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T WERERRNREL R, EREFREFEHANT NN E, WETAIERE, TH
giFmEa b, HEAARFENTEFRE T T REFRIANRER, HEEFFARELH
ERRERE. MBEZXXFRAREHE—F RN, f¥, BEERAFSEE L AR FFR O
SR FRFRRLE A, ERIRE AR N B A X E 5 R 58 HATE R RN
fRAn R, AT TR EN, AWANWEE G AN hEREZFRFAENGREZEHE, Tr
FE K i e ke R R ORI R e A T K S Th A, I AT R RAT . R X
UMZHEF S K., 5- 2. R0, HFENEARMAS 3 R w025 iR xR Ak 2
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5ANMNE 5k Rk g, ok gm sk R 5 WENE

Fl 1849 4FIK/RICKFR (ORI ) Dok, B
ATV TF i 2 30 DA [ 1) 1R 3ok N 28 1 1 1 g e
Iroe. @ KEIARIR S 1, A AYsx e 4
P TR Y e R g N RR  R e AR e Rl A 4
IR, 1953 AFIR AR AN v L s L [E R T DNA 731 1
BRBELE K, bR E AR B R S HEA T 73
e B gk 2 e ny LR, AR C A
RE £ DAL [R5 531 1) O A P SR ik B4R A i % 20
T E LI, 17 AR Ak 2 o 3l i F 5 A S LA
BB BB AT T AR A BEALE AT 2b. 7E R
ZARBAR T TE, /N1 A AMTE 20 140 90 AFEAR;
$ ) A 1 %MK 36 (blood  oxygen-level dependent,
BOLD) Y J7 12 K WL KM i 2238 3, TF 81 1 A%
PR 1 T BEVE R TS, (45 )22 500 1P 28 18 1%
FEAR B3 B A 2047 F8 2 RN e o ) 2 AR B A T e
TEAL BRI, 28 55 B9 1Y — 1> 1 2 5 T AR 2 X
ANEZTAT NIRRT NETEF 0BG AR
S, A — RIS R, TR B

ML R A R BR AT R, AR AE A B Rl 5 R
22U 2 FE R R A AE 19 “ 7 4 " (anomaly), T IX 26 5
GARG AR, AT o — 2 PR X ST N 1
JaRIHLE], B R A AR =Rt T RK.
M A SRR 22 A B (0 Pl % i fiff FLRR A% 1 24 L I 17 oK
5 Bh 2 B 5% 4 s AATTHE LA S 55 v iy S e ) < 22
e NAS I = A ML, DT A 8 % 2 1) A 4 1 B %
JER B SEUE YR . Bl A 2 AR R kR R TR
E, DARG R . JURBLEIR AR R, st
FAE MR, Bl T EE ARSI SRR
B8] (P53, LAk 2= T AR Be % & IR R 7E N R4 07
6 B 5P AT T JE R AL . R g v
(neuroeconomics)® | M £ HE AR B 28 Y o
(neuromarketing)” ' F Pk 5 4 25 B2 (decision neuro-
science)!! 1A HT M W AE R AR BB I AR, TR T
AR E I IR AL SR 2= B A 58 — 4. R
VAR 28 28 T 2 1 T g 2 1 [ RN R AR B A 7 o —
— X R G 25 IS I, IR 4t g At st

35 HBER: MaQG, Shen Q, Li D D, et al. Neurochemical and genetic basis of economic decision-making (in Chinese). Chinese Sci Bull (Chinese Ver), 2010, 55: 3089—3096,

doi: 10.1360/972010-1084
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e Bl 2= 1 (4 T 2 U e ol o R S A R B
PEPRRAE, Ok & B E MR AT S 2T NP E
HURLA . R 7K A 1 28 28 G2 Bl -5 Kk A 42 0
R S RE AN T 43, PRI, BIFSE ORI A A 038 o ) AR
FABL, T2 2 X AT PR AR < 22 Tk M F0 i D e
LR, DURIRTE AN A 255 by . Py
R FNAT o BT B 05 JELEAT, AR 27 T A R A R
AR, 350, S B 5C i BE D ik 25 52 k)
RN A A 223 TR K- 5 DD RE, TR I DA AT i 222 i
Joi 35 DAL 18 2 KRG 15 30 7 e 1) A%~ LB E A T
B, DA PR B B K 1 A BE 5T -5 63T 2 TR 22 25 BT
SRR 25 5, FE T BEAR AT e KCOF B,
e OBUTE N R TE | AL AT 0 5 B AP, fi
o DA i o 2 2 T AR 152 5 24 P B R A DR SRR A
SRIN MR G SEp i e Y R T FWNESS )
NS RRAE, S A f B 1 T B S O A
SRl (RS — BT T R RS B %58 S
sk, e JLAR TR LB 0B H A SCR, R T IR
Ao T B AL B 2 M R B AR SOR
Mzl e St i, EENHAL M, 5-2
Ul | ™ R =R IR A b 5 SO 28 T | A R
SR A BORT R, I X IR U R R A i, 4 i ]
PR

1 ZERRSETITh

Z L% (dopamine, DA)JZ: K il N #Y — il 22 18
i, S¥EAETHEVINER, RILBA k2 Kk
B “BRER 4377 il Y ) 288 38 4% (reward  circuit) 2
AR AR T RGP = 4% 2 Tl I 50 — 4% I
A R 1 2% 38 4% (mesolimbic  pathway), ‘& ME 4
55 X (ventral tegmental area, VTA)# S5 KN i) 71 2%
ARG EEORERIEAZ . A SR ETA);
55 2% 38 [ SR I B BT 3 B (mesocortical pathway),
B M B 55 DX 4% S 2 it R IR S A5 A B8 A%
T8 [ Ay 2B 5 S0 A B (nigrostriatal pathway), T M
BTG R SCRIR I B A e . PR A 5 A
TR 2 BF P3G B VI AH DG w32 2% 3 3% 5 055 A%
P AT A e 7 R R Ak 2% 2] SF D REAT OC, T H Ak K
J2 30 0 5 B HL AR 25 0 A OG. Herh, A i (mid-
brain) i I8 I B 35 DX R 8 T2 2 U B ol i 4 1
fii. A Schultz % A" YR 22 B #2600 5 KU
A1 2E (uncertainty) [ &5t T A4 FL (prediction) A 56
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DI, 2 UM AE T SR AL o) rh 4oy 8 Y A 6 — BB
FAVIFF L. Pessiglione 5 NI M@K 2 5%
R ek 72 i P 22 EXL B KT 1 25 90 0 5 I — A i TR
X, G5 AL RS B G TR A, RN
Z B K4 = 2 5 3 58 2 B KO FEAR Y
Z5F ML, Res B b > B3R 5 LA, [
B} ) FH Ty B8 4% 14 3 3% (funtional magnetic resonance
imaging, fMRIXFIEZESEATIEAR A2 5 B K w43 45 i
KB, 5 5 B 2% > 3 B RURH OG0 1 S0 A
B 2835 B A2 B T 2 ELUROK S S AR AR T, AR
ST Z AR A S B o T — 2 p R R #
ToREER. RG5> #i8 (reinforcement learn-
ing theory), £ LR H R 58 0] LLRAE AT T 42
B4 2% (prediction reward error), M#E B A T7E 1%
grgeR R, R L — R R M S X — )
MR SEAT ke, B AATRRAS G BRI, R ) i
Y 0 S G PN 22 T e B BT AR 1 2 F o 7, %t
AR S 5 FI0EE T — 5 0 iz 80 R AR 18 #5,
X SR 22 T B M) N AT R 3R 2 S sk AR A ML . ik
BB AN 5] AAEAG X P 5 B 58 AL AT DUAR 4 A AT
{0 HH £ S 5% 1 4% (choice) 6 0 W AT e S ML, 38
AT LA SE AMTRO P s o B2, an 68k 5 1% R AIE (represe-
ntation) . PEA (valuation). Zh#L(motivation)%, M
PRAGENATH SR BBLH]. B0, Knutson i & H & B Y
4 4% 15 3 [B] 8K (monetary incentive delay, MID)/E:
5 U101 B T B i ——ED AT BT A A A
BRSBTS AR I R, [\
sk A M 24 e 2R 495 3 i 1 A PR B A% A AH
WG, Knutson 25 A" HANFE B AL B b, AR fA%
R Z B E R TR AlS D1 324K, 228 T %
JE A, BB hN T EMRI W3] A4 Il S8 A4 S Y
WEALPRA5 5, M UCIE T 2 BB AE 22 5% b B 3 1Y
LSO, ZBPRARGFVERIE T 2002 4R DUURETE
23R4S % Kahneman 25 A USRI H (9« AQTTHAX
Xt 4 B ) AR 56 %% FH (experienced utility) 1 75, H: T
% (anticipated utility )t /& A77E A9 1S .
EMFR Tk b, BEEMIR I H 3RIRA, 17 himfe
2#(behavioral genetics) — MR AT 5 g
KAMZERL, WIFR T 545 . kB2 G5
JR3E . Cesarini 25 AR FH 28 L () UL FAF 58 & B,
AR IR KK ER AR, 55 00UERNS
5HE ML, W B A 1) 2 5 35 e R 4F 5 %60 5
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M4 TOTH, WA Z M2 A, 5 LB, wik
B LR AT AR B AT 2 20% 0 22 55470, XA
RAERZMETAT N, A H LK. filn,
Barnea 55 A\ PVE 2009 4 9 H & Rk, Xt
40000 XJ XA FIIBETE LB Z9H 45D BEAT
R, RS RSP R SRR L B E A,
BT AT AE B S ROR i RE . TR A BR A R, A
PR Ak 2 A 3% 2 s S AT A AT 5 AR BL ) 452 % =
4, M E B AL FEMEAEA RIS KK, e E
FRUP B GO S X BEE T PREE 5 AR AT Y
Pt PSR A 2 R A9/E L 1 3 DR AR L 4 v
IO/, B FAEY R R, 1T
WEFE A FE AL b, FE AKOE b s AL i 58 47 M 1A%
2E R TN B M AR R AT R R st AE HLE . dni
SCHTIR, KM P A A 208 K- 5 AT 4 5 de ok
UG, FRATA AT, P w288 o 5L
1) 22 25k (polymorphism) i 1 38 123 52 i ik P #2326 ol
AR S5 TRE, AT T . Bilan, 5k
Z BRI VAR C B L DRD4(Z B Rl 51 H5 U
KL B ZRIL R, dopamine receptor D, gene)tj
COMT(JLZ Wy e S8 o7 Y BL 56 FE T, catechol-o-methyl
transferase) 3 K 55, w5 AT L TAT I K RE .
FE L, R AR X SR R TR A
5. 1996 4F, Richard Ebstein 5 Hi[m] 3 Se 4t T
DRD4 B Z M5 AR5 &0 (novelty  seek-
ing)f5 5. 2009 4E, Dreber 5 Kuhnen FT7E it /)N g 1222
R &I DRD4 FENE 34 B+ E R )P 514 B 5 A1
F 55 IR e A 0. i & B A7 B e 7 AR
FB AR TR A A I E S R Bk, R
HUEE S B XU T 4. FE B T 2 B A% 2
(pharmacogenetics)iF 57 /1, Eisenegger 25 A *I7E 5256
bS53 O RZC0E 2 L LR & il P9 B 22 B e KO,
TR L, R 5G4 4H L, DRD4
FEHR RS - NEHA 7T MEEFINRFENS
5%, EHZEMKTETHEE, &S 80E KR X
Bty xSt A 74N EE B S 5 5 R
TR rh ELAT O Y IXURS: D i B R TR 0 S A, (R
WU B T 22 T R AR B v AU i &7 7 T AT AR )
B, SN, AT N — AT A A0 A R EE A
SE B TR 2 CLUR 25 )5, 238t B0 1 e
XS B T AT e i R

T35 2 U R AR % U0 AH DG 1Y 02 LS 9 i 4

fr IR B RE DN LS I i e F R RS il 2 —
JUAS T e (AN 22 B0 B oAt T, i RO FE AT AE. Growr
—A BYSRRAE, XGRS 158 {7 24 FER H 452
R (Val)Z8 i, T H B 2R (Met), TS 35012 Bl 14 06 1
AR, B 0T 22 0 B %) R e sk /0>, 2 i T 2 sk i) 74 22
B KT SR P IR M, coMT RN L%
P55 KU U 2 A AE AR S A N FE IR R % B,
TEPIR TR T, COMT F:HF) Gioy—A JHRAR
AT A 5 A0 SCBR A 5 SR (%) SR 38, () s o
DRURS: B 348 im0 5 R 0 2R A 2 R] 9 ) B 1 2
(functional connectivity)2x 3455, X iHl COMT fH Bl iz
25 BURIR IR A B S SCIR IR R GE R DIBETR T, M
T R A0 T A 2 A SR, el 2 5 2 A XL R ke
. XAZER S Enoch 25 AP0 56 AKS FIEE AL 56
PRI S5 —3L, Ja& &L Val/Val #5475 5
B 07 3% MR, 8Rad TR AR ) P 145 4t K.
AN, COMT FEPH W) Z2 35 P A 1 B A (1) Z2 L g
e ) A E X EEAVE. Boettiger 25 AP T AR
K, COMT P Val ssMet 1) 23515 54524
%% R (inter-temporal effect), B XJ R B (9 2 ¥
(immediate reward) 5 KK W N EHAH L. 5
Met/Met 2i&F 51T ML, Val/Val #4735 455
PPN RIS B A e, 17 HL R 28 B OC Y AR X
A 5 S T AP S s, AR i
I “HT R ——8CIRIER R G, XFsRAT A EE
BT VE . B Krugel % NIRRT 5ER 538 H, A
IMshA¥JRe 52 B cMOoT R ZEMA
K. 5 Met/Met RHEHFEFILL, Val/Val #5473 7ER K
55 v X 0 2 B 22, F B TR A9 2 2T RE
fMRI $935 & 3, SRR W05 B 22 15 5 10 D 2%
A58 X5 AT R S 4 B i 22 A5 %) N 2B R T A O,
Val/Val #8717 i SCRKS HA - 22 18] 19 D) R e
o, Gl R TAEEN 24N R, 251
FEAE AT 2205 DR, RR R AE 22 55 42 5 1 Wil 5 i
Wy, BE T2 CEZEME. 2 R KA m
AT KBS DIRE, s KK R ELE], CRE
MR B R 2= ST R, DTS2 e 5 % 1Y)
FRHLTR ;22 B B [ At 2 i o AR 1) RS i 4, X 2
% BT BT AT SR G B B SIS A AR T LSS
e 0 R BE ) 22 5.

2 S5-RR{uli SUe R I%
5-3% 8 i (serotonin), X & LG X, ik i
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B2, FERMNZ 000, $A 5 AL hahir
A, AT R X5V 2 45547 R B VI E,
BEAE K R T 28 B H SRAE 9 Bk B A SR T B — A
28356 Jii™). Crockett 25 APOHA A 013 # (responder) 7E
B 5 18 B (ultimatum) 28 1, X #2103 (proposer) #2
WA AN, SR DR 4 AN i S 4252 22 U5 Al
i Z O] AR . 4% RN, T X AN 1 A (R
RREIE 45 7 010 5 1) 3 A (payoff)), [RI6 # e #E4E
ARIEds T A B WER, MEREZMEZ T AL
L PR AR Sl A Y ] 2 G 4 A B U
PE B E HA, RIE T IG 4 R 0 Bk = AT
B AR B B A DA i ik o o
dH: —dN RS S5-I 259 (2t TR AE
v B SE AL, 5y — 4 oA MR A R p A il L. X
FE P i e B, AR T il dl, R T B Y 5-
F2 A0 g 10 245 ) 0% 8 T[] T 4 48 S5 A 2 F 1
#r. i Emanuele 25 A i & i /MR TR Y S-RR 68
Ji thAS 3] TR # R4S R, I Crockett %5 AP0
gt KW S0 KF RS s A
TR ph sl AT A, F i D T 5 Xt e i 38 B T2 v i)
ST (payof M FELE 170 .

] 22 B4 B R it AL AL — A, S-Ff0 Jie i Jik PRl  e
FEHMAN 5- R AR S5D58. fEXT 5-% G
HH5HEITHRRZWRINR T, RAeRBENES
S5-I R A B — S [H 5-HTTLPR, %5
PR Z 8 A R e 5REE. #Er K EE R
A, LG fl iy IEE 1) 2 38 1Kk % T 22 b o % TR fipk
By S-¥tate, MmN g 5 F2 ek B
AHIL, 57 J e S R A AN AR, e TS b i B Y e i
AT BRI R 2 fh 18] 8 PN B 5-5% €00 Jig B ik />, il
19 5-F2 00 AR 23 fih ] BT P A e B3 v, T 0 G X6
15 26 B N A 1ot AR s AL A A o DA R B, HE Al
J4% 5-HTTLPR 46—+ B9 MMM T 457 K 8k 09 1
RIS, X E R, Ktz 5 e
il 17 28 %) DX 385 P 850 T B e, [RD R X A 3
A Z G RN . AT RFRRIEE, 78 7
PEFHAEE, B RS E WA o R BN, B
A 28 P e, SRR T A A B AR R R
FLRESEFT N, Kunhen 45 A PR AG B4 KUK D 3R R 82 4%
PSR R B, A S EE S-HTTLPR 1A 25 B )
TR RS, EDIE T EibHEE. EAN, 7 Roiser 4 AP
B A R R B, A R S 5 N 5 &2 B HE
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ZRON R, B TG R 1 A HE R o fe v T gk
BEBA A M, T AE B R B T 1 AU 7
PR, ARS8 R B, JCiE S 7E IE PEHE 40 2 v
HESLR, AR TR 32 BIME SR RN S A B oL, 2 5%
Z FIHEZR RN S s, %G 5% S-HTTLPR W47 5 A W
WA ARG, AT K BE 5S-HTTLPR 4i A TS
5538 AT AL B S . ad 0E— A i T RE IR 45 4
Mrik & B, #4478k 5-HTTLPR M2 5 E R MBI 5
HE HR RGN B 3R B, N BE S I 4 A% 5 w4 ik 2 [
FITNRERE S . DHULIEE M, s N m s 5%
TR P ST, m AR M B MR L 2 R G B
% T (top-down) Y ¥ il 52 55, (45 05K B 25 5 52 1%
LEYFER . T Crisan 26 A PYR BB oE s, FHAT
R A IR EE SRR AE T R SR, R kB
it /isE 5-HTTLPR 255 455 3% $IHELR RN 1)
SENR, E JRURS: DR Hh S A5 T 1 JRURS: Bk, LT 5
WRPL, YRS 5-HTTLPR (02 5 3 1 Ak 51 hn A
AAEER R, HAE 2515 Je st b B 45 5 32 31 2
PR AL BB IT S AER ), S-FR i
FE R P 1 7K T 38 1ok 7 3 s R] 42 R ) R 1) 454 5
ifie, s AP 26, 1M 5-F2 G f
51 FAALT AR 5 3 IR B 2 25 vk, S a5 i K s
S5-I 7K 75 ) e K TR] 12 5% i AT < 458 A
&7, DT AE 28 5 Y5k 04 R MR A v 4y e 1 I S 22
H £,
3 R SEYUR

177 2 (oxytocin)J& F KM il (hypothalamus)
AL W —FP b 2E Y T, SR 9 AN SRR AL A
P25 K (neuropeptide), BEJ&—Fh NI E, E—
Fiph e 0. AR —FPEE, ™ 24 KM N 43 i e
A MW, 520050 W5 7= WAL A & A
BCAR. MER—Fh g i, el 22 KEn sy mA
ML IE g R B B AR SR B A R AR
LA EEERW, HFEANRWRE RS THEZE
FIVER, PR Be AR G ff R 58, M= 2 5 4t
2341 M (pro-social behavior)Z [Al (T TER VI LR, f
P 22 0 U 2 AU ) AT 5% AR R R R A T X A
k. EETOESFRFRKFR T REIE 2ak 5 AP
et TR 5 ANTEEAT MM C. 16 Zak 55
T IR B R R A ST S 2 B Fehr 25 A\ PS5 1E
HIBFSE T, S 550 A S S8R A, S M
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SEE: FATTEZE (trust game) S5 5 KU 5256, i A&
B, 28 G W A 7 2R 1) ST 50 A RE T T I A & TR 1)
WA, AEAE AR AR % (investor) JE
B Z 08k, (EAE AU S50 A O B AT R B 2
PG, MiERANS 5%, EEEHSE SRS
R RBEA B EZES. XU T - Z aEne e ot
ANBRZ B EE. 02, TEEEESEh, WA R
132 FE N (trustee) I 15 A R I H IR I8 T 2 £ 8R4 T 0%
A (investor) 9 i [7], 156 B A 7= R AT 68 X5 AT 89 MH
AT AL, — W vt B T (SR T gR 0y i
PP N 52 AT Re A e A — R A A,
ZAE N BT IOl e 5 ok B E AR AT A R S5 1E
1EA7 A KB BESR A = R s AT T4 M,
B2 A 7= 2= A5 AE 035 5 B LB & A4 ? Fehr
A K 25 B 2% 5 i 3 9% (pharmacological MRI, phMRI)
AR RAE TSR, 7F (IMRLI & A9 (5 2R,
Z P BNBIAF TR &30, AH LT [R5 A0 KRS S5, i = 2R
i AR AR S I R GG, WSS T R AT
Sk B R RARL, DU A 5 BT N RIS AE R BT A
HEEHATER T, ekt i 8sr, =R
FIE 2 2 55 5% BF X 32 FE A T R % (betrayal
aversion), 34 HNXS 32 FC A A5 AT /. Bl X4 = %
HIWFSR IR, ML BN S F AT A O, AT hE
W5 HAA SR . Zak 2 NPEDR il SS
F a2 538 25 (dictator game)-5 i Ji i R
g8, RING LI AR B WA R, A A
[ AETEZE T 45 7 IR B B 43 BE, sl 2 A A
ZAF B (unconditional generosity)fT 4, X WL7E—
FEFREE B EIIE TR B 0 “fF AR SR R AR
ZFEN, T XA, BA 3 S AT R 4 0
ZE . AN, 7£2 5 5q 8 IR a0 o f2
o WA R PRI SRR AT 25 T N A
oY, VR M AT AR S EZ R IS 5 E 1
M 25K £ (perspective-taking) g J1 . F A XS 1EHE
“H AT A G,

XA 77 28 A DG I R R 9 R B, 7 3R A G 3
N Z B8 5 A8 64247 4. Reuter 4 A0
ORI IE A R GBS (F AR AT A S At T2 Y
TRE. TEAATE BRI, & B 7 # Z AR (oxytocin
receptor, OXTR)FEH AR ZS 5%, EEEHIEL
R B BRI E A AEAEAT 0, 1 oL 3E
1 22 285 M 1Y 22 S5 91N R 30 ok XU D3R B e AR, ik

A 25 I AT {Z M (trustworthiness) Y 22 5. 33X AN AY
5 Kosfeld %5 NBYLIZ518—B, 05— IR MK K
FF BT AMFAEAT R G WALE, FEIESE T Aj
SRR Cesarini 28 AHURUE T 5545 HY (9 45
1, BMEIERTTLURIE R, 5 4b, Israel 55 NG 5E
HR R k3R g 5 A S (B HUR AT 55 (social  value
orientation task) & B, M= EZMIEHF K LZEES A
fITAE B ANE 55 R R B Y R A T o A oG, R
KA 0T e 7E AN BRI A AT by v 4 3 3 T 2L AR (6.
32 S0 vl R A 0 R A AT o 32 A R A7 AR
N2 SYERYTHT SETI ZakP ¢ TR A= RS
5B AR MR IR A R W 0 R Al AT o Y
ERAR -3, XAFTARKRYHE G344
M — IR E. BRI, RS B ST R
&, AR TE [ 4247 A (anti-social behavior) 45y
A —EWAA, - RE LIS ATESL UG
S ) R S SR IR AR B DL 3 I R S BoET
B —IFR kM, iS58 25 504 A5E45 W iE
HITERR, S AL S 5F5 M, WAMZEN
Z5FH5 WG T E BB T 52 R IR, 1EH I
DA 7= 22 %5 AT B4t 2247 8 AT BE A7 7 28 A1) I8 45 4
I, B3 A 48 AR B 4 25 58 P (salience), SR
FH S 2 N2

Wl DL B 2 R R, R — AT
PR 23 i, A AR AT AL S PSR, Rl R fE AT
PR iy A A R R EMEN. HEMETEENANN
22T B b T T RS B AR £, IR AR B YD 1Y
e, W EARHCE PR S S AL ST E,
XA R — 2 I R 5

4 ARIpheRE R Z R HE 5 2 4.

A5 s KR R E AR 25 e sk, L
Bk . Ao mir s, (R IEAn E SOk, A e
180 O T 28 U UL SR i A B PR IR AR S B — 11, [RFE 2
A 22 34 5T BE L AT I PSR R R R EEH . 3R
MTRA 2 Y5 kg 51 15 4515 B . Kahneman £l Tversky'*!
A A 5% PRI (prospect  theory) A S AAT] T X 452 2k Al 3k
i (RO BRI AN AR ], 00 A3 2 b 45 3R 58
A E KA BERLH, IR R BLR iy 45 R B sk
(loss aversion). {HZFIWFFEH, AHXTF 3K 25 A9 R 2L
i, b4 Fe st ) w2 WL BT 5% — A5 A B8 (5
FIZEIR. ESCATREI Pessiglione %5 AMAY T1E %
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M, KA ZE] T 2 ERKE iR, HREZT]
TR Y i PR i N 2 LR Y i IO A R
PGS A R P, THLAE 12 58 Y 2 R 4 b R B
B MIIL TERATME, S 5HEEIR L
P T AR, T EA A B R SR R U )Y
A—Fk, XRS5 K LA LS AT RN .
WHT S A, JERFEHIAN NS ZERARSEA L.
M5 R AH A o o 22 B, A 9. Fox 4%
NS SR R BT 8 R Bk Y A e 2 L R4S
50% 8 22 B W T X rhr, AATTHE AR DB s, YRR
fit (gain)IIE T ORI B R GE, MR TE R0 2K (loss)
DU AS O il 1) 288 R GE G . AR eI, 18 HLREA T
RTER 2 10 25 57T G 5 AMMATE 2 e D fE b 2=
A K. MAE Zhong %5 NG wh 48 8L 22 O BF 58 b,
RIHEA 9 MEEIFIIN DATI i RN (—f2 e
MBI S 5%, X T 10 NEE )P
2 5FME, 7 XT3 P35 i s T KAy
RV S G- 1T S-F2 tAeie im AR K [H] STin2 (D e 2 38
PRI 55 TR 2R 25 4 BRI A S BN R OG, #EA A 10
NEEZFHNN STin2 EMEHFMN, S#FE 12 4
A7 A A5 B RS AR B, A TR G 9 2R 09 4
N HINEAA KU . PR D, TR 3RS
IF AN [ 32 5 22 L0 g 3 A O, T 2k 25 4 8k 1) J%
ZWEFNYE 5-F 01 E A KR, WA T
17 MPER B e 8K Kahneman Fl Tversky $i H B A 5 B
AR T3 — 20 AR, (HJR G T — 2 M 2L
RS, M REAFTE T B, XA T T ARk
fif .

5 4Lk

i JE AR TR], 2R A M 2 A oe g A
JRRAPT AT R TR R, AT EAI AL T

5% 3k

fiff AN [) A A0 S B e SR AT oM 1 R AR FALEE, T A
25 o 208 AR A AT 20 5% o S5 Ik T 2 g0 9
YERL. BRAETSCHT R LR A &0 BRI F Y 2 46, £
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Neurochemical and genetic basis of economic decision-making
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With rapid advances in neuroimaging techniques, research on economic decision-making has entered into a new phase.
A new field named ‘neuroeconomics’ has emerged, based on behavioral decision science and behavioral economics.
Neuroeconomics has rapidly advanced in the last decade, utilizing natural science approach. As this interdisciplinary

field

has developed, researchers have incorporated aspects of genetics and genomics to further extend theoretical re-

search in economic decision-making from the micro-perspective of individuals. Recently, a growing body of evidence
has suggested a close relationship between decision-making (e.g. economic decisions) and neurotransmitter systems in
the brain. Moreover, the genes involved in neurotransmitter function have been found to influence decision-making

beha
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vior indirectly by regulating the level and function of neurotransmitters. This review focuses on three of the most
ustively examined neurotransmitters, dopamine, serotonin and oxytocin, to elucidate the complex relationship
een these neurotransmitters, the corresponding genes and risk as well as social decision-making.
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