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The effect on belief in free will for prosocial behavior and its neural basis
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HHEEEIRBLITHEZOBEM THLS Mo@ER SN TS, TFE, HHEEZORZEM
HEBEMLTND., ZOFHD— okémﬁﬁﬁﬁmm%#%é.Emﬁ%a@&mam
BEOHFEEZBELANEIDLENIZLTHS. ZOFEKIELTEILOTHLY, FE
DREIZEVFELARBENRRD ZERHALNTRoTVS. LIALERL, EEALL
0)5*?%7);??@}%%3@%”@3) D, ZOMAA=XLZFTAITVWAHDITIFEALERV. K
WED BHE, HHESEESOLEZMBIENMASHITEICRMERIC S X 28 LR
w5 ETHS. ﬁf@ :H:“ﬂ% DEERERANFBE 16 8 TH o7, 141X MRI D
FEAICE VBT LIRS Sz (Flh 23.8351.45%). MNBEEIXMRI A% ¥ U &2{T0
RN bEMEEHEZ RS bz, B HEEFESOOBEENBREICKT 5 RLESHIITE)
DEBEFRDDLUTOFIETIT o7 ; MtESAPHIBRME, =2 b e —VEESRE,
A SEVHIE &M, B BHESOLEFEARE, MLkt mtSaHinieh
ZEh87mry 7§ ofTol. 2y be—VEHFIRARNEEINTRENXESL, AH
BEEOLBENBREIEHESOGFELZEETHANEELHROL I L1 bloTe. XERR
X 12BTHY, INDHIFEFREFN 14 71 v 7 {To7. (TEZENEITIZALESAHIETO
#1{t.% repeated measures ANOVA %ﬂib‘ftt@ L7z, BERErIRdE & fEVTIZ SPM % A
WTITo 7. fTEIFEMMITOMEE, BEHEEGERIIMASHHBICEEL RITS RN
EHHIBA LTz, BAIEBh DM OFER, F]?i%ﬁ‘]%ﬁ'f%#@ﬂ[ﬁfﬁ@]hﬁfé ay ka—)v
FEOEENESHEEERFTLTHI—FH T, BHESEROLEFREOEEITAEE
B, IREATEEATEF, MEEEEESSZ SR cEbIMERICB TR EhE. £
RIEFOZEEZRY RV THAMEHREZABOFERBRENBEZ SN, BHEERE
DOMEEBITENCHT 2 EEBIZRNWEER o720, MEELLIXMIALLEKROD
LEENTRE I T,
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[Abstract]

Free will has been thus far mainly discussed in Philosophy. Scientific research has
recently been executed to investigate the belief in free will, which is the belief as to
whether we believe the existence of free will or not. This belief is variable, and it
has been shown that the outcomes depend on the belief variations. However, almost
all these studies are behavioral ones, and there are few studies investigating the
brain mechanisms. The purpose of present study is to investigate whether
psychological manipulation of free will belief influences prosocial behavior and the
brain activation. Subjects were right handed 15 healthy young adult male
volunteers (mean age 23.3+ 1.4 years). Subjects were asked to make prosocial
decisions while undergoing fMRI scan. To investigate the effects of manipulation of
free will belief on prosocial decision-making, the task sequences were as follows;
prosocial decision-making, control condition, prosocial decision-making,
manipulation of free will belief, and prosocial decision-making. The control and
manipulation of free will conditions were to read the sentences described the truth
of nature and denying the existence of free will, respectively. Behavioral analysis
was performed using repeated measures ANOVA for comparison the change of
prosocial decision-making. Image processing and statistical analysis were performed
using SPM8. Behavioral result was that manipulation of free will belief did not
exert any influence on prosocial decision-makings. On the other hand, compared
with the control condition, the social-related areas of the brain (e.g., orbitofrontal
cortex, temporo-parietal junction (TPJ)) were involved in the manipulation
condition. Furthermore, even by excluding effects of task sequence, free will
manipulation yielded deactivation of left TPJ. It is suggested that free will
manipulation exerted some influences on brain activation.

Key words : belief in free will, prosocial behavior, psychological manipulation,

brain activation



1. #5

ANEFBROERETHY, LOFREZRT 0D, EORLICARTIONND,
KBRIZMZ LCGRITON, RTISBOBITEMCTIONET, TOEEEILH
bbb, X TRBREZBVETZLEEZRDLNLE. FEALEDAIZ, ThdOBRR
BVWHRHADHARES L TIThhZEfGLTWS. ZoX5>% THHRER

WCEHBER TEREERLMEIN, BHIXHEFOREB THER SN TE L. ThbDOER
iia%iuﬁ&l%u..fﬁf&?‘é?ﬁ‘%ﬁ THY, SRS TH 2R Emm & OMILHE LV
STHEOL L THRA/ED DN TEE V. ZRPBMWMEIC, WRERELIE, AFOITED B
WHITT AHKREICERT 2, VAW TELRARICETELDERETDHOTH
52, HEEENFETDEEZLANEZ Y AF Y7 =X, (libertarianism), HHE
ERFELET, HRITREROTH D LB X AHIBERVRER (hard determinism),
HEABRERUITHIZLEZRDOOS, BHESLHFET I LBEZD UL LW LA

(compatibilism) # %W IFEWVRE (soft determinism) &ML, BE, HHEED
FEIZONWT, RENBREENEZROER, H25WITELEORFIEIT R WD, EFE 3D
DMBETFETIFBRIIERZE VRN 9. LELINLOEMICEY, BEHESER
FDLIBRBEL LTHERDONTWE AL 2o, FNIIMITA M (alternative
possibility) &1T2EFM (agency) THD. MITHFREME L IIHWATFOILL, £5T
BRNWZEHTHRIENRTED (7)) EWVWH3Z L THD. LLRYLMITHAFREMIX, £
BUCEBIREND (o) TABREREIIRRZBHIZEVALS () Z&, 72bbHH
HELRIZIVAELS () ZELZ2MERATHIMNERDDLVWIDHLIERTO M—Frd—
PEULEES. 174FM L 1L, Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy? |Z Xk % L 474 %
TORNDHDIENZDOREANZITHE, HHIVEIHATRTLZLTHY, THORRME LR
RT&2. TAREMER, MWTRSRRARTHLIHETH, RYUTRHEZERL TWELS
DEMI)ZEBTERENIFRBH LD, MITAFREME L ARORARHSD. 2%V,
BRINEDLIICELIONERREMREIZERLZEHICLIVFALRTNIETR D2V,
&ﬁ,:n&mfﬁ%m#ﬁﬁﬁ&wﬁ%ﬂ,ﬁtﬁwjawﬁﬂﬁa&%lﬁ&Bkm
WEEL, HRZBESNRWIERICKERERTHD. ULR, HFENBERICLSE
HESOMIETHS.

KRIPICRBEOONPR, FLTHZTHANDIIZASBLRERONENTHAHH
PHEREEDIC, BRESEZTHEIC LRI NEEIC R THMLTNWS. £
D—DIZBHEEERESE (beliefinfreewill) 235 5. BHELRF&LIX, BHESICHT
HHABEDEEOILTHY, Bozadb b2 ok i@l i L, NEDK
IRHREICKTAMEELEZ DN TE S, LEEETHS Baumeister 1, BHE

ERFETIPENOBERITO L ETHICET, —BROARBEHEELZED XS 22t
ﬁ ELTHRX, PORERL, TLTZNLRLELTREZRADIIREHTHS L
Ml o, ZoFROERIE, —BREBZAXZEHESOFELZFELTNDI L 69,
HEHEEZELAREOMEAZIC L AEWRE 1010, BREMRMK 12, ZERBLECH
19, BHEE Y, MEMER 1, it 1® REOBVWESHD.

—fREIR N2 DEEBEEESIIHBMEZEL TS HODEE L 5 5 19, §ilxiX, Ent
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BT IERERCR, BRESR, REZRBRUTCVWA L EHBAESEAMET TR L &x
L. ZDX 5 2 EiyREEIC & 6%@%5’14; b, DEZFHOR2BECLYEHE
SEEPELTSD 1820, gk LzLdic, —BERALIZEHEEEZELTCVWEDT,
ZLOMETEHREEREEREZMLT S L\E%ﬁ‘]ﬁﬂf WERERI R OBRIEL ZR 2. —F
T, Vohs!® %> Baumeister!® |[IHABEOHFEERET S (HlxiE, DNA O _HIRkE
MEORERIZLY ) —_VERY - BE2EH %2 %K L% Francis Crick D% H 7
Astonishing Hypothesis: The Scientific Search for the Soul”’®—Hi2 @£ ¥ 5), 5
WITREREZ R BETANELZHERFICH IS L CHHEEER 2B T &H.
DL RBFECIVEREFOCEAESFESHVET TS L, RETARKEM W, mits
HOTTEN 2SI L ICBEME S 880 19, RIFRMERS M L7z 20, Z D & 5 REFFET, ®HERE O
R 722 H HEEFEEZ M T 5 27—V Free Will and Determinism Plus Scale (LA
F, FAD+) ?” % Free Will and Determinism Scale (UL F, FWDS) 9 REREN 3 =
ML\, FADHIE 27T HEOEMM LY, HREFT 1 (< Z2BbRWV) »b 5
GEBIZZIBI) DA —LTE2%. ZORr—VidHBEOEHES (LT, FW;
Free Will), #EmagiIkEsw (LLF, FD ; Fatalistic Determinism), FZpjEMR (L
T, SD; Scientific Determinism), 35 X OV FHEIATEEME (BLF, UP ; Unpredictability)
D4 RFIZHT b, BHESEESLRERNVESEIN L IZFMERIETHY, BHD
BREZHNT I Z 27T ©. FAD+OREREOMBIZHAMICENTWVWARWVA, BERLE
Paulhus? 12 k% &, TAIEE CTHS FW OFEWEIT 35 ATHY, BAMPTAREZ
TWAHEHESESNBRNEMRaNS. FWDS i1, £ 22 HEOEM» LR Y E
5?5032 =3 FAD+LFI#kTHH—FH T, HHABSELRERZAETEb0E LTH
, —HOREEOEMBSFOEEPBL 2 bbT L 3ERkEhTWA. FWDS i34
EH%Ln ME8% [FL) IR D (BLF, PF; Personal Free will) & —f&B972 Tk k)
WIZHOWTOHD (LLF, GF ; General Free will) &4 CTEMiT 2 Z L BAEETH 5.
FWDS b #5ROMFRIZ OV THEEIZ 2> TWi2 WS, B L7z Rakos? IZ & 5 &, FWDS
DOEEBEITFRER RE/RROMHAD 19%ICEL TR Y EREEOHFEELZE L TWS L)
Rahnsd., BHESESOLEBEZNRELESNTEELOBBREZRAITN 3 ETHE
kELHDHL 1820, FRESEERZFMT IREORRDLEOMOTAMER LS LY
b, HAESEESORBL VI EAAZCRECLIETICE Y HEMNTEELAEZS
XH9THD. ZDX5, BEHEERRE, ZToOEAZRELRRELEET S ORT
2, MARTEBRHEZEL TS ODOLBENBREICLVEBHL, ZoElkizky
TREERbZbENS. Fi, BHESEGEROETIZL2HEMTEBIOZEIZERIC
fE35. e PERHESWRBHTH D) LITIERSNIRATH H 0P 22 28,
Baumeister i3t FDELHRUEB LI VCERESOBREZ ERL WD, TDERICK
5, BHESLEET2EERGMENE OHIE (self-control) & AHEAYZEIR (rational
choice) ThH Y, HHEMREMAEF L EL-OICETHHBENEN L, KIZLE2HER
TOLEDITARBEINERPELLE 25, LALARRLEAEEDTHEICIIHZ =X LF
—ZMELL, BRESTAFEES L TV5 X D ARESKIHCH L TRiITO LA i
ZTHDOTH2 2. EBRIZ, & MBIECHIE 24 20, BIR 20 BEAR L 2To72%, KO
4



HOHHBEEOREMETT5. 8512 Gailliot 5 221X bD & 5 2 HEHERED
FETRMBERD 7 L a— A L_XVDOBLE bbb L, ZHURROBEICKT S B il
HEREOERTLHRAICEET R Z L2 RLE. &6, MEESMTE (prosocial
behavior) # % VMIFIMLAYTTEY (altruistic behavior) FIZHSDHEIZORA FRH->TH
fhE~EFZRETE L THY 2, E MIa=— I RFEHTHS 2. ZhbDZ L
X, HHEZEE&OKTAE McaCH#E2® &, MESNICRLIES 2 X F2Hb
RLEEZ W LI HREZLLELT. ZOXOIE, IFE, BHESEEXCETIITEY
BRFESEMLTWA 00, ZORMA =X LIETIHERITIZLEA TR TNV
W, HHEZEKD, HEEESOFEZE LD Z LI AHMOERNLREMAI=XLTHY
D HENRBAREES, DOIVIIEHRESEEOE(IZI Y B FOHSHITEINE/L
THID, TOMBREEZMHATIZLIIEOLOTEETHS.

Lizdo THREIL, BRAESICET24ERFHMEZEIB TS, Zhooiiidt
DOFEHROZE L EHOEBDTHR., HETIRLALRFEDO—DTHS Libets?
i, MEEZRWT, EBZEZT LW ERICESLD, MOMEEBEICES EREN
BRAETDHZIELZAHLE., ZOBROEHESOFEICEATIRARNLMBRIT 2 o
5. —HiX, MEBAEHRNRERICEMN2D, BHEERRWETRH0THY, i
FIXEBEREMAREEL CHRBEHOETEZHIET LI LEARAETHDI LT HHE
BE (freewon’t) THY, HABREOFEEOWEMEZEZTLOTHS. HENMIILE
E {8 (functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging ; UL F, fMRI) # AW THEEOHEE
fT-7z Soon & 8V X, EFNEFORY U LE B HBRICK V1T EBHDR, H60%D
EHETHZ OO0, ETOK 10 BATICHERREE, BATH» b RFREEITIEN 58
BEEEIZBWTTFRAIFETHAZ L2 RLE. ZhbiEVWThd, REBRERULE
BREICESIDZ L EZRLEZLDTHS. Rigoni b 32 X, Libet D\ w5 clock task
ZAW, DEZMBECIIBEHRABEESOEBETOEEZRA. BRIT, EREOR
WA EEBRED 1 BAiOEBEFEMPSET T2 LE2RL, EEOITOEFHRIE
NEROITAORERAERICHEL RITT L L. Krueger b 33 |3 fMRI Z A\
TEHESGESOEAELEHEEMICOVW TR, BRI, BAVWBgEzbebazn
BPRIZH LT TH 52, HHEEESNMO LEFIHEAAEV E VD EITHR 1Y 23X
Fiabollblo, TN AERIEEATEEE S (temporo-parietal junction; LLF, TPJ)
DEBEEELEZZ L2 BE L. 2B, TP 3R AREICEET 2MEE L Sh, social
brain ®—2k Eh3 3¢9, T LM LUTOHRMNETS. FENLEHESESOME
AZERE FOHESWTEBIORAAEZ L TOATRL, HHEEEFESOELHHERH
TBOEELEZLT. Z LTI L OMBRERITESEMENICE D 54 2 ES T,
HBWIHRAREICEPD 2 TP OFEBEIL LB AFEMEXHS. £/2iX, £ hokR
RITTEY DO AL A RTEEME R E PRI OIEEI N O FRITX AW REMENRH 5.

L L2ds, BHEEESOR L ESWITEIOERIZED DM A 1 =X ATFA~
BRATWARY. AMEOCHMNIZIZNGICEDLIMKEZR 2L THY, BHREERE
SO LEFHREICL > T, MESHTEICMEBRICE(EREL DN OVTRETL
%



2. Tk
2.1. X%

16 2 DAEF|E DEFRERABENY 70— b Eh, UTO MRI EBRE1To7. F
X FOHERIX Edinburgh Handedness Inventory3® Z{E/H L7-. 14 O##HR¥E 13X MRI
BBEOARERIZI YV EREZRFCTHIE LD LORBRA SN, LEB-T, TR
TOMEHFRSITIIEY O 16 £ DT —Ficxt LT Tz CFE4E#R 23.311.4 1%).
R, HHRRBOBELZETAMNEEIIVW R -7, TRTONRFITFANICE
HABLIVCARICTHEOHRAL ARRE LN, AFRII~ANV U FETICHl-> TiTh
n, BEMRKEFRFOU)IF ¥ VAR LZLEMBEES (KRES 16058) OEBEET
fToni.
2.2. fMRI EBRANIZBIT 2 LEFPHOFE

UTIRERT 2 0EZHHEDOZDOTRTOEMMIL, HTHBEBICHERTRERF
MRETHZ. ARFIZMRIEZROM A £ CICEMKERKRDOEDZZ L 2RDLNT.
FEHi B i% IMRI E80 1 BRMALTHY, EXREORLMEORVEME L. H
B EEE &I FAD+& FWDS # AW CaFli L7=. FAD+OEHEMEICET 5 o #3511X 0.65
ThY, 7A M) TR MEEEIEIZ0.76 TH2 9. FWDS ® a f5:501% 0.72 L LS h T
W3 %6, BREOEIZES, MRl EBROAASHITEIEAZME D bOICHTIHRHEHED
fEB B2 EZEEHRA %2 #2572 HiZ, Balanced Inventory of Desirable Responding
measure (LLF, BIDR) 37 Z{EfH L/-. BIDRIZI240EBH VA HEREhIRET
HYy 38, HCOHKEE (Self-deception) & F1%#:{F (Impression management) O TR
EX20EHBT2H5. ENEFNEERNICHESMIZZEE LVWEZZLTLE>ER L,
MEICHSMIZEE LVWEIZEZ LTLE SEAZRR5Z L8 T& % 37, BIDR O
PEICBET 5 o FR¥U3 0.68 225 0.86 THY, T A MY TR MSHEMIZ 0.65 » 5 0.69 T
b5 3. EBHIIMERNTE 00 L, FEESER? LLBEETIHETHY,
fa R ORI EZ RITTAREEN H 5 . B WEIE T Rosenberg @ Self-Esteem Scale4?
ZRAWTFHME L7z (BT, SES). SESIE£ 10HAH Y, FHEMICHET 2&NHEBHRK
1X0.85 25 0.89 TH 5 9. [ANIMARMTE L MAICBEES 57217 TR 4w,
HEEGRICLEEZRIIZTAEMELD S. K Hid Positive Negative Affective
Schedule (LAF, PANAS) 40 ZH\CaFliL7z. PANAS X2 20HEBH Y, RPT 4
TR\ ERTT 4 72MED 10 HET o025, FEEICET S o A3 0.84
5090 THY, 7AMI TR MEHEMEIX 047 25 0.68 TH 5 4. S bz, MILEMTT
B & iR < BT A MM, LR, MESHTEERZO b DL, £ FR Self-Report
Altruism scale (LLF, SRA) 47, Interpersonal Reactivity Index (LLF, IRI) 48,
Prosocial Personality Battery (UL, PSB) 49 % A\ CRFAM L7=. Flfhte & 13—z
FER 2B 2 <, MM FOBANCEIESIT oD Z L THY 50, WIERHTE
ND—ETH%. Rushton ® SRA DEMERIL, LT LLZDERCH TUIE D bOEN
TRV, —RIUICE AbhizmittEmEEZH~25FMRETH 5. SRAIZ
£20HADHY, FEMEICHETS o R 089 THD +7. IRIIF£28FHBTHY, 3
O FBEAEIE T H 2 REEE (Perspective taking), {HEIRO{RIE T 5 LREAHEE
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(Empathic concern), %248 (Fantasy), 3L OME ARIZENR (Personal distress) @ 4 ¥
TR LEBEFMT DD THS. IRI OFFEMEICETS o FEIL 0.71 25 0.77 TH
v, TAM) TR MEHEMIZ0.62 205 071 THAH Y, PSBiie£ 56 HEH Y, THIIA
B I3t £ B9F{E (LLF, SR ; Social Responsibility) , 3£/&AYECE (LT, PSB-EC; Empathic
Concern), fRAHE (BLF, PSB-PT ; Perspective Taking), {EABER (LLF, PSB-
PD;Personal Distress) , fitl.35 & @ #938 # I (LLF, O; other-oriented moral reasoning),
HEEHEIErOMAEMECE (LT, M ; mutual-concerns moral reasoning), Flffitd (LLF,
A ; Altruism) ORITTTHEEKSH, FEMEICET S af¥X0.51 205 0.83 TH D 9.
%7, PSBIXTHIEE TH5 SR, PSB-EC, PSB-PT, O, M 0 a¥% 2T Z & THl#
HAAYIEEK (Other-oriented Empathy) %, PSB-PD oW Rt ADREERT Z &
T helpfulness #FHli T2 Z L B TE 3.

2.3. fMRI =&k

fMRI EBRICIBW T, AREFIZAESEHIE R, RERSEMH, = br—L&HD 3
FHENORB T I THFAL T Z A AEIfToT- (Fig. 1A). FtLSRTHINI&E I,
BENRAZ Y —v EICRTEINTZASHHEZ RO b 5 XEE2Tede CUERTFH ;
128), ZbHPTEHBZLBOIEEZEE AXRAS VPR —v (4= #@ERHITITH, 1=#xHC
fThRV) TAFORF U MLICX-THETS (R¥ HLEIGH ; 3%, UT, RT
pre [pre-social B D )i EER], RT-mid [mid-social B [ Ji-RefE], RT-post [post-social
REO KGR Z & bio7z. LER-T, REIEWIEEMESRHEE2Z Lz
HZ L&D MBI HIETZ RO b D LEMIL 6 BOBEKE AN RS S hi- (Fig. 1B).
4R AT I3 A L 7= 3CE X Caprara b 52 B8 XU Carlo & 59 |2 81) 2 MtEE& M2 5F
iy 2 LEAEREZSBICEMELL. BELEXERD, RMESHTHICEEZRITL,
MOERFRIZBWTHEHLOBEWEFTHLE58E DR (bystander effect), A B

(reciprocity), M@ /E (socialidentity), B&EMHE (familiarity), #EESRIHAL (social
status), #F¥| (reputation) DEERLWESEEULIEKLE. 62, HBRFICITE
Erz, BT 2MFROMNETHY, ZO—ERY TC2ELEI ZLITRVWATHS.
£, AEMERZINRVWREZBET S IOEELEL. #REFCHEROER Mb
X, DL RITEHZL>THENRBFTFHE LTER 272D, BWELITEVRIR
DRBLTEDIZLRVR, #EMIEND L RRETHLRY LHEFALMA. £
FiRR, BEE, S L TSRS RIIITORNo728, ELOME X
ETAED, IRLIEFH L TR=a— b oIAVREBLERBZEEZEZDNRD. ZDXSIL,
AR T 5 MRI BT OMAASEHENIIMRC R ICBI# ST bhizcbo L
5EZEZBND. RERSKEBLIOa Y ba—&HE, ThEhREmPIIEREE X
VCHRMEENTR S XER TG CCERTH ; 128) Ze»bY, CEMIT 3
PoE#EAPRTENE (Fig. 1B). REMRIEABB I CERNFEEZLE L 2XE
X, EATHIE 19 BLOFME 9 2BBICHE LIER LTz, XERRRLZDIAIV T %
ay ha—% 570 Presentation® (Neurobehavioral System #8¢, version 14.0)
ZER Lz, MEFIIMASHBRE (LT, pre-social), =¥ ha—L &, mits
A4 (LUF, mid-social) , REmmStt, 3 & CmtSr0H &4 (BLF, post-social)
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DIE TR AT s (Fig. 1A) . MESBPHIBTRFIICERR, N UBLKIG, B
FUOERARTE 17y 7L, ThEn 8 7 vy 7 £, RESEHIERMEIC
BIFARARXFEIILEBOLIICHNEEE L TERLTWVDD, EHLIZEBTRIXEOHRE
TRES DD, BERHHMTRREINDIXEIES VT LELLERLE. 2 brn— %
, RERFPMHFIICERT, BRRABRE 170y 2e L, W7oy EfELL. &
oY HEAFRICIE, EREETTHARFACE (68) LERAR (68) 2 FLE (Fig.
1B).
fMRI A % % >% 3T MRI X%+ J— (Philips #:#8, Achieva Quasar Dual) Z{Ef L
7. Blood oxygenation level-dependent (L1, BOLD) T2*3&7 MR {5 513 gradient
echo-planar imaging (EPI) > — 7 2 ZFERHLTHAILE. —EHOERIZBWT, %
HREND bmm EOELE 25 YR IZ L 5 328 RV = — AR I /- (repetition time
[TR] = 3,000ms, echo time [TE] = 35ms, flip angle [FA] = 90° , field of view [FOV] =
230mm2, scan matrix=128 X 128, total scan time=984s).
2.4. ITRYFHT — ¥ fHT

MRI A ¥ % 1T o fo Mt ASHIET O [F2 S 30E, pre-, mid-, post-social F{FIZ
BIT287uy 7 ENEnOAAEEB L. KITHEND, JIREOCKFENLBEHA
BEEESOEAZERHREORALSHTHICHEL RITT LHAIZIK SR, ZoMizh
MASITRNCEEZ RIZTEFAHS. HEFOBREEFES L ESTENC LRI
BhE S 2 REE TR EE2 A L M T 5720, FAD+, FWDS ZhZFho4ita, B
SUSICHBEELZICEET 2 TMEE (FAD+® FW & FWDS @ GF B8 X' PF) © &
# L, MRI 2% v R OMESHIHIBEEHFIZB T AEEREELZED, BEHEEES® S
WIS ETE & O BEMSE R HE Sh TV 5 BRI (SES, PANAS, SRA, IRI, PSB)
EOMBEREEFHAELE. £, HBEOHSWNEE L SR AtSHIETc BT 2EIE
EFEDTULED WTEM 2R T 5729, BIDR & MiSAHET &Gz 2RI A 8E
OHBREEFHAELE. REREHFICBIT2EHESESZET I 2 RENMIEEH
HEr &Iz 5 2 2882 R/5H72%, pre,, mid-, post-social §4% KERIE —ThE
SHIHT (repeated measures ANOVA) ZHWTEE L. T _XTOITEIRMT — & iR
Hrix SPSS version 23.0 (IBM k) #EH L, HEKE I %L Lz,
2.5. fMRI 5 — & f@#7

fMRI & ORI L OHaHAEITIZ SPM8 #4#H L7= (Welcome Department of
Cognitive Neurology, http://www.fil.ion.ucl.ac.uk/spm/software/spm8/). fMRI A ¥
YHOETMES ZMET 5720, IMRI BRIZROOEBR~HE L. ®IZ IMRI B#IX
¥R D —-> T % Montreal Neurological Institute (MNI) EPI template ~Z5# L 7=.
%1, fMRI E[{13 8mm @ Gaussian filter Z VWV T 7 4 L& Y 7 L=,

6 DDFHFFI (pre-, mid-, post-social, = kB —/ L&, REwREME, L bEH
ROBBEERT 2 XERR) BIXOARZ UH L KEHICIE U7z i 5 8 88 B 3%

(Hemodynamic Response Function; LA, HRF) ®a v RY a—a Uik, BEERS
YRS =D 128 B D high-pass filter I X >TT7 4 A FZ V7L, MaIEHKE L
T—RBET VICHPRAALTE. TRTORZ EMIBNWT, ZO—BRFBETVIZE
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BIZEHAI 2N 7= BOLDE S L BRL I AR TS L5 1M EHORERFBEELFTE S
o, 29 LTURD bz BlIRFBEEN &G t’.’lﬁH‘l:-f;*L'l’U ¥ (pre, mid, post) & =22 br
— V&M, BIEMRSME) [RGT 2 B ERGORFEOR S 2R T. KIS, FFHFICH
T ARMIEBNERALZ fEMT § 57, EREROEMFRIO= I A PEFRELE. KT,
mHEr%EMM (pre'mid, mid-post, pre-post BL TR Z N b DW) BILW= s ba—-
BREREHEBBLOZOH D v T A ME2FHELE.

Figure 1. EBR/XZ ¥ 1 A 1
A

B B -
[ Inst r pre- l Inst ] cont l Inst mid- Inst deter Inst post-
B
Instruction control or deterministic
Il\.\ll'll!‘ll'.\ll stimulus
fixation fixation
b sec 3 sec
social bl i
stimulus
|'|"-'-I\|I!|.‘N‘
fixation
6 sec
1A : EROWIEZ T, BXERT, RESRHEENGE (1 7o v 7 X8), BoRILE

BR, avbe—LE&MH (1 7a vy xX14), BorICERT, MESAHESREG (17
2y 7 X8), BRERR, BREREE 1 7oy y X14), FrRXEERR, ML
R RE (1 7r >y X8) &i25.

1B : ThFhOREEERO 1 7y 7 Ofinzrd. BRXERTFT 6, BEHRAI
6 F (EX). =2 v bo—L&EB I ORERSEMSFIT _'E‘{ f‘iiﬁfﬁé w128, BRA3H (A
). M-S EE SR SCERT 12 8, A2 U LRI 3 7, Iﬂd Hmef.
REEIZENDE~, RORFHZ LIz bS. Pt EEIzB T,
RRXEOPRLTET 570, FRAM RTINS XELES V¥ ML L,

Inst (Instruction) =ZURLERETREY, pre-=HR DM LSHH &, cont (control)

=ayhe—r&H, mid=ar e —LE&EREORESAHBRMAE, deter
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(deterministic) =¥EMSAF, post-=WREmmIMFE DmLRHIBTZME

3. fR
3.1. MRI R ¥ ¥ O FHSHHIET O EIE R, RIGERHE, 8L OLBEZHOFEORR
MBEDITEENT —Z OfEHR % Table 1, 2 (259 . Edinburgh Handedness
Inventory 13-100 R TEEREFE, 0 A THFAlZ, £L T 100 R ThHD EEERAHF
TLHErEND. BEND, TRTOMRFITRVERE THD Z MRS (96.2
+7.2 R). FWDS Z#Bi% L7- Rakos b 9 D KFA & x4 & LA TIE, FWDS, GF,
BLOPF OFHRNRZENETN 87.6, 55.9, BLU35.7T R TH-7=, AHETIEETH
£H 779, 51.6, BLUV26.3 K&, KE{THIZEZ TREI>7% (Tablel). %22ZL, FWDS ©
FHEITFRERZREFROFEAD 11% THY, HARERXEHBEESOFEEFELTNS L
Wx 5. £7-, FAD+ %% L7z Paulhus 5 ? 2 L7z FW OFHRIX 3.6 ATH
v, SEIORBEDOEHIL 3.2 AThHD. INLETHEEZ TRER>TWEHDOD, FHE
RREBRAOHMAD 64% ThHY, MBEIXAHESOFEEZFEL TS E VA5, MRI
ZF ¥ RIIZITb - M2 R W o A 50E, pre-, mid-, I X post-social ® 1 7 1
v 7 EENENT 2.3+20.7, 2.4+0.7, 8L 2.4+0.6 R Th o= (Table 2, Fig. 2).

Table 1. HHEEEF&L TAHEEOKR (n=15)

FAD+ FWDS
FW SD FD UP GF PF
¥ (R) 84.7 77.9
EEREE 9.4 4.7
BRE (R 135 110
& (%) 62.7 70.8
FHy (R) 3.2 28 25 3.6 516 26.3
BHERE 05 06 09 04 38 23
mARME () 5 5 5 5 70 40
#E (%) 64 56 50 T2 73.7 65.7

* PBICIIREDER %, TERIITMAEAEZRERLE.
FAD+O FERBIZ 1 THEZ L OFH%, FWDS O TEB X TAEHOEFFE%
L.
FEEFRRRERAIKHT 25RO RONN— T — P ERT.
FAD+ =Free Will and Determinism Plus Scale, FW=FAD+® FiIEHEH: LT®D
Free Will, SD=FAD+® T{iIE H & L T® Scientific Determinism, FD=FAD+® T
LT B & L T ® Fatalistic Determinism, UP=FAD+® FAL®E B & L T®D
Unpredictability, FWDS=Free Will and Determinism Scale, GF=FWDS ® F{rH
H & L T® General Free will, PF=FWDS ® F{XEH & L T® Personal Free will

10



Table 2. MRI A % ¥ ' F OB I S&EIZ BT 2 B2 S8 L GERE (n=15)

Pre Mid Post RT-pre RT-mid RT-post
() () (i) (F) (#) ()
T 2.3 2.4 2.4 117 0.96 0.90
EERZE 0.7 0.7 0.6 0.26 0.26 0.30
BEAE (R) 5 5 5
#E (%) 46 48 48

*EHIRENEN 1T ey 7 ZTEOFYEERM L.
FEITERERAICHTHE5EOFHYRDO N — T —VE2RT.
Pre, Mid, Post=pre-, mid-, post-social #Z I Ot AIH WS4, RT-pre, RT-
mid, RT-post=pre-, mid-, post-social |Z35(F 5 R %¥ i L S HFH

3.2. HHBEFS& L MRI A ¥ ¥ P omiSrHEIc T 5 EE /¥ &30 I B
HEARERS LOCHESHNEE LIICL 2EE
XMEFOBBRBEEGFS L MLSTENCLEICEET 288 E FRZFEEEZHALH
T 5= 0HEBEREEZFR L. FWDS (3 pre-social (23T A EIZE S LM L= (r =
0.586, p<0.05). HHEEEES L MESAHIENICBIT 2EIZE AL LEICEEZR DT
Bk dvo 7=, BIDR & M fricB i 2EIZABICHBEIERD 2o (p >
0.05).
3.3. HHESEOBRETH T 5 mtSAH B OZ{L
pre-, mid-, post-social {ZE T 5 EIE R % Lk % 7= ¥ repeated measures ANOVA
#F 85 L7-. Maruchly ORmEMERE O FIT p=0.705 TdH Y EKmED RIES L1223,
Ef 3 ICAEEITIRD N7z (Fig. 2, p>0.05).

Figure 2. pre-, mid-, post-social {Z3 ] 5 [f] L& R4 W G 0 B2 3k

— not significant
|

i 2.3+0.744 2.4+0.7.4 2.440.6/4
(iR

|'Jl{i1

4

i 2007

#F

¥

£

F

)

[4] 1 .00

o

A

74

0.00~
pre-social mid-social post-social
o] 25 ] B S 1

* fesh T SR EIE &G I BT ARIZE A E R T, BI& AT pre-, mid-, post-social

FREFERD 17T a2y @s -’-ﬁflf.‘—&"é{%:ﬁLﬁE L7=.
11



3.4. BIEBHORER
a4t BRI SR 12 BV CHEED L 7= iMEBAT % Table 3 127”3 . pre-social I W THEI
FEE) U7 MR AL I 245 SMAIRTEERTEF (Dorsolateral Prefrontal Cortex ; BAF, DLPFC),
/% EE (lobule VI), 7& 1 &3 B (Primary Somatosensory area ; AT, S1), /h
AR (vermis IX), ZZEBEIRETE (Premotor Cortex ; LT, PMC), &£ 2 kRREE, A
/NI %ZE (lobule VI), ZHRFEATEERTE (Orbitofrontal Cortex ; LA T, OFC) THho7:
(4~ T Family Wise Error, LA FWE corrected, p <0.05). mid-social iZ3V\TiL
F 2 WEREEM (LLF, V2v), EAMEZE (crus 1) BEBH L (FXTFWE, p<
0.05). post-social TixH V2v N{EEI L7~ (FWE, p<0.05).

Table 3. [fEEHHIEREIZBIT 2 RIEENEHAL (FWE corrected, p < 0.05)

pre-social Peak MNI coordinates

TRENERAL BA Cluster Size  x y z  Peak Z score
EHSMARTEERTER 9 32 -36 22 28 5.59
7= SR ATSRATER 9 -36 28 34 5.58
/% ZE (lobuleVI) ird -14 -82 -18 5.37
/% EE (lobuleVI) -18 -88 -24 5.13
1 REEE 1 58 -48 -82 54 5.22
/AN EBRER (vermisIX) 15 -2 -58 -34 5.20
pasetit NS S 6 13 -38 -8 62 5.19
£ 2 RBHE 18 11 -20  -100 -4 5.15
/A% IE (lobuleVI) 36 12 -80 -16 5.11
H 2 REEE 18 6 -84 -8 5.04
72 IR 7 A S AT BT 47 20 -32 26 -8 5.07
72 BB 8 AT SA AT 47 -36 24 -16 5.00
mid-social

£ 2 WEEE (V2v) 18 150 6 -82 -10 5.80
/NI ETE (crus ) 11 -42 -66 82 5.49
post-social

A2 REREEF (V2v) 18 25 6 -82 -8 5.19

* Voxel level p < 0.05 FWE corrected, cluster level p <0.01 FWE corrected
BA=Brodmann Area

v ha— LB IR ERSEY TEE L2 ML % Table 4 2R3, 2 ha—
IVEETIXE/VNEEE (lobule VI), A 1 KAKE (Primary Visual Cortex; LAF, V1),
= Vv, /%% (lobule VI /crusl), ZE#/EEEE (Supplementary Motor Area ;
PLF, SMA) (SMA/pre-SMA) 23{&&) L7z (3T uncorrected, p<0.001). REim

ZETi3h 3 RBREEMA (LLF, V3v), A/#%ZE (lobule VI /erusl), 4 V1, &
12



SMA, #AIEEME (Temporal Pole ; LAF, TP), ARIEMBF=AMNEHLE (T
uncorrected, p <0.001).

Table4. = b — VB LR EREEICET 5 RMISEIHENAL (uncorrected, p <0.001)

control Peak MINI

coordinates
TEEh AL BA Cluster size x y z Peak Z score
F/N %3 (lobuleVI) 2839 16  -76 -18 4.39
A1 RERE 17 16  -86 10 4.39
£ 2WEREE (Vav) 18 -8 -94 -4 4.26
ZE/NE%ZE (lobuleVl/erus 1) 732 44 58 -24 3.53
T2 4 B TE B B 6 14b -18 20 60 3.53
ATl 2 TE B BT
deterministic
F3REKE  (V3v) 19 4340 26 72 -16 4.88
F/%EE (lobule Vl/erus1) 22 -78 92 4.83
1 RAEEE 17 24  -100 -4 4.77
FEAH EEE B 6 42¢ -12 -10 72 3.81
A 38 23d 56 14 -14 3.66
A g 38 13¢ 46 22 -22 3.51
7E HiTEA AT B = A &6 45 85a -52 18 0 3.48

* Voxel level p < 0.001 uncorrected _
Cluster level p 2=0.07, »p=0.41, ¢cp=0.19, dp=0.33, ep=0.47, £Dftip <
0.001 uncorrected

SR GROERIZB T, AEICIE L 72EAL%Z Table 5 1277 3. pre > mid
THERBIESM L L TR 2MALEE S1, ERETH, A1 REBFTH-7 (T
T uncorrected, p <0.001). mid > pre TiZAAIFAIREF (Frontal Eye Field ; LL'F, FEF)
A3EE) L 72 (uncorrected, p <0.001) . pre > post TlIAH {HIATEARTEF, A Ai#AME (Frontal
Pole ; LAF, FP), & PMC, A {{lggE], % OFC, ZfFK (Thalamus ; LATF Th), £
R FTH#4MAl, £ FEF, EMSEKRE, £ EFHTE/NNIE, /5 SMA BEB L (7T
uncorrected, p <0.001). post > pre TIILELHER (Hippocampus ; LLF, Hipp), &
@ANE®E) L7z (T uncorrected, p <0.001). mid > post TlXZ A6l (Angular Gyrus;
LAF, AG), ZPMC KHET, A FEF L ZOKET, £ Thaldf, £ELENFEHLE

(4T uncorrected, p <0.001) . post > mid TiXFHHEBEMERE 2 FEE) L 7 (uncorrected,
p <0.001).
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Table 5. [E1fEEAHIMT&MIZBIT 2 &AM ORMIRIEERAL (uncorrected, p <0.001)

pre > mid Peak MNI coordinates

IS EERAL BA  Clustersize  x y z Peak Z score
£ 1 RERE 1 49a 40 -28 52 3.78
1 IR 1 42 -22 46 3.18
FERR T &P 24b -4 -6 -8 3.55
A 1 REEE 4 11c 42 -14 52 3.20
mid > pre

e AR B 8 21d 32 20 42 3.69
pre > post

225 R AT ER AT B 9 288 -10 56 36 4.87
= AT AR 10 -6 54 10 4.56
72 RIS I 10 -4 62 26 4.40
FESEEATE 6 177 -26 -2 56 4.84
FESEBNATE -16 4 58 3.56
I E BT 6 -8 2 58 3.43
paste ok : IS 21 125¢ -54 -26 -10 4.22
77 IR 5 AT S A B 47 140 -30 28 -10 3.96
IR B ATER AT 47 -38 28 -16 3.68
FERIR 571 -6 -20 10 3.80
FE R RIEEE] 21 85¢ -64 -10 -8 3.74
2= P {RIEEE] 21 -58 -8 -20 3.56
FE YE B RTET 6 31b -14 -18 70 3.72
MR IR T B 19i -12 -6 -10 3.65
72 TSR AR B 8 18; -16 36 50 3.48
ERERET 11k -46 -40 0 3.45
£ LEENERET 18! -24 -54 52 3.38
A R E B B 6 14m 12 -12 68 3.29
post > pre

HHES gn 34 -8 -30 3.77
Hi 50 10 -24 -32 3.68
YRS 4p -30 -12 -24 3.43
mid > post

= A E 39 253 -44 -56 14 4.90
= f4 ] 39 -52 66 12 3.54
EEEFIETRE T 17q -30 0 42 3.74
ZERTSRIREF R T 28r -34 18 28 3.74
7 R PR AT 23s -8 -12 4 3.66
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A ATEA R & 8 26t 26 14 38 3.60

HRTHIRERE T 32 8 40 3.28
ZE AiTgA R B 8 14u -6 28 52 3.42
ELRE 10v -2 -30 2 3.36
post > mid

GBS 5 E 23w 32 -6 -32 3.84

* Voxel level p < 0.001 uncorrected
Cluster level p2=0.11, Pp=0.25, cp=0.44, dp=0.29, ep=0.01, fp=0.07, ¢
p=0.03, hp=0.17, ip=0.28, ip=0.29, kp=0.41, 'p=0.29, mp=0.35 °p
=0.49, °p=0.59, Pp=0.64, ap=0.31, rp=0.19, sp=0.24, tp=0.21, uvp
=0.36, vp=0.44, vp=0.24, FOfth p <0.001 uncorrected

a2y ha— LV EESRERFETIIABRICRE LEBMIZ o, BEREME> o
Y ha— VERHETIXHBEEZLT, £ TP, £ 2 KEEHEM (LUF, V2d), E£BEH
(Anterior Insula ; LLF, Al) M{EE) L7z (Table 6, Fig.3, 3T uncorrected, p <
0.001). Ebiz, HHEERFEOBRIE REREH) PHERNCE X 2HELHH T2
®», (mid-post) - (premid) D> F T2 MBLUZDH TH S (post-mid) - (mid-pre)
bEMAE L7, B T3k AG, A Hipp, A& FEF /& L7 (Table 7, Fig. 4, +T
uncorrected, p < 0.001). #BF TIXEHRKTHIAIEE L7 (uncorrected, p < 0.001).

Table 6. WEFFM >3 > b v — VR EIZEBT 5 MIRTESAL (uncorrected, p <0.001)

Peak MNI coordinates
TEENBAL BA Cluster size X y z Peak Z score
RS 19 | 14e 2 86 | 36 3.46
T 39 15b 56 14 -12 3.43
E2RBEE (V2d) | 18 14¢ -2 -92 22 3.40
7 B RIS 13 164 -36 12 4 3.30

* Voxel level p < 0.001 uncorrected
Clusterlevel p2=0.40, p=0.38, cp=0.40, dp =0.37, & D1l p <0.001 uncorrected

Table 7. B HEBEGRSOBIEIZ L - THEZ Z I 7-MEAL (uncorrected, p <0.001)

(mid-post) - (pre-mid) Peak MNI
coordinates
TEENEBAL BA  Cluster X y z Peak Z
size score
= E 39 44a -46 -60 14 3.65
WG 10b -28 -24 -14 3.57
H ATERAR BF 8 32¢ 32 18 40 3.56
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(post-mid) - (mid-pre)
AR T D 4d -4 -8 -6 3.29
* Voxel level p < 0.001 uncorrected
Clusterlevelp2=0.12, b p=0.46, cp=0.19, 4p=0.66, = Ot p <0.001 uncorrected

Figure 3. ®EMFMH> 2 b v — V& THRTE L 72 L

* FRLRREIIA

HEHBER (2, -86, 36), AIFHME (£ 56, 14, -12), &£ 2 kA EH
(-2, -92, 22), 7 BRTE

(FX-36, 12, 4) IZ@BHHHIT-.

Figure 4. B HHEEF & OBIEIC L - TREZ =T (L

A
44
-1
0

* R RIEILAE AR (K46, -60, 14), £iglE (-28 -24, -14), ARiHEIEE (32, 18, 40),
I b,
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4. BE

ARF5EiZ, HHESESOELE MESKMITEIOEICEDLAMA I =X LA 2T B
TEEAMELTUTo . AFEMEEZEOBBREREFRIIETHEDOT —F LEHBLT
EloTWebDD, ZORELRBRAEHEOOMNL BHBESOHFEELZELTNDILEX
bha. £/, MRI R‘fr-’r/fPLﬁo?‘_ﬁﬁ:%#]#ﬂﬁb?@ﬁlgﬁﬁm& ] L F I BT L
BALTREBN=2— FIARBDThomtELZBND. ZhiX, KUFENEEES
B, AN, £HRE, BEE, M, SV AR EErRIFTRT S
HELTEY, #MB2RMEER> b0LRoTWNEDTHELEEXD. ML
HIZONWTIE, ZOHFEBEPERSNTEY ¢, ERIELNVOERICBWTE & H
TLIIBOTHRETHS. 2%V, MRRFMMMEICEEK ST S TAtETEI 21T
SME I DITFERPELN TV W, RERITEIT 2 MESEHIET O EZ A HITw 5
NRAEESMERZRLTWS., LML, ZoOMRESHEORIZ ST, mMtsifT
HIEEEZRITT, HDAVWEEEZRD VW2 LEFHEEL bHEBEZED 2o
To. Lo T, AEBRBERWESHOTENCEEY RIZL, ABFEICBEEDEVET
FREEICHETETRY, AXBREIIEL Th-ouBEZLNS.

BHESEFE&EL MRI A% ¥ I To L MESROHIBTIC 1T A EIZ mdk & 36E 1B
HI5HEERDONT, BHEEESLMLSMNTE (FIcfiftE) 284035 L%
ZbNATKEFITRBD N2 oT-. HE—, FWDS 23 pre-social 12317 B [RIZ S% L
HEAZRBOE. ZNbh b, HREOKHENLZHEESEFEN, MESOITE, Fi2flith

I—HTHANEET I EEX NS, LirLadb, BHERESOBEIRTS
Mt OB (L% #ER T 5 72 H D repeated measures ANOVA {238V T, pre-, mid-,
post-social 2} T 2 Mt HIEOEE REICAEBEIROONEhoTz. 20 En
b, AERDPEHESESOBRMEICEKBMLTWEd, RBILEZE LTHLHHEEESN
Mttt (FFICFIfE) TR BERIEERV LD LEZIONS. ETHEICB VT,
HEESEESOBREMEZE CESOETEZHAL TVNS b0 19, Hi# CIXERL TR
BAarba—LBEEZRTTHWE L0855 182020, WFRIZLTHEAHEOERT ¥4
YORAPL, HHESEBEROBRECLL - TEEBBET LEI L 2HRTAILNTE
BRhollEZLIS.

ABROED HIIZL, HEESEROBEZROMMLSMITEBOE(LICEDLIRMA b =
X LDMEHATH D . MFBVHIREF ORI O, TEEMELIEIRD bl 72,
MIEBNOBARPOARAEREREZEZER LIV, £, AERCTHVWZASAHINTOREE
IZBWTERH %< OMIBIETAAR O bNT-DIX pre-social ThH-o7z. T, fMRI
adaptation » 2 WINEEDOBRE~DENNREZ BN 3. EBIZ, M-SR E&HIC
BT % RT i pre-, mid-, post-& R4 2L 72> TW5 (Table2). L2xL72255, mid-
B XU post-social IIEBRBIERDOMEEITH D729, BREOMRICIIEELETHLE
ZAbhD., WTFRIZLTH, HABERRD 7Ly aRRETHY, HHEL OMRE
WALDOR® Bz pre-social 2 HAREDOFFOEKRZZ 272V . pre-social 123\ TIRE
L7=f&ikii A= DLPFC, A& OFC, /&£ PMC, % S1, /MdHE (vermis IX) « %% (lobule
V), £ 2 RIREEF TH -7z. DLPFC i working memory < decision making 72 ¥ D&
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WRERMBEREICE DY, SHEBICESH TROEBOLHERFEITH Z LICBbH B ),
OFC X neuroimaging #f%E D meta-analysis I2 L 5 &, TEIELE b= b3 HflEIC K
ST B LEND 0. L UEENIC OFC IIABER 22D RERGICEPY, BED
RIUCB T DTEOTFRNRBHMORZE BT L2 LICEETHS 7. b bOHEH
%2 b b, OFC pkx R 8TENICEb D Z LB FRRESh TRy, BiEoLE L 4
TAVOHEBTHE=F Y JICHEETHD LEIND . /INNEED lobule VI,
neuroimaging #f7£® meta-analysis I L % &, 7% & working memory (2B 5 59,
L7edo T, HBICRE~OENBE L BRNICBNT, MESKHEOBREICRIT % 127
DXFERTINE, TONBTEZRZ W UKGHETREL, K2 U U TEY2
RE o EHTIDIZ DLPFC /MM ®D lobule VIZ U 7 v— b4 5. X b [EHES AT
OFBEIL, BRAEBETEIHFIORBE THH LB ONHMB2FIMELZMS> boThHY,
RIANELHRAABRLTEMTHZ L THRE (BAL8) EMEE (S1) i, Wi
BHE (OFC) 280 BELHE - KA Sh, R U LRSI 2 72 ZB #MH (OFC,
PMC) B{ThbhiztEZXx b5, Zhbh b, presocial IZBWT, HEWRITEHOE
BREPRINTLBXDIENTES.

KIZ, HRRPHETREICS T SMESICREL RETERETH I br— L &FL
REREMHICBITIAMESH L ERTS. oV o — LR FICBWTIE, A/MEE

(lobule VI), & V1, & V2v, ZE/4#%% (lobule VI /crus1), 7 SMA/pre-SMA #3
BEEILT. EAO/NMRBRERBIOHEEFOKRENCE L TiX pre-social IZBWTEZEL-
HOLIZEFROBHATHLEEZEXBND. Thbb, EFMEEZRBRL VWSO8
RENESTHZLIIYRTHY, BILEORNFTLLHET B - DI/ NUBTEE L7 &
ZEx25. MASHHEEELRRV AR UCMULREZLEL LRV, #EESHFO
EBETEAOLOTHS. ITHZE 60 L Rz ) HIERE OEBIIRD b THRNA,
R EHTILERA A — VI Lo THEBHTIMLE bEINTEY, HEHEIR/IRSNE
NEZTBATANL O OEBRISZRB LTRSS 5.

REMEMTIA V3v, A/MR#%EE (lobule VI / crus 1), A V1, & SMA, & TP,
ERTERATE = A (BA45) REBH L. ZZTRREETHEBHL TWEEALICM X, TP &
BA45 CHRBRBERRO bz, TP IZEKREEICEADZ 21 T2, FHOLmEe
mentalizing & % VM3 theory of mind & % 72 @k i&aEIZ B v , HBEFE o what stream
ORRELTERKBMICEDLS L &5 6V, £ BA45 i3 Broca & L CEEHREICEE
REDLYRHB.AERALIZEEEEESOBIEL VS saliency DFEWVEREIZL - T,
HNREBHFOMBERAIXEOMREMET HZ LT TP LA BA4S B, BARXEICL
STHRE INTHEEZLETH7-DIC TP BRBELZEEZS.

KISRERO =2 b T2 MORREEXD. REMEML> a0 b — V& TIIHE
BRI, £ TP, £V2d, £ Al RERICEIE L2, a3v bo— A &4-RERSEETIX
ARICHTE LA 2 b o7 2 L ITBREY. REMEGETLIVERER B2 &
1%, XY salient & 2 IEERE 2 SRERIM A LB S 5 72 ®IZ top-down modulation 23{E
RALltEZDNS. £L T, BRXEOHRBICERMLEZET77ZDIC TP BLY
MIE LB OND. LLLRRLZOMABIE, av he—A&fER2VWERE
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BEBELEY, REREBFALILD LWV HIBRTCOMERB L o720 b L
72uN. ERRIZ, Al X Ultimatum game (2B} A RAFRBEN R INZRFO L 5 itk
SR HEERIBIC & - TRIET 2 62, I HIZEIX, 1ZIELH50ME» b ONZRERRE
DANBYPERL, ZTRZER L LB CERICEERERHZR-TLRBRIN TS 69,
Inohb, HHESESOBENPEKEMB ChHo - M, HI2VIIEREEER2EE
LIREMmEEHAT DL WVWIFL LR ZEHICRVATLZ L THDERSBE X h,
ALBPRBIE L EZBNS.

DL, BHEEFEOBENMTHFENFERICEEL RITT Z L3 o 22,
MIERDFRERZRD LML LOERODHIEEBLHEX TWAHAREERHS. £ THRE
i, MAERAHRER, BLIOEHESEEOBRENMEENICE X 2HELHET
TEDEE L2 b7 A+ ([mid-post]-[pre-midl¥ & "% D T& 5 [post-mid]-[mid-
pre]) OFERZEERTH. pre>mid HAWIXFDHIZBWTHEZEL T LI-RIGEHALIE
£ 1 REFEESE, £ FEF, ERRTH TH 5. 1 RBFESHET L FEF 1IREGES) % 1§
IBBREOETICEETH Y, LI 2MEB L L TILBKZHFoL0
BHRETEHEEZZbND. —F T, pre>post LN mid > post TEAEEZ R LERE
LTSI 5 & SN DAL IHEFITZ V. I pre-, mid-social & HEE L,
post-social D HA BEIZEIE LI LIZEHE 3% <, post-social 28T pre-, mid-
social DFEHEA retrieval SN /-AIREMED & % . post-social & LBk L pre-social D53 H
EICRIE LS (472, postrsocial 1Z81) 5 deactivation) BTEEIEDZS < DI
fiz (£ DLPFC, %A FP, /£ OFC), A+ {lgEE, £ LHEHE/NERETRELL 0tk
WD L SNDELEZETe. FP I ROITEIFHE /2 KR4 2@ RINEEEEIZBE D Y,
B MZBW TR bHEL LIZMEAL TH 5 64. FP @ neuroimaging #F%E % meta-analysis
WX B & FPITIIHESERH Y, SMUlH working memory 9= & Y — FERiEAREIZ,
AAIAS mentalizing 2B 5 & &R B 68, SEITHFZE 68 Lk L, SRR L /- fEiRlix
MNI coordinates @ z BIIZB W TEBREIZLEMTH L0, oMo x, y @8IXIZIE
mentalizing (2L > THRIET 2L SNBFETH 5. £72, post-social & i L mid-
social DL VA BICEE L2 b AEAR L ESHICBbA ML EZET. 20 L )T,
AL YIS 4 O L8R mid-social B3fESMEIZBEID DI H E VWV EEE 52 T
5T, post-social IZBWN THEMICEDBE < DMIPILICEEEZRIESEN TS LD
ICBbhsd. b, BEREEGROBENNEINCE X AHELMHT27-DFEL
7zav I AFTH? (mid-post) - (premid) THEHEAREOFEENEZY (Fig. 4),
ZDWThHsD (post-mid) - (mid-pre) TIXERK FTEOFEBNE-7-. AEILTPI &
LHRINDEMLTHY, BABRBET T, HEFZEKRE5EXEMRT I D0HEK
DBEEBRBNERLKEET A AATHEEE L TLHIRBEZRIEL, FE2MEL2MREL,
Z L THEFRA~EREOFE S Z1TH 66, cbRIREVAMR L LT, BB kRE
KBWTARREET 2 Z LBMbA TN 6168, Zn X5, HHEEFESOLHEE
HEBEIXRAEESHITEBRICEER RIES o0, HIEEOB S b Iidttet i
TEE OMBBICEELRIZLTWVWA LI ThHhD. FiZ, BEHEEGFESOBRENRME
52 2B HMHT 2720 E L2 85 2 b ([mid-post]-[pre-mid]) D#ERH»
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b, BHHEBEEESOBREIZL Y AED deactivation NAEL 2 Z ENRENTE. TEIRH
IR E RIFE S 2o - B 1T peak z score 78 3.65 L H#BA/N & <, F 7= cluster size
DpfHIZ0.12 THoZ L HEEBLTWAAREERDS. Thbb, BRODIHF%
LT D THoBIRENTEL, BENLRERBICLEE s EWIRETES L
E25. _

4lE, BHHESEESOLEZNBRECL T, MEEHITECHMEDICELBEL S
DOPZONWTHRFT L. ITEIFHBITOK R, BHESESIIRALSNHBCKES R
ESRWZ LA L. BEBIORITORER, MASEHIE &G OMERICXT 5 2
Y b= NVREOREPEDHRERTPLTHL—FHT, BHESESOLEZRED
SCRIIATIRR, IREATEHATEF, EESATARES e HESMICBE b 2 MEBRICE VW TRH
SN, ERIEFORZEBEZRYBRWTHAMEEEEABOFERRESBEINE.
HHESESOMESHITENCH T 2REBIZRAVWEE o722, KIEESH ST L
LREWKD&H 5 HEN TR ST
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