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* &t % 4 # (Conceptual Framework) *
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(AR AF IS4 BE, BB 610106) C b st KAIEFE R 2B, WY 518055)
CEFEREEREFREL LR, % 710032)

W B FSATL R LR RIRTRARS TR R EL P, B SR RIRN R4 R E AR
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AR AR R R F B8 R R KRR S T EIRIE .

X RS, KRR, s, A, FHmXals

%S B842

1 (iR PR RRTAT N BB, S — R R AT
. fE4m. BEyF., 35, AT, B
CHHTIE, HATA RGN o M BT STl AL, DR
_— . . e B T ELAE Bl = A IR A M RS R S s R
JE) Ay, RIRE S R BRI E A, e e S 1 1 st st T o
s , N FIWr, BT 4RI ML E F A 2 B, 7R S = AR Y
EHRE T BLAESE SRR W . MR A e e gt
. S, o RE T M s, gL, RETTIEREE
REAMATRE, SAERKRBE P ER RS SE R ) 15 B R IR0 KA T E o o 5
EWTRRALLHER . WA EFEAET ESe':Jlig et al., 2016; Irwin IELalesi Desbrow, &
E I > 3 L i Sl :E_‘; . ) ) B )
;?fﬁ\;f’ ﬁféjﬁl ’;ﬂm iﬁ‘h%@‘f{g @a McCartney, 2020). 5 BEIR A 45 Je g e S
“F(Toda, Williams, Gulledge, & Sehgal, 20190 H o v i s tpoiie AL LA BE 2 M08 1,
T, SEEGE ST E 5 18 10 MEARE] 25 (Sleep deprivation, s s b o v PN
N 4 . . EEEREWMEESTRASWMEREL, TR
SD)BEALLHE IR A & RS o BT R BB 5E R B, , . e e L o
e o . . . SRR R IR 4%~T% 0 BT SOE %, £H
WE AR B35 S v B . % . g, B4 ST e o o
e o - o fli . W, 2SR P BEES H RS FHil
NEER TR, JFA AR BT JCIRSEZFh , s s b b
(A 4% (Ratcliff & van Dongen, 2018). T RAT REEIRAS 2 i s ELAL BN ) 3
- : i 4%~25% (BRI, M ER, WiFHR, 2013). HAT,
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1.1 RFEWNIMIIEL

P TCIE T B W R B D) e SR, P
L 1% B 3 1 2 B3R (Decision-making under
uncertainty), Knight (192 1) I8 72 P 5% 43 AR
K Pt % (Risky decision-making) 5 £ H P& 3%
(Ambiguity decision-making)PiZ&, Fi& EHIRE
FEZE BT E PR, A0 S 0 S W AT
%-(Cambridge Gambling Task). #1#%tF1L5(Game
of Dice Task)%¥; Ji & &8 ML A H H45 R A
FE WP, B 53 24 2 g AR I 1A 45 (Towa
Gambling Task). #&#1S5BR1E45 (Balloon Analogue
Risk Task)% ., #&36 # XN T #2 ¢ (Dual-process
model) I\ Ky B3R i FEAF7E S & 3 (Heuristic system)
54381 (Analytic system) i M T RS, &2
B . e PG T, SRR, E
i h B BT B RRA 5 2 2E BAE
BRAESL W, E R R HORE BB TR 25 i
TCRBABEIN TSR, FEEZEEN . T
B RN, AR EHFETE 2 0k B, o
TRy B FLS SRR Re g ok N BI (N E, ZRET,
BEGER], 2007). AR RGE FE S KN AZ% R
XK, B H 1% (Amygdala) . 8 M 80K &
(Ventral striatum, VS). HRHE fZ 7 (Orbitofrontal
cortex, OFC). & NMIRTAFIT(Ventromedial prefrontal
cortex, VMPFC)Z5(Steinberg, 2010), i i X I 5h
52 BT SRER; AR ET SHE
A= TR o = S SO (1 = N 1T
(Dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, DLPFC), i NI Fj
%ii i (Dorsomedial prefrontal cortex, DMPFC), i
177 [0 (Anterior cingulate cortex, ACC), AN 52
()36 R T80 40 5% . BT, TR A
IMT RS R RIATHE I T IE R A
W, EWRM AR KRG T T 4=
TR, YT ERIGLETY ., HiE
Ja ZXRGEMB HIEE, ST RES &
O, A YR A X R S8R N TG 3 (Evans,
2007).

XN T8 A5 8 KIS R, B —MEZ
I 7 5 FR5 45 8 (Diederich & Trueblood, 2018), 1%
MEFIPE R FRATT, INFIRITE &5 32 5 T ok T M .
B, FRATAT LA 5 PSR A 5C A9 A 0 i Bl DL J A 25
I TATF, B e A0 XREW AW

i DX 2 15 2 37 58 IR SR 255 ) s, T RR
I R AN J2 X JRUIS: A 5 )5 e L o
1.2 BERFISIEIRMEEE, RBIAFTIEE

HREMW, MEIRFZTE, MREE S
N, B A BEAE B A B 18 (Lim &
Dinges, 2010), 4 Drummond, Paulus Fl Tapert
(2005) % B IRAE 36 /INf e MRR <5 J A 1t i 2 2
563K (Psychomotor vigilance test, PVT) % i &
TR, H PVT 1550 580N M8 T Be i He0m 5 . 3
TAHDE, SRAR BT, T B2 BT B 45 H (AN 580
ORI T RE I B0 JE B IEA G 1E12 5% > 2
W EAMISERE, Lim 1 Dinges (2010)AY7C5
v 35 R 3 W e IR ) 35 2% S B LR IS A2 Y AR 52 D
AN A T BT O B ) N 13 G R Y 8
ERM AR LS HERE, QB 5T & PR AR R 2R
Ja . B R AR FOE I 5 (AL DU S ) 5 38 B
i FHAT: 45 (Alternate Uses Task, — FpiEAl & #UE
Y 15 ) I RS Y L 2 R R, UL B RE
713 i (Killgore, Kahn-Greene, Grugle, Killgore, &
Balkin, 2009; Vartanian et al., 2014),
1.3 BERFTHMEEMT

2 MEAR 2 T EOEE L BT ISR Sk
A, RIWAAHE . Gz, BRSO
(Killgore, 2010). Saadat Z5(2016) L {E HE < A= N HF
FEXTG, K17 /AT HEAR 31255 A B A
BT, B, %57, MR, BRERREES T
F-Ht , Killgore, Lipizzi, Kamimori £ Balkin (2007)
R, MEARRZFFEOGHEE TR, oI B
Oy R SRR A Killgore (2010)IA04,
PRI 451 P 1 B 0% Bl A AR, £ 55 S T 0 1 2
T T AR I X AN 4% . DG R G AF R VR,
0 & B A PETE 45 B9 T . Gujar, Yoo, Hu I
Walker (2011)IANy, A HR 3 35 AL 23 38 KA AT
B0 R 8 )19 2 SO, TR R X R T 3R 2 S R A
KB i 22 U RE R e LAl A, BRI A AR ) <5
i B4 AT AR E o TEFRATRY BUA 58
Htn &I 36 /NETREIR 2R 5, HHAE OBDIRS B
% (Profile of Mood States, POMS) I AR 4 £ 15/
BE LT, WG R B R IEESE LT S5 4G
REGAZIF T Bl . ACC 455 225 M 5 1 i X Ty g
T RE M, &5k, nl LIA bR IR & #2355
R AMIES, GRS A RE.



FE1H

SEE I A R 25 XU TR SR 1 5 ) AL i 1791

1.4 FERRFTRMDR K

e R SR 25 BON T BE ) 1938 3 v T B, 72k
VR4 . NS 42 £ SRR HME R,
05 JH A L Pl A 000 B IR ) X 2 0 R SR A
W, CA RS N I HE T R (Harrison & Horne,
2000) 3 A W5 K A T 22 A AR I AT 55 (Towa
Gambling Task, IGT): & ABCD PUFP 4G, HHJT4F
K FIUS H 2 A AN E AU RS B R o AB R IR RS
rd e, Hk MBCE IR R T, S B AR
CD JRRMCERRB R, HMCGES BN IE,
TREF AR, — e, ATTEZ I BIE &
RIRF AR R R, EMTE 2k CD M
Killgore, Balkin F1 Wesensten (2006)% B, 49 /it
W % 25 5 Bl 2 LR R R R R R, Rl
IGT e AR B A FI Y AB . Binedk A |
Al A by . SRR e S E BT RE A2 A AT
0 SR 2 X 2 . YRR, {HAE Killgore
PE A T 40T 9 e 2 B, 60 BBt e PR 45 1 2 3 57) -
ABEA RS TR IR R 25 5 0 7E IGT 3R, B
EABRI L H B 8y E K6 (Killgore et al., 2007;
Killgore, Grugle, & Balkin, 2012), [Ktt;, FEHREIZF
X TR SR 1 5 e AN 5 4 f2 PR Dy 2 i S5 A G T e
JIRREIE LAY, A H T A AR O BEALAR]

WA S BR 1T %5 (Balloon Analogue Risk Task,
BART) & 75 —Ff i W R SR 7wl i
PR X — B ARG L TR, BRI 2R
TR A2 i, A ASUBRER KE Rl UH 2 ) B KUK
Bl THs o A IR K X R 1Y FE SR B BEAIL
9, PRUERR BART S K78 TR BN 128 1k, T fij 1L
it BART #5c K78 RECH 8 B 12 IR, RIENEA IR
14 1 38 78 SR B RE 98 g A A 1Y 8 e B OR ST i
] o 2500 G T i AR 30 25 X e S s e A AT SR R T
BART o, HZ58H I A —5. W Acheson,
Richards fil de Wit (2007)%& 3, M T FHERE,
e AR SR <5 i 2 X 24 e SR e 25 s /b, D
EL W L) KOS SR C X 3w K
5o (HAE B FH XX — S5 R FIREE, X Fh
R IR ) 2 5 250 e SR 1] DR ST O 45 18 AR T R P
EHE A B . FEAREM BART 1, #iAfEfE:
7 T S R AR 2 0CA AT RE S BRI E, B
SWEY T BEAAL B AMAE R /Y 5 5 B, i)
A A PR Ay B R ) < 3 1l A ki 1 B A9 57, Bl
PR R AE T 2 0 AR A H AT O T A LI o Telzer,

Fuligni, Lieberman F1 Galvan (2013)>R FH i fL i
BART, &35 1E % AP L, A IR A5 2H g
WO R, HO7E 58 MU R AT 5 e, O’
DLPFC % 8l 2 3% T K, 172 5 22 B il 5 S0
.3 1Tt DLPFC S5/ . IEMISOR A B#E5 5
FF B2 TR, Lei %:(2017)R LI BART t %
IR B FIR %) 25 I s s ) B RS, S ZE M [l
SW O A O, PIMIAEF A A IA I R e S 1
250 TS5 7T g 2 BT AN 2 3 BURU: TR i ¢
R

IGT 5 BART HJ 0] ¥ SO e S i 52 fu =X (e
A BERE K IGT J5 2k 3 A KUK th 3R,
Venkatraman 45T A9 2R 8 20 OC 1 1 M HI 341 25 X6 XL
W DR SR BRI o A AT P A A A TR B SR A AN
[F) 45 S B RE 6, it B 08 7 i — {1 XU 346 33 b Al
IR G5 R, I TR, MRIRRFS
2 T AT ) 5 43 v XU 0T G A 45 2R R
BN R 5, 2 Wil 5 v XU e i, 5 5%
ARG AR B A% - 4 980G 2 1 5, i > 22 B4R R
R, S . OFC %% fin IX & 2 W 25 T %
(Venkatraman, Chuah, Huettel, & Chee, 2007), 7E
HAERGEROF ST bt — 20 R B, R HIR R 35 IS Bl At
o] 5 B 5 AR AR PRI | 2B S ft 5 B
VMPFC i i3 5 LA KA I 5% 356 B0 i 955 25
ARG, PUMIAE R A, A RTE R IR 25 5 1Y F B
11 1] 15 X 25 BP0 (19 2078 A 5% (Venkatraman,
Huettel, Chuah, Payne, & Chee, 2011),

g5 LRIk, O T B HIR R 355 i A E AU o oK
RIS S AR X 850, R B9 22 R AT 2 07
U5, MBS RN R SFHI S MATE IGT . BART AEH 3
1155 1 22 5 I I RIFSE 2 45 D) R M L4l
1% (functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging, fMRI)
HOR, H G w2 8 v 7 B R SR 25 117 J5 AF DG fil X
(4n VMPFC. OFC. Jii&)7Eih s B el sz 2 50—
P S i DI B A2 A . TR O —,
BARLE IR IFA TR B, HREBETIAN
I IR ) 2 2 3 1 B R R E R
1.5 EBEMRBITE

B AR AIE 5 X B R SR 25 2% 410 DR SREA T A 0 ek
AT T — RIVRR, B T2 EEM L,
EIZ ) A SRAEAF FA T — 2D 0% . RO A
Fe NI B 2 —, AU B B ELR <7 I A
43 Hb i 3R A A B B SR 25 5 P DR SRR AR, R
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36 T HEIR R 25 5 K TR 2 F AR 240 #4510
pa kY I E N 15 7 N 2

Venkatraman 55 (2011) 138 3C7E The Journal of
Neuroscience &3 J&, FoATE £ 111 45 7 A 2 fE
IR 25 5 XU oK A0 S A A8 e, IR I R A
L letter ITE 20 & RAEZ ALK  AQIE 25X USR 10 5%
Wil AT R0 MEARGEIZE S, PO 5 X — i 1) 1 44
V5 2 2 AR TR, VMPEC, OFC. il %% %5 il
N EE R O B i DX A 5515 28 I T DA OG o B
FIZRE SOG4, 000 46 DR S B R
B2 B RTE A R R RN, FAERHIZE S
2 Y T P AR AT S I B S AR UL, RN Ttk
& 254 P RO BLRE, )5 &N s % &k
BRCRE F-5k, H ¥ A # 4 iE 8 3 FF (Pearson,
Wonderlich, & Smith, 2015); B HR #2534 1A
L5 ARRGE, TR EHFRIEH, B ARE/R
114 5 BUARG B BE (Tang et al., 2016; Byrne, Silasi-
Mansat, & Worthy, 2015), X X 5 Z 555 & Pk
I 27 5 T 1 I P S5 Ve R P O R
ZF R O, BRESEIE L, B, TR
IE B 5 R B 55K 1F #H 5% (Biolcati, Mancini, &
Trombini, 2018), #& & %15 XU #H 8k 1F AH 5% (Lerner,
Li, Valdesolo, & Kassam, 2015), K, HLIELE
A Ay W I 40 25 5 XU 53R B9 HR A 78 s IR S LA
YERE X, Frings (2012)35E H 6 T JRUKS 1 5 X
6 W% 751 33 R A DA Ao R A 98 57 5 U 2R =2 7]
WIVE R o HETT, FRATTHE H B SR A A0 5515 45 1T B
2 DA B IR %) 25 1) JXURS: 0K 1 G s b A B 3R (B2 5
B, HE, 2013), FEAM. A, NG, BEEE
G 42 BH (2016) A A BRI 4 25 25 52 A VR R L 1242
B AGERR, O Bas liii . IR RS
S, TR A AR AR DR BN L XU 7 2 DA R ke
FRME, BABUEYRAT N, B S T AT H
WK % o

g b, AT H A AT A S LAl [ 24 B B
S 2 5% T A0 ] 5 e XU P SR A 1] f, 25 PR ) R
I %1 25 I DR R 8 1) ' I ) L A il 5 R S DX R R
TN T 2, ¥ LWBE K IX % sh, 3T ik
(RO TR, F AT P 4 e — 4 X f7 335 1 4
T PSR fie % R I 381 25 52 Wi IR 2 5 114 N FE L
il Ay E— 25 AR 5 0 o] R 3R R B AN A2 i R 1 e S
PRSI

2 MR#ME

JRUIRS: TR 3 A R SR 38 1E & AR 7 28 T RE A 285
RUAR A G5 R R ARG T X 5 SR e,
W R AR RN Bl 55155 20 T, i e RS <5 XA
HURUEG 26 (2 RS2 Tz e . Ay PR —
K] 2% AR M A e e R 1) < X IS D 36 Py 52 0, HL
B — 43 B 9T A T RE 04 5 e IR 2R S B JE AL 2K A%
HIE A G o FATIN Ry, BRI e 3 S — il 42 2%
ARG 2, (H N TRk BT LB S5 LT =
AN BT - 1) 75 % 1 F B 53 Bt (Cost-benefit
analysis), X B 645 P 56 38 %) 75 58 SEBn A 1 7 4
W7, AL A A 400K 1 RS2 o X5 il
TURR, B ka5 O Rk, ) E 4 Bk
5 20 A AR IR AR T XU SRR
HESE R PRAT . Al XU 2 81, (HA A
Xof HE 48 1 SRR T REAEAE AR 22 S SRS 22 55 3)
TR RGN A KA R WAEE, R EXR
e A FIET S, TR R RS S
A ESCCRE . Horh, PRI R R 45 2% ) 32 0L
ST | BTN T RN 5 R el R — 4 2R ) M 5 ) e
SIS Xk KURS: B SRR A R GE R IR R RS
R ] 4 — 7 TR TR R A e A Rk e A R
Gisty, LEEMIE R R RS, 55— Jrmh
& MR IR B 2T 5 R R e A
Wiy, J2 75 A BB ) % e HEAT R A0 A i, i B
AL S =N S R b o K O i U
JEHR R A RRARE S . BT, FRATE — X B AR
SR B fe] 52 i XS PR SR HEA T 40T o
2.1 BEER RIS 150 T

TR IR SRS T, PO e 52 S5t I & 43
G DX 2y 5 I S S, Y R 2 R
VMPFC ARF@ SORAMASE I X 20 .25 BT ) i
MR, B L . OFC SR X1 8l i % T
[%(Venkatraman et al., 2011; Lei et al., 2017), BER
FIZFJG, R A L AILAT, X2 PHURE
Fh, X e U EE T RE (ST RGRE 1), X — B2
7 B R ) S5 52 e XL RS ke 3 F 5 0 76 40 A 98 0
AT H AR U 22X — R, T il e AR 2
F iz N & A ¢ 7 (Feedback related
negativity, FRN)J& i il £ B /5 200~350 ms,
JRT ACC (WATRIFFEIN R A I T RETE SR A
BRI ) 4 £ 58 [ %) i L TR, BRI it fn L
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9% K 52 (Gehring & Willoughby, 2002), #%H,
S 2s WIE B & IR TE R FRN, 51k
S 5524 B ML A FRN SCBR T A0 B 15t
P WA DA R R SR 35 A 26 B L S AT
(ZEFFIH, 2205, 2540, 2018). 2 {4 AH 56 1 fif
(Event-Related Potentials, ERPs)$% A i) & B [8] 22
7 AR oK A Bl T 48 7 B AR 381 35 J5 SN TR A2 4k,
KRBT HBER KR
2.2 BERR R 3 820 XU BN

S BT (Risk perception) 248 45 XUIS: )
BAZ 5N, XA E AT, LLROAR
T (5 045 (Frings, 2012) fTEXUEG PR, i Tk
WG A2 Ty, XU SRR a2 17 AT LA SR
R 2 KR oW AN 2 A Dy B sl L 2,
DU Jse %ok % WA % 11%) 3 W JE% 3Z (Hansson, 2010), HE %
Hr414E: 55 (Probability Discounting Task) I % Hf
4 W AT 55 (Russian Roulette Task)Je XU 2R3
T3 v FH B PP AG DRI JRR 26 R = ULARE 236 9 B 931
(L, He, Li, Xu, & Rao, 2009; Lin, Zhou, Dong,
& Du, 2015), 55 HE 3 i T RURS: R AH 5 114 g X
FEAAFET /Nt AT AMUETR . A
TR, STl W A SR, SRR,
2014; Lin et al., 2015), Harrison F1 Horne (2000)
AR ELAEER s, M AR 34 35 1T R 2 400 5 R 1 XL Jak
HIRE T, HHE /AT SR 57 BR8] Ik B 340 25 60 XU
BNMsE . AT, HEIRE T 2 BUE 221,
A 8 25 5 W Je 3R & 1ML — WA, A oY R
W, Mk SR R U A LS B, DS A e
T DX A Sy 20 g PR i, JME ) f ST (B SR, 1
W H, 2008); [FAT, 154568 52w e 58 5 1Y 0
HE3R (Lerner et al., 2015). '& B il 1] (Risk-taking
propensity) & 54X} 5 B i 35 8 5 2% R (Killgore,
2010). BAMIBFR AN, MEHR RIS il B K
i 23 P i 25 B (Killgore et al., 2007; Chaumet
et al., 2009), AR 25 [F] B vE B B B R IR Y T %
H5EBAT NN EF, X Z 020 & A M T 5
HH R A 0 25 8 3 T AR ) KU RN e o E T 3R
e M s 2, AR 35 5 AR T BE TG ik 1
Bt bt R AR RPE A AT o KUK, B 2 b i IR B i Ay
LA AS 2 g, #F T s gl AR IR E e, 3
LRRENERECGEZ B AT M.
2.3 REERR 3 2 M H0 4%

4192l (Inhibition control) &8 MAX A &

A w4 N A GRS, BT,
Wik, 4521, 2017). BT, MHIEE R ik
FEAFE Stroop 1L . Go/Nogo K. EILEYS
| M (Flanker)7u 2 . AE#E Oddball 5
%, WFITREA, T ] A fi 20 3 R A R
Fir 275 8] %, 4335 DLPFC . ACC .4 T [0]4#(Czapla
et al., 2017), T Ho DX 1A A XoF B AR B2 204
B RS UE I T BRI 25 05, AR 30 4%
HEE W2 BE T, W Drummond, Paulus I
Tapert (2006) 55 H, BEAHE 23 32 & 55 /A
B N SR 25 J5 43 W1 58 . Go/Nogo 1145, 45 £,
FEIX = ANAFE] A Nogo SN 1% R B AL HL 4% M b
= I, vimRESIRE 1 2 WTE 23,0 32 /)
AHEIR 2R S, JFRAI Go [y 35k
N B L B AR A A W 25 5, U I o 4 o LG fRT
PO T RN o I 34 25 SR AR . Kusztor 5§
(019 MWFFE T, HeF4E k{5 505 ERPs £1 R,
PRI T A B 381 25 o 400 ) 2 4 A [ 1940 1 53 A9 5 0l o
2E RN, Go BIIA K& 9 N2, P3 sy, MEHRRZF
5P HI A A7 7E 3 25 52, R R 381 25 6 5 1
FHYERE; Stop WA K& M N2, ERN 4645, 41l
EFORNE R, Ul A IR AR ZE R [ sh ik
Stop K% K P3 . Pe iy, MR 4 % o 2
ANFEREEHIA, W H LT A2, ol shbk
A & Z= 404 (Disinhibition) () £ % 5 58, HA%E
B 55 '8 B =5 B2 #H 5% (Horn, Dolan, Elliott, Deakin, &
Woodruff, 2003; Nigg, 2017), #ETH A 1A B #E
U B B ) 25 J A 1) 5 4R R 2 A G B
I, A5 B SR 410 a4 1) 3 A Sy Bk IR 1) 25 52 T
PR NTENLHI . T LR adr, RATR_E
TR 3 R AR 40 25 3 P 45 1 32 480, A&7
A I R E .
24 FERFIFZMAREMY

Evans (2007)iAH, B AN LRSS 5
IMT RG4S EEFURRIT N RE TR,
MEHIR I EE . SR AR R A
FH NRINAN 57 (Cognitive miser), Tl
Xof TR SR TR R, R B TR SR A SR W T A SR
F8, BAMMR AT 28, LA IAANTE
TRGRBAPE, Sk, 24750, g, 2527, 2014),
Ja R 20N T EA SR A S, (Al
J&— R ¥ 3K i 7% (Decision-making  deficits) 1) i
A, AIHEZRSUN (McCoy & Platt, 2005), A%
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Y3 BB R0 D P 5 I 25, A IA HI R 2K (Need
for cognition), B4 JE 2 4% A DA 95 IR 55 ) L
2 ) AR RE J5T, AR D B A Z8CH AR AE B2 4 34 X6 ol
R 2 (Korn, Ries, Schalk, Oganian, & Saalbach,
2018), M AR 0 25 AR NG R 2, 3 DA R0 B VR 114) ik
A, FERCAFR BT PSR & AT e S n] s TR e Xk
AW AT A AR BEUR e HIR 81 5 32 1l A1 o) 42 7
R R, A B o a] R R A A SO T R AR
HFE SR 4, M Lerner A1 Tiedens (2006)fF
SR, ERTRE T A R R &=L,
/AT, Stanovich [B1BA, Fischhoff [#BA5E
Jei 2 PR S8 ZE (Rational thought) 5 & 3R fig
(Decision making competence)H P ifi i 2k 5 3 AL
IR 22, FRPERIWT SR 2E R TG IR B
SR 2 IR R B8 SRR R AE— € PR b SO0 4
Br =X R G5t e & 3K R 50 0 I 4% (Toplak, West, &
Stanovich, 2017; Parker, Bruine de Bruin, Fischhoff,
& Weller, 2018), BERIREFFTEMAZE R, dafik
Bz TERNTTBISE b, FoAT A& I A IR 1 252
JE BN 28 T e i R B T 5 Y 8 e )
I B E R, Killgore, Mcbride, Killgore, Balkin
Hl Kamimori (2008) 1A M AR <5 /5 R A ) 45 Y 5
BB SR T ISR I 8 A3 T, A BN
REA RO 8 FH S AT DR SRAT: 55 T o 1 i X PRIt
TATIR BT BB 4, MEHRE )G 507 X R G5t
Jei ARG VR T AR ) s, 1% B ATl HE
BRI SR g 2 4 K DA B 3t R Ak (U sk fg
NS BE 0 55 ) T R BT S

3 MIRAE

AT H 08 i S0 06 = oy 5 B E s, R
B J5 0 IR B AL B SE 8 BT, A e
W IS %125 17 5 LA I I 1 < 2] —4 il 4 e 3 7 I
BRI RS B DRSR AR 224 55 1Y
£S5, 454 fMRI 5 ERPs 5 AR A TS BER 3125
) RURS PR DR SR O B S bl . SRR =S
S5SNI 58 45 5 0T LUAH B EHIE S #h5E
30 ZHEHAR
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The effect mechanism of sleep deprivation on risky decision making
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Abstract: In many industries, it is possible and sometimes inevitable for decision makers to make choices
and decisions under the state of mental fatigue due to insufficient sleep. Sleep deprivation, as the laboratory
model of insufficient sleep, has been proved to have significant influence on risky decision-making, while
the internal mechanism remains unclear. A hypothetical model was suggested based previous studies that
that the feedback processing, risk perception, inhibition control, and priority of heuristic system could
mediate the influence of sleep deprivation on risky decision-making. Using laboratory study and field study,
the current study planed to adopt Simple gambling task, Adult decision-making competence scale,
Probability discounting task, two choice oddball paradigm, and other tasks and measurements, and compare
participants’ performance in these tasks before and after sleep deprivation. Meanwhile, the connections
between executive control network and reward network were compared, and the changes of task-induced
FRN and other EEG components were compared as well before and after sleep deprivation. The results
might present scientific explanations about how sleep deprivation influences risky decision-making, and
provide theoretical basis for further exploration to avoid errors in decision-making due to insufficient sleep.
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