135 st BEA

R A TONAE A
X8R Tikde; AR BAKRE
SEE  Bs42

1 31§

TCIA I H T A AT BB O HE 3 A
Wi, A% L (Confidence)fE h HAE bR Z — bt T4~
XA SRR AE R, R e AR
B 3 W Ak T (Robinson, Johnson, & Herndon,
1997), 7EIk4 He5% (Joint decision)id B, A {E.0
FEPRA 5 T BN G DR SRR R 25, 5 B A AR
WA W SR P EET . EIRF
(collective benefit)if # 5 Bk G UL 3K 1E o £ FI- {4
PEFRIE B =2 (B Y 25 SRR, AR AR R 25 1 /N
e ok 55 BY 5 45 P (Pescetelli, Rees, & Bahrami,
2016), TEARZBAIGE DL BN PR ik, an%
TEAE A I B B 38 8 MR 42 W, HLAi 98 3 Wl
TR AR B AN TR) L B X I 1 B 1 R SR
B, AT LU = 6 A H R 1Y IE B 7% (Koriat, 2012a;
Schweitzer, & Helbing, 2011;
Mannes, Soll, & Larrick, 2014), A8 R T B 5O
FEARIER ) ML E M, IFX sk R R R
DL AR 55 26, G DR h LSO AR OGS ORI
SEASTRY (IR AR [a] EHEAT TR, BRI
G AF O A A AL, LU 4
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5 SR (S P
2 BRERETHTIAGES

FEBRE AR O A8 b5 FIHR G D3R 1 6 R 2 W,
AL B2 8 AR O TT AR B G e 3 1
BRI RGOSR A B9 A2 < S B R
AY)5 & (Armstrong, 2001; Surowiecki & Silverman,
2005), 1M B 155 K008 A 32 H B AR AR 2k
(receiver operating characteristic curve, ROC)f{J5|
AR, WFFE e B0 A8 6 TR SRR T T 40y 2 )
WORHIE, AHAN A 19 ST N RO [R) B 52 e R 5 D3R
(Galvin, Podd, Drga, & Whitmore, 2003; Macmillan
& Creelman, 2004),

21 BRE“HEAEE NNERITUAMAERFH

BEM

TR B TN LA 0 5 400 358 1) A R 9 R B, A
AR S R At N P WL R PT A HR R TRSRE 11 MERA
P, Wt R T = A REIE, TEE
567, N EH R A B (wisdom of the
crowd, WOC) (Koriat, 2012b; Lorenz et al., 2011;
Mannes et al., 2014), F %X — B L 58 TAEA]
PLE I E] F A28 9] (Galton, 1907), BEHERATH
THRRZAZLWA R Z RN T A2 MR
(Bovens & Hartmann, 2003; Nitzan & Paroush,
1985), X4 Hip 2 5L T AR [ i i 8, R4
WLEEE AT AT 75 SRR FR LA (signal) FIREAL I
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& (noise) R & LAY, A UM ZEHR AR XAl 57, A
A2 Al G R A DR 2R R T

BT, 9T S o RIS [ A A 1 e SR 4
R, FEMTE R AR AR OGN F A ok T, BRI OR
SR, SRR R B AR Z g A b
EME-MBEE, —_HBEARMATZY
(Surowiecki, 2004), 3% FfJy X B — Pl i [m] A 3G
FH, 2R AN N HEAT R S LG8 B A T R,
AT LABRAS B4 A Ak 1145 3R (Rauhut & Lorenz, 2011;
Vul & Pashler, 2008),

AN ARG A B, B R PSR Hg)
b, AUl S A AR B TR SR 2 2R T A 1B TR OR
AR DX B P SN 2 1 114 Vi 30 A 5 ) 4 B
S B 45 J (Pescetelli et al., 2016), TEIB A L 5EAT
S, R S EORAMR BT T PSR, SRR TE
AR BEAT B S s s e e A5 B2 )5, BEALHHE
FE— A MR IEATIRG TR, T YA A PSR L AR
A NEMRAUESE B0l Fad, AfTx A O g EE
A AR L, 33X EE AR PSR 3R A DR SR 1Y 5 T Al B
Ko Brennan F Enns (2015)JWF5E S FF 17X —M
R RS FR WAL A B Bl B 23 Rt A 5
25 B AR D T ETEAY, USRIt AT S
o BN, Bahrami 45 A (2010)AYRT5E K BE 4 {1
PR T DU B 2238 H B e 5 00 A M, A
(] L, IR R T8 1 JE5% R0 i R 0 ) Y 25 e 25 5
M B R SR Y A5 2R, Ot R R T v 1 IR
X RS AR O AR XS S R o PR Y BRI 22 5 2
RIS, AU R IRE E %, L%
B AE R, IR G e SRR A5 AR T AR
HH OB A R A AR A RO

X FPXS FH B PSRAN E PEAG T RY.O BN T
9k 78 5t HuFR R 70 Al (Metacognition), 1976 4,
Flavell i 82 oA X — &, 5 2L Ao
FARLXT TCIA R A DG SCRITRE A 2 L T A [ 1y UL i
(I Kitchener, 1983), ASidix 2L 5 #BIA R JCIA
S AN A P SRy A

g5 b, TIPSR R b R A AR,
Her A ] TN R BUREAE 19 22 S AR Y DR
B PR A TR 2 S I G DSR2 2R . B
98 B W I TN HO A B SR I S,
AR A 00 5 7 A R R BE T S T A R
PESRAE S8 1 FE br, WO S A AR I G D R 1Y
KA

22 “TUAHHREM B SHNENREMEEE

i

I T 5T 5 AR S R AH S X T
INFIE— 2L AT 20T, oDk IH T I AL
Y% (Galvin et al., 2003; Macmillan & Creelman,
2004), “1 #1” (First-order B “type )5 18 H 818
BT YRR IE R, S5 X L 5
B EHEBE R 2 “11 B> (Second-order T “type 117)
PR ZJTNAIBIA A, 8 TIoANHKT, M A
HIFHRT TR,

T AU ) S e T ST IA HUKOF(an B AR
DR AR)F T AR AR5 R Z M LR M,
BTN . R L B T
SEPEEURE O —ER R ARG, IR0 R BN T B85
TCAHURE AR, BRI e
17 BE AR B4 D SR A LU IE 3 7 5 25 (Fleming & Frith,
2014),

TETCINFBE ST I B, le Comte (1952)IA
AN T1 58 3T LA 1) S 3 AR AR I8,
BV A A B2 43 S S (i ) S0 95 SR8 1 e 5
T R AR ) YRR ST IA LS AR E AT B R SR 2
AT, HEEE AR = R R, KLY
TR TAE S Ay X Bk 2%, A E P E A, iR
T 2 AT AT 10 o PSR 1 T R Ik 1 4R 1A%
(functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI)f)
UEHE R F, AN R A D% A /) 45 2 A 4 I8 T
AR, LOwT%ER 2 JZ (prefrontal cortex, PFC)F %
Jb BN IR JZ A ME B, X RIS TCIA R
ORI 22 S PR AL T A LA S A . TR, ERARE
FEAERT SR kR R iR X T g i A, s
B8 Gm TAE S 5 Rl Y 28 2R U (Fleming &
Dolan, 2012),

A A TG A A B ST R e v i B
EH, 183 7R Z 5k 3 2.0 B IR SR 1Y 32
$¥., Schmitz, Rowley, Kawahara Fl Johnson (2006)
AR A R R AR M ER, R
AR A2 450 RS B 8 A K S RS 19 9T
N EAFTESRBE o Al AR 1 BF 5 3E — 2D S
THIE R ZE AR T B PR B, mi
FE SN Bz 278 T UM 8 i T R v ke G
A FH (Fletcher & Henson, 2001), b7k, JCIAFIZK
- e A5 AR B2 B R SRR O, N AT T
TN AR 222 53 VT R AR AT I B 2 T ) B
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%28 %

) 5% (Fleming & Dolan, 2012), JGIAHIBUR: AT
FEIB R T 4GP B A OC A 248 A BRI AR 0 T A
FRA LI, AR T i — PR E AT
TR BT REFE R o

3 BREUVEFRNRELRERESKE

31 B AR R RIERR

LA HLG B2 K AE DT S U FN TR Bh g, &
B AR F1 Sk B R ARE R S e I U
PEMTE bR . SRS R B, SR A O Sk i
VERTCN R EAR AR RS 5 7= A F B 22, BN
PEAG M AAH L, X AAS FA AT B 3RS &
B0 B AR R, FR M P44 5 9 (introspection
illusion)” (Pronin, 2007). J& 3%, X5 3% A
B VA B 5 e 119 5T TA 0 DN g 9k 1 e R O T D
o IEIACAR Z SR T JCIA A 2 Fh HoAh B
wE AR, e AfE %R (confidence ratings)
(Peirce & Jastrow, 1884) . “JI%% = iH %" (perceptual
awareness scale) (Overgaard & Sandberg, 2012)71
“HRIRJG R M (post decision wagering) (Persaud,
McLeod, & Cowey, 2007)55 ,

Horp FAE O — bR S TSR B e
WERRPEN FLE R . AR5 R IIME 55 R BRI
F 5 BB 22 8] 04 56 & T AR S 6 A A oT Il
JEAE Y T S HE FR (Fleming & Dolan, 2012; Fleming
& Frith, 2014; Pescetelli et al., 2016), Koriat,
Ma'ayan #1 Nussinson (2006)1J4/F 5% 32+ 173X — W
R, WRIT AT A v 2 i 2 BV B R 1 £ R -
Hir i T2, ERR AN NEI 25,
R P 2 B T L B AT A, R X e R
A AR, 25 R A ShcIZRBE R
1Y 9 {5 AR B RN R B E e 1 = ) A A A G . B
2 A, Baumgart 55 A (2019)ffF 55t S il T 4L 55
RIA AEREZ M Z2IEMC, MEENAER
B, SR EM R AR, REAERITIA
AR R . R, BTRLE LS A AR O R B R
TN U S AIK, S T — 2 B AR A
PSR v AR AR, B AR O TR BRI
WP BLIR A SRR AT 45 28, D) T GnfeT 45 A A T
REE,

32 BEUHEXNERESER

PSR 5T T SR B AT 55 38 5 95 B SRl 0 B

N AR, @28 [8)4E: 55 (visuospatial task) FlEE I

YL AT 55 (perceptual decision-making task), BRIt
ZAh, A R G0 BT AR (AN R L ) T 5E)
BIAT 55 28 8, I gt 25 A 0 3 BEAT 45 (high-
level social and cognitive reasoning task),

FEARZS (A 45 25 v, 425 (6] D) B 3l 48 18
A0 25 ) 1 R Tl B AR R AL, RG2S M HE R
He 23 A AT 0 BLRAR 1 BE F1 (Salimi et al.,
2018)c FEPHMIFEH, 1 H R =S 6] 53 304 55
e HAR A7 58 . van den Berg, Zylberberg,
Kiani, Shadlen F1 Wolpert (2016)7E X [ Bt g 5 HF
FEH, XA PSR B B R T S A BEHL R ST 5,
FLRPHN W s S0 BT 1), 58— B B
WrZe iz s, 5 BBl BT iagh, RSk
BT AR OV o AR5 2R A YA B B
JORHERIE WIS, A B E B AR IEH, BFSTiE
b AR RSBl R R R KT . SR R I S
Xof 55— AN R FEEAR DI, MRS Be S i
A O 1Y P IR W (B i R R 2, B g i) o
RZ, WRGHE A R, PLREACET ] A . Allen
S5(2017) B BT 5 [ AE SR T S S AT 55 A8 5, J o i
B A& fMRI Ml £ 2 80K i 3 R (multi-parameter
mapping, MPM)E &AL TCINFIRE 1A G 2%
FRAE, S50 SR A 2 )R 5 8 AT 55 (global dot
motion discrimination task), 23R %3z J) K7 s 1) 2
WRi2 g7 10 s H P38 gy Jr e, 3l AR A Bl s
JEE RN 1) 4 ) S e B, LA A R K T R A
Bk i R DGR, SO S A S O Z A
AH

TR TR SRAT: 55 [R)AE 6 B R A O 3 T e A
JT AR S 2SR Ry 2 fR 76 . W Gabor Y6l —
P&— 30 AT % (Bahrami et al., 2012; Bahrami et al.,
2010; Baumgart et al., 2019; Pescetelli et al., 2016),
BN 43 24T 55 (Leong, Hughes, Wang, & Zaki,
2019), (AHEHIT5(Desender, Boldt, & Yeung, 2018)
FH B (@ B AT 5 (Aguilar-Lleyda, Lemarchand,
& de Gardelle, 2019)55 . 7RI A3 PSR — 8 — 0 L AT
% " (Two-Alternative Forced Choice), i % & H
Gabor JCHIE Jy BCRE R, V8715 e T bE B DA ek
PN SRR B o S I B SR A AR R R A R H
br, B AEOHEITIEE, BIRR SR N N
HEATAC UL, DRRREE RS, 20N BB X X5 e
KA A fFOIEATIHE, DLEFT G P 3R (Bahrami
et al., 2012; Bahrami et al., 2010; Baumgart et al.,
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2019; Pescetelli et al., 2016), HF 5% %& P4 38 (9 IE =X
WEEMEG UK R, YAV T 78 i g
SRR TR F B AAE SR 7 5 BN J7 i 4%),
N7 6] B FR v 5 18 AR S 8B M RUR S TS 1
V4] 38 41 & (Bahrami et al., 2012), Leong %% A
(2019) A B FE MR 1 BRI 58 73 RAT 55, W5
MMARSIHLES ST TR . SEIRR T L3 5
REE R, R ERE R ZH0, ZORERK I A&
X F(BVERM vs. RS E A L
B (E AL 5O #E AT B0, RS SIE R, B
AL Ao IF I E AR . RS R ITE S
PEZAS, a5 B A& T AL e m 4 L, R4
Bl 2 R S B R e i o AL, e AR
AT VORE B o S 6 3 ok 45 A S o AR T 43 Y —
5 TR IR R LM B O B R e H
I

TE 5 o0 BRI T 4T 45 25 % v, Molenberghs,
Trautwein, Bockler, Singer Fll Kanske (2016)%FH T
AL NAERAT S, PSSR 2018 % : Bl
s k) o 2l At N HE I Bl R ST HE ) SE g
wit, HealEMEII(Z 15 s, FAREPL),
WSR2 )G, Bk E e B O MRz, 1
YRVTAS X A BN RIS R, 22 ) TR 24 A0
r R G R) B () 2B PO HE BRI 2, o e AT
HAFRREIEor o WF5E & S0 e 4 50 3 5 P2 AH
SR TE I AR 2 S5 VAT 0 1545 - B¢ )2 (anterior
medial prefrontal cortex, aPFC) PR I R A R,
N PN A RN TTIA A A 22 0tk kS

gi b, AR D TESSRAT 55 W58 rhon] >R 0 52
AT S5 KA BRI, 452 AT 55 26 4,
BN AT 55 B R = GO0 BN TAE % . JORBFSE
rh o ) AU AT 55 2R ALY I8 T 22 0 i e Al
OB TRk FR AR 55, 109 B 20 BRI ST AU
S5 AR X A, 33X AT RE AT 55 ME 2 LA K BF 55 [
A Ko

4 BRERRHBEFELHEFHTMNER
REMZE IR T

bR, TR S A AR ARG TR
R L BRI T IR AR, AR O AR AR BB TN A
JCIA TR A R B AR AR RR, O B2
PR S A e A UL ST B A 5 |
AMEE [, O B O T D SR At 1T A R

% (Bahrami et al., 2010; Baumgart et al., 2019;
Maniscalco & Lau, 2012; Mannes et al., 2014), Bf
ez Ah, WG R A 5O R R I B 28 A BAL ]
HIWESE A B, TN HIBE J) 0 A 2 B DA G,
KAFWFIEC LR W B B2 FERE . R, e
K POIRIIREAR G, HON B 158 B X R Y
Ji%i IX 36 sl .45 BT AN [6] (Hassabis & Maguire, 2007;
Molenberghs et al., 2016; Sharot, Riccardi, Raio, &
Phelps, 2007),

4.1 B U TN AE R

Xof 3 AR 3 Ao A A3 BT AR O e b T I
BRRER, CHBFER AL T ARZ LM
SHAAL . H A5 5 A (direct signal sharing
model, DSS)IAYW, A6 AT B3 HUR e S 7577
TE 22 5, 30 3k V) 38 50 S 07 1Y) 24 {8 R AR o 22 S A
B, #amAmA AR SN T - DAL,
AR 7K T4~ A (Alais & Burr, 2004), SR i
AT INAL 53 Z A5 %Y (the weighted confidence sharing
model, WCS)MIA Sy, #4358 SBUBMEAH A4, A
RO BEAE], XA B AR . 0y
— AN NS U EE R s — D NI 22 5% KT 40%
A, AR ) £ AN 2 e T A SRR B P IR T
R, EES ARG ER, A AR N
F— A% Z (Bahrami et al., 2010), K 11, i
o R 1 4 B2 AR R 2R (ROC), WFSE
NG 3 5HE A A5 RE S A R ORI IE B S Y L
{6 ROC ML A brkl, B3t meta-d FI d°45
SRS, SR T B2 X, e~k T
AR PR B2 . ROC MR AL TR %L
PR H BRI AGEA R, M TXMLZ
B TR R HGE RE AR B . X RO IE A
WEARAG T A A D7 BRI Rk, AT DA A i DL
[R] 2% X6 930 £ 5% 1 (Fleming & Frith, 2014),

R T R R BEAR T O DL PR ER A Ok B S e
BRI BeA it — 20 X 5 R Te A S fb i B AR A
#, Koriat (2012b)WHFFTRIR, “T TP 3R fgURME:
AT B SRR EAAAE AR G, HIX B P i
TR I 5 7T RE 2 EARIR A, o ik A Wk
B DRI 78 A R R A A A B R o U M e, o
25 WU BRI, A B e A T A R,
AT DAFE G0 B AR TP R T A 2 iAT S, AT
HE AP BB TR o BRI, Pescetelli %5 A (2016) 1%
RO BS B, T T HHERIT R RSB T,
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AT SRR R, o T LR SR Y L R 4 T A
FRER 71%, MR4ME G ARG PSR SRR 25 &
AR, T B PR A 1E DR AR S 3
1o BFEE K IR A PR rh bl 5 2 LAY — Bl —
SR A5 0 0 T 10 5 e R 1,4 ) R
—Hint, AfERERm, WEAR—En, AERE
REAIR, TCON TR (4 38 I At A 1A ) 23 R 34K

WA WS SO W i B S 81T T
¥ R4y #r, & ¥ DDI (Distribution Difference
Index, MY TR ASATE R R FAF K B
WA AT 28 ) VE A AR AR AN B 0 B 25 1, AR
CPDI (Confidence Performance Difference Index,
AR PSR oL B P AR R AR KCOE R )
M2 — A~ SR 25 1 B 47 70 45 47 (Baumgart et
al., 2019).

Zi b, BT AG OISR E ek, Ead
BT RT AR AR A 15 B2 89353, {1 ) SR i #
YERIAT 58 1. Rk, 3 5 A At P SR AR A
HATBCRYA] g, T DAY B AT SR AR o R Ok R
RGN CHE R, Bt AR s BA e
P AL
42 BEOLHEHXMEEENS

R R P EE AR A RN A PR I UE AR
KBTI AR 2 B HAR O fil X RS TH 2
(posterior parietal cortex, PPC)Xf H {550 A 5 E 44,
WFEXT TCIA RN D ek 1 ST RR R AT TR, Xk
XIAE AR O HIW P I B AR A, T
ARG W B A KO, LR B A0 0 W7 1 o 1
(Fleming & Frith, 2014),

55 & B PFC I HAH SCH X F0 A 15 O 1Y 3Rk
E# MK, Fleming, Weil, Nagy, Dolan Fl Rees
(20103 328 i 25 14 BUAR, & BT IA HIME R M 1Y) 22
55 £ W S N A &R K2 R (right rostrolateral
prefrontal cortex, rIPFC)H [ K Ji {4 FH & 1F AH 56,
0 5 v P T A R 1 55 1 B S 2 R 8
FK . WA BT R 3R 0 I 45 ) A M 22 57 52
Mg X 35k ) 8 45 4 (K anai, & Rees, 2011), Yokoyama
ZENQ010)[FIFERH MRI #E1THF5T, A BITINA
HERPE 545 A B S5 10 X A9E 30K AR
XK, MAMES RATCK, BT RIAITTIAA
HERR M A B X — BB, ARFREICEE AEO0M
S W R 2R SR I 1 4 55 2R BT 1) o 28 R G AT 4%
B, R VAR R R 45 s e PRV R i G A

et R ERA P, IR 23 8 0 AL AT 55 1Y 3R
(Fleming & Frith, 2014), 5 %& BLAE P00 R 450 -
JZJZ (ventromedial prefrontal cortex, vmPFC)t 7
FRIAE 55 R B b KA 1R, PTRE A B2 R Y
A7 A0 AR 12 4 A LA e B i
(precuneus) Z M FRAFEE BB R, NmiAHC
A A2 B A8 42 K Sk (Hassabis & Maguire, 2007;
Sharot et al., 2007),

Rtz Ab, i A& I B )22 (aPFC) IR
BRI JCIAN AT %4 2 . Molenberghs %5 A (2016)K)
WHIEHE— B TR R AT B )2 RTINS &, A
FRRMAITCNAIES AR F A aPFC 1S
BRI A DG, & 20MC. %M X T HHE A
W IO EETCINAIRE J7 A 2K (Yokoyama et al., 2010;
Fleming & Frith, 2014), Bt b, #F 5% K& 244
A 5O HEIEE, XU SO {4 (bilateral striatum)
1§ 5 (hippocampus) 5 FIR ¥ | 812 B3IA KM
i DX N . = AR O U5 T 1 4 R
E PR G A I DTG A O, B 455 A0 i A
Jfi(dorsomedial prefrontal cortex)F1 XM HE & Bz Jiit
(dorsomedial prefrontal orbitofrontal cortex), [fijid
BE FLA A IC A R BSURR AR B SRR DG, SR X e %
B R AR, RO T ARTCIA MU . Allen 4
QOINMBIFE K I T aPFC, BRI . ¥ 2 A5
B JZ v R TN R AR G Y i s A A, o
Al aPFC FITINM R IEARSE, AR, 2ol
LR T 1 2 AR B R 1) ST A RN R A O

% i 400t Bz J2 A G M X 2 A, JE TR M B 2
(PPC) % ¥4 % B Zi/E ] . Fleming I Dolan (2012)
RO 5T 45 S 2 B UM rlPFC . &0 B 177 [1] (dorsal
anterior cingulate cortex)lJ5 T % )2 78 70N HI
AE 55 b R B R TG S ARAE . IR AR O, ik IX
DCHE SR BE RGN, B RO, R G DX s
WFIE R AR I A5 O HI R 55 36 RAFAE AR G,
155 IR m AR AR R m, S R
JCINHIRE ST o Hifth fMRI B 58 [FIAE R, Wint 1 F
DETE AL  E WL AR O 7 BT R R E
A6 W94 FH (Chua, Schacter, & Sperling, 2009; Kim
& Cabeza, 2007), A At 57 0 5O BT
W, & AR AR A S W AE T T e 2 3k
LSRG S AL Z T, FEFRWEY, 5
AR R, R B AR TR F e 2 00305 3 T
BR(Kim & Cabeza, 2007; Kim & Cabeza, 2009),
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HRAE LR HE AT DL & AT A0 - e 2 B AR O
i DX T A B2 2% A 5 il DX TC IR Y B 4
AR B2 2 A0 S DX A0 Hh B 4 T RE AT
1255 R AT PR RIZR L, TR S ZES
PSR A5 R T B JZ A 5% M DX U %k 9
O B B2 A B AR, £ S R T DA A
Mo X EEIFTE R A SO 0 A R DX 9
W R BEATAE 22 5, (ELRH G i 28 A BRAIL ] 1) B 5 ke
Z XS AT 55 ZE RN 55 X B 22 S R B 1) AT 5

5 SREERZE

FEMR G YR G, AR O aX — oA U
PEFE IR — BRI AT 8, ASCE S SEA R
O FEFR P4 S, I X P S oY 2o AR
WOLEAT SR, B RO T IR AR T B A e
SR TN A FH B HC A 56 i 28 A AL o) 46 ) S agE A 7
THLEE, SRR MBFFE AT LR R & 0 3o T2
RTS8 . BRI AL T RES L. &
Az BEAL AR A 78 AN RS2 AR 3% v Y Ry 45
i &

e, AR LA 5 1 SE R AT: 55 25 0 35 19 0
STz HARRTG, WA P RfE R+
A LR B 55 R R B il ST, B0 0E AT DR 4518
TEAN T 55 R B R S AFE— Bk . Rl & ok
FE P B v R0 R B (AN B H ) 1) o 2 T
SEHE ST, R SRS AT LA i R v 40 B
BIAHSC AT 55 2580, Ak AT R i 5% BT AT 55 2
TR sl A 2T, B 5 NSk i AT
A BN FH 2 N, DA G desk
JCIA N A G S 2 A 1 22 S B A 9T 25 1

Hk, NIRRT kA, 2 H H 150w %
B UKL Z R S BRI AT, X 2 544
4l meta-d’ . DDI.CPDI #8445 A ML S AR o
A% Sfe AT DA s 3 5545 R0 45 5 B 4 1) 32 R A,
Xof 458 Y AT B A AR 1Y oA 5 5O S B TIRE, L
AR R TN 235 28, (L [R) Bf oy 2 B AR AR A 3 T
S G 35 FH 9 FERIE SR R 0 BE Z IR 0

TR, DR AR 1 il 28 2 BRI
B 4% Molenberghs %6 A (2016)H)HF 57 % LA A
RS AN aPFC BTS2 DIAH G, (HduAg —Lemfo
AT AR A IESE, WA 70 A 0 A € 1 X1 fig
R, Flhn, McCurdy %5(2013)FIBF5E K& B1,
BRI TC U ATRNEAZ G A HIE A [RT: 55 () 771

FISCHE, (A TCINAIRE /1S aPFC i 25 11
KM, T iEAZ IG5 8 T v fi 25 e A R
INAR G o IR, RSk T AR 2R JT A 0 B B AR ot 22
SERG AT 32 BT 45 S FIT 55 5 2 E 25 22 R O 5%
Wi, S o 20 A B 2 A ey () S R R Ak
VICHER A PER T 1T BE Ry 2 A FRAIL 4R 4 225 A
Ja ko

e, IS, B YR B S
7T, WAL A A OGN RE T, R AR RA R
RIS EAT R AL S8 N AR . e +E 28 1
MG S B 0 AR R 56 Y T TR R X
PR RAT N, OE 2R EN S, $ETF G R
% 55 TN AR FH (Brifiol & Petty, 2015; fS581, P
T, IET, 2017). T AEIG PRSU H & B, R p
Ay SUNE | BT 2% U R R 401 45 S5 R P AR AR
PN TR R JEE R A Bl B 175 & i R R DA R [t 45
MG AEBFICINAIRE J1 % VIAH G (Antonius et al., 2011;
Mintz, Dobson, & Romney, 2003), % x40
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The predictive effect of metacognitive confidence on joint decision making
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Abstract: Metacognition refers to individual's subjective judgment about process of ongoing cognitive

activities. As one of the indicators reflecting metacognitive sensitivity, confidence plays an important role in

the individual's understanding and adjustment of one’s own behaviors. Studies have shown that the common

task types in self-confidence indicators involve basic and advanced mental processing. In addition, the

prediction of self-confidence on joint decision making gradually changes from confidence itself to

exploratory prediction parameters based on computational models. Finally, neurophysiological research on

confidence has verified the importance of prefrontal cortex (PFC) and posterior parietal cortex (PPC). In

order to optimize the predictive function of confidence, future research should explore other complementary

computational models related to confidence in decision-making process.
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