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1. 3| &

Z WAL NSRBI Rl ke B0 B MR, AR KAESE B REmia 5 2 fh
R, QAESRALEES], B, B, TARCAZANES Jy. RRJFURIR AN 4 o X 2% B
REFIZE TC A BIAR R T2 M BN AR i X3, AL R (BG)H, JCH AR
A MSURAE S, I I8, 2 ERCR AT 2 FoRs s o, il ina <
R, TEE 18/ 2 ZhE(ADHD), Fisfi o 2O B B R KSR GhE,  JF H2ia)T
IR ANV 22 HAMR R A 2 EE WL R

JETRATR & B & AS [FE B Al D AT TR KRRIEED, (HR R T8 1K
BALHI A ThRE, Rl X T eI G RAH AR, TIRPTERAR R Fit . Rl
FESE TR, A PIRESAAN R ARG 7T 1 am e 22 > 2 B (1 b #EE
(Berridge, 2007). JUE XA EAT #A RS, (B BARAT SEUE 7T A T
BB ET M PR, RS G e EE e T B A AR . AR
XH, AT SURAR 2 B R TR AL L), stk o] DL IX et fE
A AH LA 5 i B XA R RYEAT 1 I AT S0 A e XTI AR AU FRATT RE 6 F A
FREIX PR SRR A R I, i EL A B ATI TR B A e B R R X e e B

2. ZEK RL #ig

— R R 1) 2 BRI RE B R A TR AR s A S I (RL) R EIMEHT . H
IS, T2 Ao ARG AR A 1 RPN R 2, X ER A BT 40K
YRR ] ¥84: (Montague, Dayan fll Sejnowski, 1996; Schultz, 1997). Btf5, V2
5N ZME S M T A 71 1 32 FF (Arias-Carrién ,  Stamelou, Murillo-Rodriguez ,
Menéndez-Gonzalez 1 Poppel, 2010 F; Bayer Al Glimcher, 2005 %; Bayer, Lau
A Glimcher, 2007 ££). 50657 SRR % F T 3B 5 SR 55 AT 9 A 2245 5
#1% EL % e 115 (Frank, Moustafa, Haughey, Curran A1 Hutchison, 2007 ££; Jocham,
Klein 1 Ullsperger, 2011 4; McClure, Daw #l ReadMontague, 2003; O'Doherty
&%, 2004; Pessiglione, Seymour, Flandin, Dolan I Frith, 2006; Samejima, Ueda,
Doya 1 Kimura, 2005; Schénberg, Daw, Joel Al O'Doherty, 2007).

S RE RO B B AN B A — M, 0 2 % BB SR 22 O A 22 7
BB, DASREDE ] i (R RIS T BT T PR B R Hh 24 0
MEME, FEBENLIERE N ahfE, Mo LA 28 5 k0 L B B R, TIFEAR



[FIZhVEZ (Bl AT et . XU LI 1 &Rl & AR 3, (HAUGE S ) e i ezl it
% L TRl aze 436 1) D S 11 47 P (B 22 S A A AR 2 1) #45(Berridge, 2012
Salamone, Correa, Mingote fll Weber, 2005 £). fAI AL 5 id N £ P L #EAE Xt
AR 45 5 B e 45 5 5 ) P AN KRR SE M o AH S, BURhde 38 ) B2 FIAE 7Y (Zhang,
Berridge, Tindell, Smith F1 Aldridge, 2009 )% ¥ B ik 2 ST bR, 1k
AR IMA 4 A o (138 SR B A A 2 L e AR PRt AT LUK J@ (Beeler). , Frank,
McDaid 1 Alexander, 2012 %),

M, HAMpgAM e Mg SRR 1 S RRATAIM A I iR St &
N2 EL % (DA) AT LA 1 79 /> 32 6 40 A o SOIRAR oo 22 7o (MSN) 37 2 11 i
P, X0 M 45 45 BAN[F ) BG fin th #% (Frank, 2005; Gerfen, 2000; Shen, Flajolet,
Greengard 1 Surmeiier, 2008; Surmeier, Ding, Day, Wang I Shen, 2007). #2y
T HB(SURA M ZIEIE )RR M SCIR A MSN 3 E5RIA 2 B D1 2Rt (e i F
(145 (Kravitz 5, 2010). 38 RIFEXLERPZTE ) D1 3244, 20 EL mT 1 9 A5 16
FE I8 i i P AT AT AV (R I i) . AHEEZ T, JRIE T 1A% (SUIR R W)@ A2 I SUIR
R MSN £ ERIAZ W D2 324K, FFEMEE /R o 385 R L ph 28 oo i
D2 3244, 2 WA S I F SR AIPHIAS . RItk, Sk, 2 ERgrgsginarie
Jaasif D1 ek o0 TIF 4] D2 fii v Ae i n I, i 22 Bk A g2 b D A
AR BEM, it oE D2 @it . XA DA (it EiEig1e s S M@
A 57 T B — ML (Frank, 2005 4F), HA S EE 5 2] 8- e, (HE&H
EEZ RN, SR B HE(D1-MSNs) M1 a4 (D2-MSNs) % 1% B T & 1153 71 5 i3k 3% #11 ] dg
HEARMA T WARIC )Y Go M NoGo #g1e, (HAEAEKM Y, EAIARERILRRED
WA, SR RET S S RO IZAT S SRR . A IR T TS
JEIEEAN BN AR B SE B AR 22 7, X8 72 S R a ik B J2 RS B i 45N B B ) 5
SR .

R, 2 B RAE g Ae b DU SR D5 TRl o eThReCg 2 T
Jen 52 WEARIZAY), FER, WEERPER], B X L FH # ] 78 B AT 1k
SERIE YT S ERARERYEGI I, XS J7E S A A RIS ). Bln, R&
ZyWia YT HE AR BORE 38 HAR B BRI 2 HOKF, I L EEARR B0 22 ol Tt 4
RHAELFR A ROR, T F A% 52 2 L RE 2906 7 I 3 R AT 1 27
SIFNEE TR 5 R %, (H R IR 22 dit G 47 I 45 2R 1 K A (Bodi 4%, 2009;Cools
&%, 2009;Frank, Moustafa 2%, 2007;Frank, Seeberger, & O'Reilly, 2004;Moustafa,



Sherman, & Frank, 2008;Palminteri, Boraud, Lafargue, Dubois 1 Pessiglione, 2009;
Smittenaar &5, 2012). 7EA#FAFEAHAD AR LR 2] T 2 E LR LUMER
(Cools %, 2009; Frank, Moustafa 45, 2007; Frank, Santamaria, Reilly, & Willcutt,
2007; Jocham %%, 2011; Pessiglione %8 N\, 2006). 1XF{Z% EZ IR ] BiRIE
A DA HAh e B IS, e B Ol T 1Y 5 2 21 (91 W Beeler, Daw, Frazier
F1 Zhuang, 2010 %F; Wiecki, Riedinger, vonAmeln-Mayerhofer, Schmidt(& Frank,
2009: “~RIFMEEAE), JFIROE 7RI AR TR AR BE e LA, HERAE—D
()22 B e A8 1 (Beeleretal . , 2012).

% AR 8 PR 22 B] % P A FH 16 B B 4RI R D GBAE #0981 FUiE
SEY D1 A D2 ISARAE 3R RN b 5 ) o AR H (Kravitz, Tye 1 & Kreitzer, 2012).
FE/N RN R R £ T —FhReE MAE S, DIMSN FOG A% il i 5 BUZ R e 1 H
W IESG R, T FECD KR E S IXMIER . 5, D2MSN KA Il 5 Uiz
1R R G o AEAFVE R A2, AR B F0 Hh B 8 2 5 A Il ROR Btk
AT ARG AT AR J5 2228 A0 ER R RE VA R T 52 ST AL, A2 BRI . M HL,
FlE D1 AT D2 40 B RCRATATT 1 4 ol AT 2 028 e % 4 R0 R oo i A TR o SR I T
WL B D1 A1 D2 B35 ) A2 LA 5 05 VR AN [l 2 ), (H o Ath 255 PR T RE i 9t B
‘BATZ ¥ (Hikida, Kimura, Wada, Funabiki F1 Nakainishi, 2010 ). K, #F
Z ML B AR B BRI SE T SURIR T 2 AR SR = ST I E A . B2, ¥F
Z oAb S ST AT VA ) 22 R T E TR G TR URE R, a0 R ik .

3. ZERBER

FESRAL 7 )R A, S FERBRER R, ZEKRNEESS TR, 53
Bl, BhHL, % Sk %% Jy s JE Bk AR 7E — 2 (Berridge, 2012; Smith, Berridge, & Aldridge,
2011; Wassum, Ostlund, Balleine Al Maidment, 2011 ). #lan, KEHFAEH,
i 2 B R K BRI = D AE A B R B AT S BE 2 1) %% 77 (Beeler 45, 2010; Cousins &
Salamone, 1994; Salamone %5, 2005). A RXIRM “ A ” il [A]8: D2MSN i
PR AT s 58 mra Fhd PR ) 24 B A4 A vk S 58 2 (%5 047 9, Tl
HX AR N B A MR ER, BPFRARA 2084 (Farrar 5%, 2010, 2008; Mingote
4%, 2008; Nunes 5, 2010). MPZRRREY, 4n i A= PEBTE 7 b pr L g2 B B0, X
26 1 F 2 B AN [F] MISN B 1 FH (%) 1 T R A7 T 465 2R 1) 22 3 2 B9 4 3 1) (Samejima
&, 2005).



I PG5t 22 0)F 5 (Tai, Lee, Benavidez, Bonci Al Wilbrecht, 2012 ) 5
ERR BRSO AR BRI R (T AN 2 AE S5 Rl D1 5 D2MSN, - AJ LG i sljs
D E HIAE AR . AERTT 4R B 52 BT T ) AE— 23k ) DIMSN /] LA
R E AT Bt . [ERERRE, ZIFARAEIBINBOER: RO AR
B E VI s B N, T A AT AR s s B . 7R ERGE KT FRIIEOR S 5
X HA AR SHER SRR EEE, DUABAUKFX S RAREER SifErk
o S ANBVFE, D2MSN RIBCRA M RHBCR, AR 11 FME SN 15
ARA). B2, FEEFEN B D17 nl/2 D2)IS, I B Z s 1 1) fe 3 fil
SEAE A I I TR () R

HoAm R IR, AR 2 B AT SN 77, AP A A AL I TR 1) 22 (B
it HfE ) (Dayan, 2012; Niv, Daw, Joel f1& Dayan, 2007). {H/&, HEE, XL
BN 8 760 iE J s ma (R, o B AT B B2 Bl T AR M SRR, T A 5 e
XA AR N BRI AT B (B IR SR R . thah, AbATT T T3 DA (5511
ER, AN HERLE DA WHHFETS O N YERERIAHXS 1 15 o

A R FUREIR T 22 B R URN BRSO RN 5 5 — 7 T () Bk 2 20 208 2 ] (1)
R, A NNAFTA Rk 5= ) N AR v DL IE ik 3306 55 1 >k 387 i B (Berridge »
2012). 5%, VFZ FIREI] 2 TR o0t B 45 555 [ 45 SR 00 AN [R] 52 0 () S 58 5F
RAEZE MK 53K 2 (BT X 2 RTRATE, 7RI RN 4 AR Im AN L A A\ A4t
o, 205 R S o) R S LA AR M AT REE A B a2 AR R R AL, R
g TR IR W, B0, SEm—L TAESRHE TIEds, RPTERM LT
BN BEAEAE 5 TR RAS 22 SRR IS DL T, 22 T 9 ] §2 IR A T Bl 3de 80 AR AR AN VH
W &5 5L 0 AH 6 S0P (Shiner 25 N, 20125 Smittenaar 25 N, , 2012). HA&KU,
Smittenaar £5(2012 4F)Eox, RIS LR 22 ) 88 A 5 E 2 BCAT T S B 1) 22 (B B
A A% s B3 S ARG T AR L, tHRR NS BE I M B RR 8 Y SR B R IR 14T 30
INAEF A R 455 . MR, Shiner 55 (2012 )4 FH AR HE I UE 2% 21 727,
EANTE A Ja A MG DA 24%, R, MELRI7E S 2] Ja b Bt 2 250677 1 &
HAEAL 7 T AR AL T PO IR B . X LB SRR ATAE SR E L, (B AHERR
Z G S R AAME R . #SE, X SRR T SRR B VA MR BT A e Rl ie 3¢
A AN NE T, 2 BT R R EE 7R 2155 10 B S5 R 0)
o), MAEIX LR FEA, O BH 4 45 R ARt R AR ], AR 2 DI ST 0T FH 1
TR B 25 SR 1 s 22 e 1) R R B L A5 P A R UL B 1 &G R LR A4S



%, XTI ATAEZ BT R . BeAh, AR TR ER At 1 5 S ROR AR
A, SOPR A4S 27 > T 5 A B 28 il T 8% 14 o 2 T SN o i s T 22 il P e A 2
I HIx Pk R 328 2 B Z R BRI (Jocham 55, 2011). RiE 2, HATHIER
R, 2 ERERERMN AT EHL.

JUE KT 2 BT S R AT e Bt 14 25 S A SURe i 14 4% B DTk i A2 4, (H—
SERIT T X PR AN T fie 18] (R AH AR FHAR A TR o 52 Beeler 5. (2012 4F)fdH
% LS PGS S0 R Y RS S R 55 R ILEL G . BRMCRE, XE/EH S
&R DT SRR — 2, BRSURME 2 B HE sh R BUR EE, Wil &A% . H2,
EARERNZ, XTFREYN, BMEEGYMEEE, 5MREEMIE X UE 55 14 HE
YA B 3208 2 LGS UAME R EC s A L, Sh3kR IR 2 sh 4 R
AN BABAT 55 . XU TR, 9P BRI 5l ke “ i o) AR, )
Vo e B G AR AT LG NAT . Bl E BSEge R W], 25 3] T IHREfE M.
F D2 HAH, SORAEL: ERXMEOT, MEREIFARSLRI TR, TAREW TR, X
5953 50 52 S APTAT B S A v S8 1 i 5T — B0 D2 A S 58 T SOIR AR Ik 9 JiEE 5%
fi (¥ 38 98 AF F (Beeler 55, 2012). IXEe/E G S HARUER A&, BRI &E5FIE K] D2
PR AT LA DB A E B R e 5 2 2T MR R 4 AR E R (Amtage & Schmidt, 2003
Klein& Schmidt, 2003), Ff HiX pFH{E 35 A s & i 38 vh sl D2 #595t04E F (Beeler
EN, 2012;Wiecki 55N, 2009)iX &5/ 7L R 2 T 2 BRI RILASL(FE X BT,
= 2 B2 WAHTAEHER, XFAETERES 78R, REid—P25XK

PERERZII, SF45 .

FEIX L, FRATERM T — Mg e A 7 SR, A A R AT T RE 0% [R5 8 22 12
BRI M HAEH . BATE AR — M b faf i SR, S
A B ] DU A b 5 R OGER 1) AR W 2 R R bR A o0, il s B ek 2 %K, DI
A1 D2 FRIE I SURA A Z oG Pt B R i B, Rk w855 . JRATTE 79252 B A
AR B WL R K —T7 T, 2 AT A8 B2 A8 B 94T 93 PR 5B (Sutton
&Barto, 1998); 7 —7J7lfl, B THAM . H—J7M, SaFEZA BN LR
FLRR I A A 2 L T VR A 22 N 2% 4834 (Frank,  2005) A PART 22 10D R X
SERIT () A B IRBR AR R, (B IR L IR 18 T AT Bk B 55 21 B SR
BMPPHL RS, TR N MTIIESE T — MR IE, I BAEIE T AR R
SE, IETINRZE 5 5% 2 (Doll, Hutchison, & Frank, 2011;Frank, Moustafa,
etalo , 2007). WI'TFFrax, MEALHIA E LAV E . BEAR ) H )2 5 it — A



A, AZAR AR R] DRI B 5 (VB LR (S Lh, SO SRR, X ]
fERESCHR T A A TR R 1) — RAUR . JATBE— R4 704, $RH T
Pt R GE 7 B ARV P SR A

4. BB R

4.1. OpAL HERIPiHH

TATHRAC R HAT A F I BB TAT AP R o AT AE TP IR R A5
B — D RGN F) M THIRE S AR IE, AT REIRBENIE. 45 R0 TEL
ZET TS, PRR K= R 2 PO %, A R g SR ARG THE,
PUMEXHME AT G T, MBS S E A . 215w AR I T TS 52 K 30
P, T =28 G T TS R SR AT 65T . 8, PEIR S 7 T 2 BN SR A4 A
#1-#%(Hazy, Frank f1 O'Reilly, 2010; O'Doherty 2%, 2004), W47 A\ A8
B GUIRE 5 1T /A2 30 K )2 B AR BAE R AL Se A o AR P& 52 A K
HIPEN EARALGE S W) . BT kBRI 1 P THIME,  Ffaat &) s i 1
SO 2 ) BEE AR

Vit + 1) = V(@) + o X (7). (1)

Rt Al THE VRSB S TR % 6(4) = r(6) -V (1) IE L, R r(t)RIRTERS
8] t W B Al M0 o VPO B 52 205 AT R B & A EAE AR I SR
R, 2 EBREPMEAAE 5 4EE T PRI & 19 T R 2 (Dayan & Daw, 2008;
Montague %5, 1996; Roesch, Calu, & Schoenbaum, 2007).

TRES] . WRBAT IR BN SR BE T — AL, #*Eifﬁiﬂ?i/e%ﬁ
35 22 SR 1 I ek X B . 7E OpAL B, RATES 5% 40 NFHRLE,
Il 2% 7 Bz 2 R 40 AL EE R G R IR S BhAE X (s, a) I BLEE(G 9 Go) Fil [A] 45 (N jj
NoGo)MSN #ffk. N T itk Uii, AT BE R AH 2 EER N RARE,
M (s, a)fEtb ol a. X HIARICA Ga(t)Fl Na(t)f47 NAL AL R R IE (5 i %
B A IR B R A E A GE N 7).

XX EEAT JYRCEL ) o 2 BATy T AR P AR e (2 2L, A0 R B



Gt + 1) = Gul1) + [agGa(1)] X 8(7) 2)

N(t + 1) = Ny(0) + [anN (D] X [—8(D)] (3)

e, 5(r) &AeHTE LY & TR 22, 1 aG F aN 437 /& Go F1 NoGo #X
HP) ) F . AR G W EAT AR ) S FL () B3 (BN e 7 &5 i A RL
BRI B . 158, WA B, FESRME G AN AU LU SH g A
AN T BIRIE . BRI 28— NMRHIE RS, 5 G AEM R, N BCE @i i i 2
(A S 5 AT B 2. X R 1 2 ELZIEE i D1 A D2 524406 iT 98 14 77 AR AH J
TERBI A . ARIPAHEE, (B AR P Re 20 g s AL . R E %, GINESR
FATRI R 22, DRI AR — AN 0 ) S R B A 17T N S I 7 P 000 5% 22 1T
B0, T R TR 2 2R, PRI R ER — AN AR OB AR

FECHT RN ) 56 —ANRRAE S OB ) RL SET AR, 8 5 )RR P AN e T
w72, EHERT HEATNBGE, NS IRt XAk r e sl H =K%
Hebbian FN), o2 S HGR T RABTEGE CR B =, RIBAIER), SURAARH R il
JE IS (54T N BIBLE B EE ) AT £ B2 % ((Reynolds, Hyland, & Wickens,, 2001). R
SR T 38 5 A 2 ST B R A SG IR, EUI S Ul 5 SR b AR St = R R
B b EATTE RO 5 fd i GRS E FH 227 A0 22 LG (TR0 5% 22 ) 20 SR N 25 ST R
W, AE A EGR T SR S TR, SRATTHE il ik 45 54T AUE GG U e Sl 5 /K1)
KIRMFo W) HERIE, N7 B X — SR 5 R T AR A AT A
(R SR B AR AT T LU, R R BHAT 900 27 21 B 15560 25 RE B0 36 BBl (R FE e me ot
S B IA) f2 LEK, IF H G A N BCE 23 A0 56 X 20 iR AR T BN f7 4 AL 3

5 A RL AR ) — DA FEZAAE T, 85 o vFxt G BN & & 2 R i 3t
AT AR BN IFNT, G AN AR AR T AN S B — R G 1 actor AL AT EAE R
VeI IR AT ALY F)m, FATAESS R BonX LDy gexs TR R B 2 g ]
CASZIR S i AN SN 22 3], [ Z IR OR N e 22 R EL 2

M. EZ5ENERNLIEHE B, 1FD softmax EFEFME, 45 H 1A F LT
ZIE i, BIanASF ] R ZhF I 3% ai 22 18] AR +% -



Act (1) = BcGo(t) — BaN,(1) “4)

6,4{'{0[{}

pla) = W (3)

EIXH, p@)EiEBFEEa iR, BBk THERATANE Acta, Bl Ga
Na 5 Frf3 HAt g & SR A E 2 22, AR IL R AT GPi Hi A% Hh BN [E] B2 1t
I ERESLE 1 ). 230 8, B, T e lEeH G Al N AUE IR R,
M B.G, () FRFEA K G BARIIEGE, B, N, (1) AR N BAATEE . softmax B
o e B AR SE A E R R . Rlitk, RE B, 5 B, MARTFRYE, PLATHEIL
H 5B 12 B ROK A 5, a] DA FRIHER R EME R G A,  Fa] PLUEFEA
FIEEE 1), 5%, BATT LS SHES K B,=B X (1+p)Fl B,=B X (1—p).
EIXMIEAF, -1<p<l RRBEZBIFIAXFRYE, 10 B XN F 2 ) softmax 1
FESH, EHRE TR .

S BIEFTE) o FRATIE I softmax K Ue 350 a (1 o SIS [E) A h HAE HT AT Acta 1
PR

RT(a) = RTy + 1/(1 + 4%~ (6)

Hor g2 Go AN T2 EZ SN BT 7 i NoGo 42 1 1 0 BRIAH , 117 RTo W2k
SBESTA] o 1% 07 RE AR T AP 28 A0 AR i) RT, Fodt, AHXS T NoGo FifiE
M, X HE KK Go SHUE L RT(Moustafa 25, 2008; Wiecki %5, 2009), LA
S PSR B GBI A 4 il S AL B 7 Sz B AN &7 W ], S5 IAL ) Act
B AR XS B (Rateliff A1 Frank, 2011 ),

4.2 B2 B REXT 22 S A URh H R M

TR PR SRR, DL b SR AT DU SR 5 S R BB L T A
AXIFRME. KT, fEMARBEA T, 2 EIKE T DUE A AL RS 5%
S, HYBENS IR I R 2 B RUB M . H, A BEE RN KSR AT DARS ik D2 SZ A4
BRI A, AN BRAI 7 XF B 12 Tt 3 22 A BBURK % (Frank,  2005). AHJ, KA 2 L
KPR BE IR D AR RAE 5, (RSB b2 3 oot A} i BUSE B2 (Frank & O Reilly,
2006). fE OpAL HEZE, W LLEIAT R S FSH aG M aN A X FRR AL
Phd, MIHEER D1 A D2MSN X 2 P REAE 5 I B5UR % DL A Bt ™ A i1 T 28 1



SO . AHR, R 2 TR IR R UBI R F T LA B, FIPN H (R AR AR P ok 2
B, ATV 5 B M@ AR 2 S E R ISFREE . i, k3R KT 1 2 ik i
i1 DI-MSN, {H£#)if] D2-MSN, K itn] Phdt g, MG nsl g, b, [z LA
% LU o ok A

A. 2-pathways Neural Network B. OpAL model

) High DA 2) Medium DA B) Low DA
Weights Weights

Weights
m D
Activities Activities
|:| PexG Paex N PexG PuxN Pex G H Paex N
5 N .

. \\\‘ \‘\‘ /

\\\ R ~
R e W g
A m DA D DA

Choice: 1 Choice: 2 Choice: 3

nnnnnnn

B 1. AP 2 R At AT A5 3 (OpAL) A, A F TR ALK T RGP 2RLHTER,
# Frank (2005) % A48 F € RAEM S O R st 5] Aok L6 &Y %570 . B. OpAL AR 69 % 7,
AA%RAKHEANATRE 5 ORIk A0 A %R 2 0 6 e BTl £ L% 69 5 CRiIRE (2,
F) T, A TR, BAEYGAERE (Act) hmTEAAS GREMAMANREGFHIE, £
S5O RES (A, 1) P, BT AEB ERAGHZRANMAL S, A FHESF LA 405
& GRENHIE, MRS FEHEREL, AR, EKSZEERET (FB3) , KAHRH
oL, FFHRERRFLARMKNREGHIE, DA=% C & GPI=% &G a9 A5

RIMEZ, EA—NERME, AVEH aG, aN SHCHEE 15 )8R T &
B, JEEH B, By SECHELE IS SRR AT 8. 52 B E (R
LR)RM(Niv 8N, 2007 SF)MHLL, IXFPIX 43 KR EAFG B BotE 22 B i b 1 i 22
[ S7 B (Montague 28 N, 1996 4F). {H2&, BATERD], BATWBIAIRA, Bl
I SR 2 ] B SR X AN L R T e B I SCIR AR 2 EL G /KT S5 5 AL R R 7K,
DR, e 438 I A A RV AR ART IO B P 2 S M Ll a2 426 A0 J B2 I [] (2 DL A3 40 Satoh,
Nakai, Sato 1 Kimura, 2003 4, HA4HAL DA {55 58 RE RT #HX), H B, A1 B,
SRR

5. 4R

5.1, #AEZ S



FEEFRMMBRBE N, bR SR 7 ST (AT A PR AR ) LI I ] A8
Tt THEE AR/ ELENAE AR AT LA 5 i) TS AT ME = o A B DR A TR AL v
AT 9 B R A 5 ST A T RIARUE M, BN, B AN S AR T 2 1)
PRV R FATAER BB R 1 SR, X LA T USSR S R B B T T, B
ifr OpAL JE & PRI 7 > MG 3 5 uE OF ARG B b B 3G — SR HE ). 72250
—H{EL (WA 2), RAVESHOEFER R & A, A8 SRR S
(a,=a,=a,.=0.18,=p,=1). XLEBHFKH, G A N 77l r F p(r)[r)id 3 F1id
IR, T Act 2 IEZ RIS I B £ (K] 2B).

A J - B
increasingplr)
08 Sl
R B
— 06 ~ e
a [N
e« o
= 04 ;

02

G(R,p)

‘ﬁ: 15 a
& . e
= =

0.5

: increasing p(r)

2 increasing p(r)

1
o a
x =
— +—
u
< <

B 2. 8 A 5 7 2 AE A ut i), RN R Fe R R F 69 R A . BT A B R T 1, 000 AN A6 H4h.
BRAMER (KEET) MiFHAV, GRE, N EFAITHIE Act AXEBRIF, KA L7TH
AR ST R LA RE R IBEEG TR A, LB TP HEV Rl
ARG EE, F_AFZKEITTHEAREIERFAp (r) JHK, MEGHNAEMAT



mEWAREL. HEE, GRESKTHMBMEG LR, INRESRTRPLMEG 2R

KA B E R, BAMARPASK, AERE Act RFNMEEASHLMBEAX, RARE, 1220

PAEE XA R TR &S, B AX LMY, KRMNBIRIRBE r R BBEFEp (r) 25
T 100 KX I G B9 s AE.

Filsg, GMESHSHHEMEE IR, X @i, ERMmEm™mZ
RYPZRACEARLRNER : EAMER R ERRBHRIE RN ESR . B, 5 p@)
bt AR s PN SR 2R R (B p(r) A1 p(r+HE ) 2 TR [ ] 5E 22 fixed #44E G
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B NAE S HSSWEE AR, FFR SRR bl ffE M. fEit,
JERIR N AR 22 57 i i 1 BRI AN 2 3 ) BV EL RIS 1E R« IX LS R i e I
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A F 3 E aG Ao aN (BHAL Ao h B m by KAt kT A T) o a6 #9380 () 358 T 4569

B mAEFELF X T CM, FEFT AT EA, xdaN i (£) . B pG F=pN

S, BPG=pN &, & R AE Act A EAMAM KM HH. 2R, FHEMIPE (BKEHR) HEE

FAAR S FE Act 30 (RBEFLRE) , FAERTHRAOE (RIFHE 5 RIFHLEF) .
PN<PG (HZMEE) MAR. HXZEMNHEREA, FHALAEXLF.
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MiEst, MNMFBSE5FLMERNS KEmERE. Mk, G0 aN 2 SBURIHE
AR IR R AR AN 22 e b TR, RS EE 3T G AN BUE I X 1E 6 i i
ZEHHAT THIFALEE, RIIETMRERZE N G H/h N AL 28R, (BN AR
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B4, RidfEFfFs], MEk: £HRLER (B A Kravitz, Tye #2 Kreitzer, 2012; ¥4
B8 Kravitz FAMLERE) o BOLBA ik A48k B 5t 2 48 30 A it 35 ik R S 1A% 80k RS
QA VEE IR . AR T RIAT 2 T (dMSN) Al (T3 A XM Ak, A LTEPHkes)
AE| W E G ANR HVEEG T AL 09/E R, a4 MSN GiMSN) Al (T3 A BB &; 4
RAER) BERBITH. K&: SFRITHF] (0pAL) M, A: ERIEAT 2 54 L
ALt 69 fik K ik A9 bl o ARSI R BT 89 ik K ik & AG L. A R iE AR R A9 AE
B GEobBstAndbgobmst) o £F.054) alpha, 25 %754 (50) w924 2%, AL
M7 % & A V.Kravitz, L. D.Tye #= A. C.Kreitzer, 20124, (A ARMWZAFE) , H 157,

“H AP IR BEIRARAPE LB FOTREER” o 816. Macmi | lan SR BT A 2012, H %



ZEF A, HHARLERLFE,

RN S M By )R FTHRATES], GBEFEH p(o)A r FEAIBE AN
K, 10N BEREE p)A r FAERIE/NITBOR . X E, AR TG XpN S5
R, FEEFERAIL T 2 ERLREIRN, BB HOR TN ERZ. ZpG=pN
I, e R A 2 o s i 2 e SRR Act B . HAZ, R FReE ], A
XEFRDs B8 G AN R G 8] BTt 2 s A N Al 22 A 2

s, DiR(E3C)KRM, 26, > B, I, Act 7& p(o) MR %, FEUFFE (6]
225 R (R G BUE R, 11 gy > B, WA, #7217 N ACERIF.

5.3+ RAGIAL X 22 S AR AR 0

DA AR 7R 1 A5 R R AT LB AR /N B AR A G ArT s B Y 51 ) 22
XA BT DL SOGB4 R Rk, KW D1 8 D2 Bl
AT DAAR 95 51 0 £ 176 956 30 [) 3 2 78 25 R v g (A ok AN ) 1 52 ey Jel ol i 3¢ B i A 7 =)
(Kravitz %, 2012; Tai 55N, 2012 4F). FATLE AL B 0T X B8 5256 3E 4T A
FFEIITA FE R I,

Kravitz 55 (2012) £ K il & £45 & S0 F 5 L BURNERIE D1 B D2 324 (I SUIR A
MSN. DI RI#H L), HICROR S IE # b ahE, M D2 RIF0H 5 [a] ik o
Ao 1 H, EEARM MSN BUIX LR AR T 2 1%, UOAFE AR ] 2 BRI B 77
I eI IRATLE -

A8 L 5 A T AV Bl AH 9% 2 ST ISR AR L OpAL A MSN ) Y5t 4% il
PP, SRR T A N D1IMSNs ¥ G A1 D2MSNs ¥ N {H). HAk
S, FRATTB A IO L T G ORI N SE K LS 22 R T 22 A0 19 1 77 R
M 5 3] -

Gt + 1) = G(1) + [agG,(0] X [5(2) + Optg) (7

Nt + 1) = Ny(1) + [anN (D] X [~ 8(7) + Opty] 8)

Horr Opta=4IlT DIMSN I 24 Opt(#5 W24 0), T Optx="41l3 D2MSNs I (5 10y
0). Opt>0 ARFRFFR LIS E . TR azse o U B $ 4t 32 25k,
RS A AT 22 ST A . DR, (R AR AL 2 ERE TRR 2 N 8(1) =0, {HAEFK
ATV I A0 O S5 W g 75 o Fe Vi BE LI BN o FRAT TIE AR 1R T8 2R ¢ ==0.2 1% S B E



FAAE— S, DA SRR R (H G A N B BB AR M) DLk R0 4%
R TG R 7 (£ =0.25) 0 THTE R, A 45 R0 i T AR T X 26 240 . X1~ 100
UOEA, KRS SR o, = a, = 0.1 LLEXTFR softmax ALE B, = B, = 0.1 34T 7 1)i
B, FJEHIGHIRREE Opt=0.2. A7 3155 S50 2 2 fI AR X B ak5e, FRATTEL
RT=5+10/(1+exp(Act))sec X e NI A EAT S48 . ARALIZATHEAE 1 30 73 B A [A], i
5 Kravitz 25 N FSEEG T AR R . (2012). 3BT FE 32 H b 5 B AERT AR M e B4
% U R, o p=-0.3.
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HAR G A B BT B ik K Ak BRG], WA, HE: RERE T AR, 12 DA B4
By T IRARY R eEtE GOk Bt Aedb ok Beat) S48, A F.05 4 alpha, 25 AT E5ME
(50) &9 & % F. £ LEH A A V.Kravitz, L. D. Tye #= A. C. Kreitzer &9 “ A 4Efo ) i2i8 12
BORARAY 2 LB SR O TEER 7, 2012 5, ARAEAFE, £ 15 W 817. Macmi | lan #RAR
PR 2012, A XRZEGHERmA, HHALEALE,

Rl ZEA B 45X D1 B D2MSN [P 2 — AR A, iR 4% 5 DIMSN
T JORE 5% PR TR B B shAE T R T BB R G AR, IR In T g B AT AE R (I 0 4%
TR 4 F). B THETLGREE A A, X R 2SRRI (K



4, /&). X D2MSNs i, Iz R 7 ShiUESIER S B 58 N BCE, A+
o T, AL, X EEIE I G B A RS ORI ), AT BOAE [R]— N [R]
B A (R S R B TR /D, X S E MG UG B oW 2 B 1 AR AR AL 4 TR L5, )
EAERERZ, BIEAAERRLT DA EH41GE I 3 SOE B 2 50 7)), Xk
RIMAIIRFFEAEAE: TR DA 122 2] 20U 2 B D1 8 D2MSN HI0E 51 Er),
RIt, BT DA B8, I A FRAIAEE BRI . B2, EAMUNET
RUIEZIR IR TN T DA B8 b Ik AT sh e xt #oE,  BEA R
AT BN 1A] R AFGT O ff-H 2 Wt o X R RO AT 5 Kravitz 28 N AEHE W) & -(2012;
Kl 5).
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£ B4 A A V. Kravitz, Lo D. Tye A= A. C. Kreitzer 49 “ A 440 18] 418 42 SORARAY 2 7012 35 5%
PERRIER T, 2012, ARAZAE, F 15 W 816. Macmil lan AP A 2012, A X%
Ry e A, HHEALEXRLE,

)5, Kravitz(2012 4)RIE VL, AT DIMSN Hl¥, D2MSN HIH%E 512 3
DNReAIE 240, FHHARPUEAR T« (B2, RAEIXERE, Ahf]r e84 R
SRR A, TRA R A S &AM AN PRI BARRS, H
T D2 il n e mlkEE, Bk e YR, B> TR E RS, > T
WGRRIE R E, M FEER R B N SRR K4l . #s, 5 dMSN
LA 300 N BhEAELL, D2MSN Rl K2y 150 NahfEAEC. B 6 ox, i D1
FT D2MSN O 27 =] B AH S 52 0A RS 28w DL S BRI SR H ) B 250 1Y) X A 5
A K AH B B K 46 22 55«

Tai 252012 4F)J¥AE 5 2K 3 P 1L D1 81 D2 SZARMSCIR AR MSN, A F AR #E )
AN REAT I R A S SEG . AEIEFER,  MTANE S ST I N DGR AR SR, e
HudEoR | AR EE R AR MSN SIS, 0TRSO BT — AR I Sh B MSN
115 (B, ShPRGE 2 /e b fE A7) 57 T B Y Wi SRR . D1 AT D2 Aot i #% ) 52
Wi AN D1 SZAR BRI N 1A NAE AL SE, M0 D2 S AR R b 1 A R A
Wl AR, ZRRLFHRZREAZEX R, eSS LB A2 5)),
i1y HLAGR BT 2 g S (B 7 B T5AT, A

5.4, MEREFLS

R, AR S) Sy A R, DURRER Y 42 50 C kX 2 IR RE
BRAUR AL S5 Pk P LU R 2 e o AR H, JRATTHRE 18 MR e 14T 55 1 ff 4k
R A A8 )RR A HEAT A HL (Frank, Moustafa 5§, 2007; Frank 55, 2004; UL 3),
{EPEYS R

FESERRAS ARSI, EOUR AR 1A I (] )k . fESLLE
Wi, FTUME A BB Z AT RS, Hrph A RMREEESE, 1B G R
REEFE. 72 ARG, F24E 7 AR M1 A M2 2[RI BEAT 1B R I, B4
B AA PR



pr=1 \choice isA)=1—-p(r=0 ’ choiceis A)=p=>0.5 (9)
pr=1 ‘ choiceis B)y=1—p(r=10 ‘ choiceis B)=1—p<<0.5

(10)
pr=1 ‘ choice is My or M) =1 —p(r = 0 ‘ choice is M, or M,)

=0.5 (11)

FEZI B, BT AT SR 2t STk % A A2 B. 7EREJG R I B, B4
37 DY AN e 43638 T i B AT RESBTAEC N (191 Gm, - A% ML, A XF M2 AT B XF M1, B
5M2). BARMERG, KA # B EI0es B, wiF B TS I
BONBEAS MU T2 S E . 5 ST S —FF, AT IEEE A(ChA)GRUE SNk
P2 A FEIS M BINER, Kl B SU(AVB)E SUNIERE M B B OMER . EAEE
[, £ RIVTAEP R, EXTUES T, SEINSURAR 2 EZ )3 /E AT S 5% ChA
FARE AVB, RZIRR, Wb seiRiE 2 B ERENIAE R . ARH 2, 152 W Maia
F Frank(2011). 1H7EE, A MM ZEIFAEEZ RS M M B 2 (8] 13 2 548
[F]. Ak, Choose-A FIgkiEE B 2 [A] ALA 14 A 22 S Bl 22 ChA_AvB, JiR T
X BRSNS R U E 2 S . EBE, ARk p sl 2% SRR RS ST 2
WHASEE, A=A F%ER ChA F1 AVB RS, MIMEER W ZE .
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B 7. B e LR AE SRR, TR&: 5504 % (4§ A Tai, Lee, Benavidez, Bonci #= Wi lbrecht,
2012 ) o JR%: AT A S (0pAL) i, A£: ##F) 0N, £F: RAFARKEF R
R R KA FE A AR RIRI T, 3T RR MR A 2, B R IE A ARSAE D1-MSN
09 2 e Bl & AR FRIRIE P, A BLA R £ D2-MSN 2 5y i 64 Z 1 4% retp] . DMS=



M SRR, MSN=YF Bk AV 22 7L, D1 (2) —Cre+Chr2-eYFP 5 Al35 A A4 (1a14E) #&4% MSN 49
WRAE I H) AR R L —H 2% B “ SORARAY 2 7089 TS B L2 69 48 47 RIS M E1E T AL
4 LHEE . Tai, A.M. Lee, N.Benavidez, A.Bonci #= L.Wilbrecht, 2012 4, & R4vA,
% 15 #1, % 1282-1283 W . Macmi | lan BARFT A 2012, H X Z B &9H e A, HHELAEXLF,

N T AR 5 ST RV RS20, 1 SCANIEAS [ 348 3% F) 0 360 B 1) SN0 (22 2 i ) i
JREC, BATE ST 752 ST BURIBENL VR £, IFAERE 5 A2 h PP A5 BT
AR PRI ARt A o FRATBERTFT T AE1E M softmax (127 > 1 A2 i BEARHE 11 3)
((Brges N

AT 5 F8 TSR I B S5 AR R O AL 172 B AT 26 1 Sk B o
ChA A1 AVB #:4 H 9 4 73 ) T B 2 ST 5 55 22 51 9 oG 1 aN SRR B B2
SRS BB TR B, 58, - B 8 M2 )RR, 1Eay > ay BB, > B,
FORS 0L B ) 2 VSRR R 1 T 56 A M 4 A TS R3ETF BOW TR I AR
SRR, AR, BE% A A B RIS SIS, 0k (i B UK
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Arplr=1)=p>05 Bias= ChA-AvB 02 =0 fa=Py=1 Bg=2
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B 8. MALEBE LA G AT AT (0pAL) FayAadT{E. PTA{EM A 100 KX G 895K
AR, A 1,000 RAEMEG-FIHE, £ FTREp (r) AR BEGEFRIL. ALA:
Rag=ay, K% versusG 5 S, Ratthtt, £F: B B, =f,, %% aG 5 aN o) R frlk,
F I RB (G ARHA T EE T ER AN EF R L. A RA DR/ KA ETEXLY
ERAARABEA AN, BRI IEm, HE: afopbhdhi b RFAR ey HF-EF A (F
%) 5t B (R&) Ahz (A £) o WEAE—HAKEA T A RFARE LG,



EAANSF A A AR R RIRF T PR (a) , BT TRt (p) &
TAR F@et, BPAES Sl ERBRET, WiRiE. RFQIE 553 eyt B 4af, Bp
WA, TP EREG AN, CATRE-ANRAYRAE L5055, AR
FRILE MG —ANRAR KGR0, HIEAFLLEE T —H (Zhang, Berridge, Tindel |, Smith
F= Aldridge, 2009) . BETRATF G K-F B &7 TR MRANT L, ZERAR AT LT
XA Hebbian JF & MR : ZARA LA DL EE A SGBR AL A B &9 £ 5 A 80%, XTAETHE
HERERT ALK, OTEGHRNREPIHMHEFTEMM I, AXZEOHEKREK, F4
RAEZLFE,

BTk, AT BN 08 a FIpASKT R, 32 Rk [ 52 bR e L BT 55 1)
BEZ (p(r]A)=0.8), LA 7E 5 I RSS2 B EAEH . FATME E T aG+aN=0.2,
B+ By =2, HBESHNE TNz, SE 8 KA E)ER, BEEPG-DN Al
aG-aN 3401, fil] ChooseA AT AXT G B (M1« SHUMAS HAE H 7R BRI RE
FHREE: 4—HASHHPHEE—ANE G N AR, 55— S
FREZIAE N IE S AHRZ, S —DNSHER TN RIS (B e A AT A B,
WRF—NSHAEFE T EAXFR, WaAE R abem, EURES—Jim Lk
KR, WEAAVERES TR #n)ihi, RIER T IERERN MEINL 2 BEERIRE 2
BB (2, XFF RS I m W,  ARA] DL 3 8 (R A6 R«
22 ST HIRURHR TR N AN, X G AU (3R B sh L R 88 KINAST R 2 551
ChA T AvB PERE . (XL R ISCRE T IXFERIM AL, BIIEBEET I ZNHIRAS 2 fEma 3h 4
AT M, AT AT ) TSR B 2 S0 3k R mp 1) 67 T &5 R AH 2K 1 3 1 (Zhangetal »
2009).

THER, XEEUR T AN OpAL 51K R AR 4 58 L (B2 48 =18
Hebbian ). s£fr b, B8 FRGK G #L R 7RI A 07 5, iz iE i
RO G BN EERR 1 IRE RS IXEERIRI], 52 5] R alp S B AN R
VERMEMTAH SR MWE B E . WERBATHEE T, W G AN BUE SRR A,
A EZ A WO R X 7, PR SR E R4S, S8y
[ Choice-A Al 5-B PEREGE Z N E, B A2 AN TE1 H).

MERIERAT S5 0 2 L RE 4\ O ) ZAIE B (Frank, Moustafa %5, 2007;Frank
& O'Reilly, 2006;Frank 55, 2004;Jocham %%, 2011;Shiner 4§, 2012); Smittenaar 5§
N, 2012 4F), EIRAES: ) I B ER SRR R 77 TR G WA ) [X 43, (H AT BLS Sk A
P 58 4 B Ml ) 2840 GnmT A, —LEmtsE R B, RIS o8 25900 52 man ik



PERET AN 7], 2 B ISBURMAF2I5E, Choose-A 1 AEFF 2 T 253 (Shiner
N, 2012; Smittenaar 5N, 2012). {HA&, 755 ] FIREFE pARXT 2 LRG3 AT
VT A AR LSS, 0 e AN PR 1) 52 e 2L oo BRI B s BE oK. itk Ak, 548
AR, 2 ENZEEERI NS Choice-A 1 RE B2 -5 HAE 57 2] ik 75 v 186 98 22 Jilh 700 0 45
{5 T FE A X (Jocham %5 A\, 2011; Ott, Ullsperger, Jocham, Neumann F1 Klein,
2011 4F). LA EREERE, 22 S SHLSALAI AL S AL 808 25 AT S i [m] fere &5
IEanEAE I T &L 2 1), e S 2 BRI ER NZ 2 S8 X —FH 52—
) (Frank, Moustafa, etal, 2007).

MR IE BT 55 v 10 3% s JAE 5 R FH 48 B (R B 2 S A RSk AR, B 0 4
b IEAE AR AU R R 6 R 2% ST (Dol 45, 2011; Frank, Moustafa 2%, 2007).
BATHEM (B ADAIB R B — 28 07 3R B, 8 I SRR TR A S AT Ui e — L8
ZER, HENIAGEM I OpAL 1] LAALEE 5 Fh &5

PR, FRATHIRRL R DR AE 22 ST B BURIRE J5 AT B B, 2 LR fE iRk
FAL SRR R (B2, S SLR et P BT, £ %5
TR, FESE ST B BORT R Be 2 0 % 2 R E AT A . Wni&l 8 o, OpAL il
URAR F I R B A D) R AP S H, W W2 UK. T H, e, nREARK 2 5
HEREIRZS T BEAT 22 SRR B, BVARPERERE SR T . ilan, eIl 2 e
KT R (8 aG>aN AKEAR)EAE I Bl A b 22 LK T BUIRGER B, < By AXTFR;
HZ WK 8, A, LB, AL L R

5.5 ETHIHIREKISHHNBURER

% LR B AL ) i 2 145 1 T Re Sk B TR A sh ) (BN 28) 3R A5 45 B 1T
WA H ) B% T 7 AT 25 (Cousins & Salamone, 1994; Floresco, Tse, & Ghods-Sharifi,
2008; Courins& Salamone, 1994). Salamone %%, 2005; Treadway %5, 2012). fEiX
B, JATE BN KBS 22 A% T BT LRI R i) a 6 . 72 -SRI,
% LT 5 ZU S0 BBt N i 35 JIRE RS, CAREN ) 9 3RAT B8 s OV £ 41 M i 52 0 3%
I TAER S 5L0RE DA Bk : DA s SUIRME, DA FER | SCiRk i
DA, XU R IAZ 5y 03 7 > BAR R AR, RUNAEBIER N 2R o 1 55 ) A A2
JihA 25 SR K A 2 JE AT TN . R, AR R B R T TS Ik
HKHMES, FHHARZ ) IR A R B R R AT 2 R . Rk, AT
J& T S SIS LR T LEAE A A AR AR .



FESR— MR, BATTHRIESRAG 10 22 S A e 1 3R 22 i P /5 AT ) 5K
B, 2SR PR ORI . FATME ] 1 I RE 15 2T IR TE) (100 IRFLAT % )R 2R H
R FAEARIIRE S, HRALFEE R AL TG MPN Z[AI T p(iE S B Mt
KRR TETTIR). B9 KM, Hihnp, BI, G>pN, = FHOEFEIEIM AT HENEE K.
X RPN 5 IRAT 2 B /5 B85 T A IR X T R 8 A1( i p(r)=0.1), —H
bG>pN ALz (2x i £k), B PR AR ER R . Mo A0 R
AXFRAE, p BRIMRIZAL LA . A, R TAFE@IW, p(r)=0.9), %
TAHS AT FRIEPN>pG(AL I £8), K p SRR M E RS L. 4

FEH AR, SRATARIE X D2 2R A2A ZARGEF EALLE [ — NoGo
Phee e b)Y BT 2 RN, AT LTI IR D2 AR A . Bk, D2
BELH A OB N T AR BRA, M0 A2A BHI B A28 70 0% 4 7 AR AR S PR R SRR
W IXFE H (Farrar 28, 2010, 2008; Mingote %5, 2008; Nunes 2%, 2010). . XA
WESE T AEGREE G M E(aG=0.1, G=D)IFIN ., X% 1% AR b a, =01 5
0.125) ML A RIE( By =1 B 1LS)MIEAERE . BLEIR, 227 ) R v (K vs.
SR 2R 4 R AE R PR rh (SR IR ) vs AT B, D2 S BRI IR U A AL
actorweightAct, AT B FEZ A T 5 0 TAF BRI, [EREERE, X% D2
R BE AR 3 A1 A (BT i AL A ) D 8 i 448 o
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B 9. TARAL S A RBEIFATEEFIUT RN LRI AR FTAHEHALET 100 RATATE
AR AR, AT 1,000 RARIEGFHME. p RIF—E B, —Pyo £ B+ Py 3 6 RAM TR
AREIG o, 3R T AMNSE TN TR BRGAE R T4 T 6 5 N T HRE (p<0) o &
B: BT aGApG 5, A% (&6 aN) WG M0EE (B EHPN) 37 3 4% 1 D2
TR, REeH5LBERRTFIAMANNRE LY, FERNBHLE R TEF ) TP



BE%4, MATREARRY T IEE, HARELLSER (+/+) i, XRFFMAE I/ RAKL
WhmBi K. M@ PO RA, EGFIXE (+/-) KRTFERGHEE (—/+) ; XA
RXTABIKA LA, DA=2 k. AXxZEWHEREA, HEALAEZLE,

RIS 7 —FFB, AT . B 1B AR AT Eh 2 5
RO DAL SR Z A 5E M o, FRAT T3 58 B RERT PR 3R 2 8] AR AR T B K
= FAABEAEH T ps<.01). D2 #RHNF 2 ST RPERER MIRLGR, R 24T E 2 1055
JI(tn h £ 2 18] BRSO I TR B, O HLAE S ST B R v PR A R A AH & 2578
RECR . BEAh, R IXPIRPRCR AT RE L, 2955 T A A BRI, U 1
BORE R T AROR, EHEM TR SR RA, X Ll s (LU 2-4 1-/+F1+/-5%
PFyvs.16 - 20 FLFFIE /1) KRRy, BT N BCEXS EHT R 2 EREM, B I R 8
M, DT 22 Jah TN B TR O T 0K 22 BRI BT R = 2l ) RO > B I 1) 3R, AT
PR RIS SRR . A, = EAHEAR 2 OpAL B4 il , #47 Hebbian
ARIEIETIN (S I, B A2),

bR 7 ARALE RN, PRI T A, FATIC B HEMR ], OpAL HEZEW] L)
I AEIE A 35 o BT O FOR BB e, B IR EEAEIRIS A A RS 2 %
HI1E LT ER A IRAT 22 AT AT 4 1 IR B 1080 (Aberman & Salam-one, 1999; Niv &
N, 2007), PSS EE3E B nGg i) 22 R0 0 EE€ I 25 A4 REAE T BUIR 5 b 3145 55 R 4L Jil
[RIRERT . (EXPREDL S, BALL B, = By M a; = a, ABRLS 5 iR T Vi
PEARORYE, SRIGAE AP IRAS B2 PR N (FE S EAS KRG OL T ) AT W 6 I
(E#) By < By)e

HAKM S, [FFHZ S5 RS IR SRR, A B — A RS AL 7%,
IR ARIE 30 60 I FRER, BRI S A S AR PR)=1/T.EAIT
VAR S S IR B EAME DL, IFEM SR ) R TP IE AT A 2 R a, a RITHIZ B
Bl SRJE, RATDESIHE B, N SHCRIEH% > )5 s HLEb .

N TEBHELTINHFKE Aberman 1 Salamone(1999)) %, HAMEH LTS
. B=10, a=0.02, p=0, ppavlock=-0.9. IZIFAI2EL 7 AEPHAN LI 6] HE4T 1% £
o PP FF A PATAEAT A . Sk R 7, MR =1 2 1/FR, [#E 2
FR={1, 4, 16, 64}. ¥ xRl [A] @4 N RT=0.5+1.5/(1+exp(Act)). HFEIE, K
MBI B ) 8] 8] 52 (7, =6) o AT T P4 30 2B R0k, SR AR =l



ZrJa BN ZR 2] 1 B 5 R ORI AE X L2y 9] o gE AT R Z R st AT 172
RIS,

Ik, EALA SIS, OpAL i FE B 138 £ [l 52 Ll - = 2111
AR BB TR FRIE I, AT S HI B, EREE TR,
% P B A Sl D AT AT P il (B 10A) o AR BH, X Rt 02 F 1 DL 385K
SE: BIPIRESS R BAAR OG0 5 i R A U 5 2 M 2 LT 1, AR
SRl a2 B S AR 105 K T AR .

T MR EARS T, o B2 i 2 G VBRI T8 (4 X 0, 8514 X 2),
SERTCER I SV Ak B £ A VU245 U TR, BRI 1 BEAS It A A e & .
B2, ZERERSEAAIE 4 2 N MME REFREHINTE, mME4Lt2
FE I Y% 45 1% ##(Cousins, Atherton, Turner Al Salamone, 1996; P 10B). £
JEPHA PR EE T 4 B O 1500 T B vy i I ke £ K MR 45 AR W, s S Ad 5 2 Bl E 1)
A ANE(RE, S et AT DU FEAS), (HREATERI R T A R & 7 dr, R
B IRRT IR) SAS DA Fh 52 0 5 22l B Wi 2 EAT EL AL
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EAEM, BAGAELEM, REAHT RE0YE), REEGESDIF 2 FLRGRELE
KKARKDIRG T, 5O R EHT IR, BRERT 43 2£28H, AR
SRR 4 k3T 0 k89, LP=EAT; DA=% El; HD=F % & & 4h; BL=A % ; Veh=iz A4
8920 ; 6-OHDA=Z 4t 6-A A S CletB. 22X T 5 Veh FHWIHFE LR, ZVEAT42H
4-0 St e & £ Fr. REBAFHEGIRERE, MR AGLZEIHA Y. Niv, No D. Daw,
D. Joel #2 P.Dayan, 2007 4, “3#HEF” , FAN T, “4h&FEMHK: Mk Af R
& #9247 . 512, Springer AT A 2007, M. Cousins, A, Atherton, L. Turner #= J. Salamone,
1996 4, 47 AMEHF %, Mo Cousins, A. Atherton, L.Turner #= J.Salamone, 1996 4, B #i49
ARG “BAEBRSCIGHALET TRERAMMAEES Footaxteh 5B , 74, p.
192.Elsevier AT A 1996,

FAIAE Cousins 55 N LARREHTE SN T LR H @B (1996 ) B — M HE—IR
DA FREBIECEE, 8. ok e i ie gt =4 N2, mAEE
FEHfE MRS AL r=0 B 2. ZAEEZ T 100 WARRUIZE, RS T R EHE R
B 7RSI TR, AT L AUk £ ) 1F (2R TC R AT I 58 Hh 43 70 U1 25
TR, IHBOAENTE 100 JOREE A c=-1. B, BEAROZENERE T G
AN AE . RGN A RGN T MR ERHE B T8 sh b a2 e/
B BRAG YA BEIRIFIURL . AV B B AE { /B FIIERG 5 (6 ) L AT IR,
PAASE g e 36 43 2% 8 (R AT L E 2 2 >0 B 1) /e B R B A AL L I S R . OpAL 24N
==0.1, p=3.5, p=0. H] p=-0.55 B4l 2 EZFHAT, FE toG<pN. 4RI 1,000
UL, B 10B(£) 27 OpAL 4 B AT DASE & i S BT A =,

BUERMNT O R, AR 1 2 O 52 S RIS HLIRI 2 00 1 i A T2 22031
24Nk, A EE 2] S AR IS A B 9 R 1R 22 S R 2 A DA A AR W AR 1
FROR . AHRZBALE R, BRI/ SR T DU IR S R . X RR,
2 BT 2155 7 B DR SR B 5 W CLAE Sh AL AR B (BUORN) B 7 55 N B AT T
T, AT A] DU B2 A, (HER B W R AE BT IR 2 B, A 21 0R
WA Rk,

XYL ARIE PR 1 S TR LA SRS AR, IXREB B v 7
SRR MR IX LT 5 20 06 Bt Bk AREEK, AR T ORBL iz shi e 2] i, X
e I0 NAE IR R T IX LA EAE R .
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B 11.Rotarod £ 414k, BiTIX E p=—0.75 M ~2+0.5 R ZHK S e (DA) MG A,
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5.6, £ RRILEZHIZ BN RE KT 0

SUIRAZ EE KL — B 528 R IA %, (HHE B 54 IR A2 ]
e, JGH 2 DA #Euint 578 5 ] (520 . £E Beeler 55 AH1(2012 4F), 1EE X4
AT IR FE AR 25 M G S kAT 1 2 G PH R, X2 — DU shH e I 55, i
W SIVDTBAE IR e AT b ShEEE T RIS FAAA B3z [ it DAIERIY 77 21l
HOAT A 8 O K78 PR FE o AT R 1R S ISR LI EL Bl e, 1K e gl BLfih i 22775
[RIPP e N 2SRRI IR . RE e, 22 AR W) 5 i T e e I SR 1) B AE 49 R ZA T 55
JE PN, M S EERERZE . WERTH A, XERIATRHE TR E, H
B REW, EhsliE T RENE . Bk, EAYtE, Fo M
LEAIHESH PG o [FIRE, FESEIF oy =) TARSS 5, D2 B8 H S R I
BT FRAAT IR, D2 BRWT AT 55 55 H R s 5 3] D2MSN F. &
SRR T XA FE AL, DURRE AR B S I B 45 TR & D2 B &
O & AR IE IR 85 K e (Wiecki 25, 2009). FRATFEIX BLIAR 1 FATHI fai L i A
R 28 I 28 i Ak 2 STATL AL 15 AT DA 12 Bh B e 5 =) A1 R I ER) 520

FATTET OpAL 17 A th 1 5 LART A Rh 22 2847 R AR e, A% AT 55 A -
FAVEGE 1 USRS AP B shsh AF (il XN T 2R AIINT). ot &
Fe g R BUE B TG I, SNE 8 N R. B, JAOVBs w47 sh ik
B2 FHEEN=1), HMEERIRT S NI TH] -

p(r | correct) = 0.1 + .8/(1 + exp(Bg* G(s, a) — By * N(s, a))),

H A5 A8 551 (r=0) s 1045 U= 94T N B 2 S BUE T (=0) . EFH NS EN =3,
aG/NZO. 1 ) aCZO.OS ) pdrug:'o.75 ) pcontrolZO.S °

K] 11 &R T rotarod 1T 45 1) & B B 45 8 . 8 1% B pG<pNCEK 4 ¥ 414 N
bG>pN), FEHTA HAh S HORFE A € FI5 L T OUH 2 aG=aN), 7] LIBALL DA H43 )
HOR e EF— M (K 11A), DA 28— USRS (F il 22 2E48L N
MmANE T NoGo 353, SEEFIH ActorWeightsAct(F F), MIiE 7 ahEik#E,
RUAE T A IE S E 2 k. BRI, IXFh S80S0 = vk B 2 IE R AT 30
AR DGR B4R, AMUFEEIA R GROEEE M, EE), mMHSBFRE: G
B RS N N B EY R E), BPAERBOEM RSt 2tk b G
it R T R B 2 EZ RIS (B A ) LS T LUER X — . 285 5% 2] gk 8tidk



{7 MU AT LAIERS T G AN U BLEET IER AR IE 7 I (B AT (50,
{EL A RO LR 20) 224

5 AR R (K 11B), A ESEIEF IS5, ERREEI )5 #E T DA
BH 2 P EVEREGE N R, HBE XS FE: EHMEHRSIER G BRI,
N ACEEF, i FEEREIED M. T 5T sesn R AR, X ER A A
B BB O N AT IR 8T S5 M R 2 A28

Ik, FRATIRD, OpAL AU A LA B S8 F&AF 55 Hh 27 SRSl i Hoahsem, 4
5 T 2 LB (1 SR I 2 S 570 52 2 o IR SRR U IR T OpAL
2 1 B e ST

5.7. HBAWE

e, BATHIE TSRS Z R E s Z RN E S B By, MR
T NSRBI SO A1 52 > o FAT 7 FR- HERER 1B FAE 55, XM
FGEPAR W — R AR, Hrp oS AR I — AN QR B R L 52 SRS B TEZ
AR X 5, ARG ZR IR Il fE /e — ANV AL

KA A5 R (Doll N, 2009 KM, SZlH RAILEH 1 ixfs Tk, HZ41
SRR, AR A S AEI G BOk G 8 2R Sk . AR, BB B
VPR, AN T [F) H AR E R AR R PR £, AR R IR 2 I E A T &
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FEFR/RRAC Y, X BEIB AL AR 43 AT 14 OR 48 4 — Bl R T BR B 14 45 R
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SEAANE R B I, eSS e e ) B ZE R A ). PRI, SRR TR
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DAAE R 1 2H £ 8



AR, FAT B8 DA 5S40 7 R R 4 IR AR R 2 KA EE OpAL H [IX
SEIN, Tk e ] S G N AT 4G G AR I DL 2 5.(0.3) BRI AT 4R N BLE . i K
KW, OpAL BLAYRT DARREIX — R B4R, XK DARPP-32 i1 1 %% 3] B ARAR
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%A 764 e IRV E I Z O T OpALAct 18, FiESk O m NAR AR FKE). B
—IME, RIS AR, A b R RO AT O B RGBT 2R
TR AR (ST DUEIIMIERE “EFE1” 5 “@51” , fEfm RIFA
RIS T ORI, EFERIBERI TR ZA0 T ge it EAE Rl M,
PG AN REFI,  SAREIRAEGL R DRI AR Geit# EEE IR, EE
AR HOR TS, 32 AR M G 18 TR
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ABAF3E A (%549 Choice—| Ao k9B #.-1) . Be9E7: AHARBZE: 5% %-B (avB)

ABEL, 3§ aN F BoAR Xt & £ 69 4F-A (ChA) , 2R BF42 & T8 -1 (avl) #9448, J= DARPP-32

% APEFTALE B89 . the RAFARIE 6938 he (PNKPG) 2 FeAkisk o.—B RO VLA, 12438 huilk f—| 4
A7), E42DRD2 £ A MUK B 9K, AXZENHEMREK, FHELEALE,

fJa, BT LEIBHE RN OE S WA 12). B, 5 aG Mk, FEZH
aN [FIHE 138 No-Go 22 I HCR I3y, i35 Choice-A 53 % B i 7 (1P
i I 3R AT B R AR S BRI A A 5, X S U N g PR Re . PR,
DARPP-32 20w Al i S AR 1) 7 21 2 AR FR U AR AR R (Doll 55\, 2011)
FHECZ T, DRD2 RUSIAN & B 2 S AN RRIE SRR, T A2 FH 3% R0 RO (b AS X R
PE) SR M. W LRk, HpG>pN i, [HliEE B MITERE SRS, (HEEEHR, ZH
e mGEE T RPERE . XA RN, BTSRRI TR SRR, fR M 1 A
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TbG AHXT BRI RN . X AR T DRD2 £ R 4ol 76— AN J7 ) B % 4k 50k
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FORT5 T, B S DRD2 Mt JFa R AN R sk, SRR B i £
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JEHTIC X DRD2 X AE4i 3 1 (LR 52002 75 VAR Fshpl i AN & 22 ST ROR, e 17
MEE
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iz S it A 3 o 1K EE AR, 22 50 AR R T Op AL HIZE M XU E R s B,
FHorpr G AN Zih T 0 S R AE » ELRRAN IR 3845 T A5 JE 2 1R RS MR TU AR 77 28
T TR R A SR SR EAL ST i B A A 2R Gt e ZE (138 AT 2 1Y) o
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FECERIIMEE r=1 XL 0, 43524 0.8 A1 0.7)8058 (0.3 F1 0.2). [ B 8] (A,
R B 1% 2 2 e B A (0.8 AT 0.3) I & WL AR 1 %

PAAL TR SH, DIIRAS It T 2R RS, ANITTAE 10,000 M RADL 1% 50
T 23 e ) A EE T (35 2 B B s (A T T i) . i BRI, AT aG=aN A1
pG=pN LIAXIARIE, LAWFFLMA RGHIRFEE A, BME ez mica k. itk
HIZHOEAT T R, OpAL HI-T-TERE AL T RL SRS Hb B iith), X3 T
PR IETUIC N IER (K 13). JE8in iR Y], 5 RLAHLL, £ RL 5% >k 2 i T
Yy R T

Bt A T AR RL B i) BB HE S . R, AE 20/30 )5, REAY
— BIFGERIA 30 3850, HhIGVET S B ZERIAMEQO) M L SHE, U AL THE 4%
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Rl B T e 138 AT B B, £ OpAL H s HY AT F L SEHA U Frox
il R G AT E 27 S R R (S 4 1 PR RE

Mt EiE, REBITA St a Y7 5hrnEr) RL A LEE R & OpAL,
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T8 S256 22 R _E AR RS B 51T, 1 Pessiglione 28 N B2 R 7 M6 10 & S5 K5 %
11 (2006 4F), Eon2c A2 B BA HEREZE R o SR, 2448 AR RL A7 AT Pessiglione
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data, the k model also does not address the tendency for low DA
levels to enhance performance in avoiding (or differentiating be-
tween) negatively valenced options. Their model does simulate the
possibility for an animal to “want” what is not expected to be liked,
nor remembered to be “liked” (i.e., a valence reversal), by differen-
tially impacting motivational state at the time of choice to inflate the
effective value of an option that had been encoded as mostly aversive.
Our model can also account for these same effects, where an asym-
metry in learning can be reversed by an asymmetry in choice incen-
tive (Figure A4). Moreover the k model required an alteration to use
a log-based transformation that only applies in the case of a valence
reversal, whereas the OpAL model captures this naturally without
alteration.

Limitations

By simplifying the neurobiologically inspired neural network
model from Frank (2005) into an algorithmic form, we have
introduced some limitations. One key limitation is that we have
focused fully on the actor (or dorsal striatal) part of the problem,
and neglected the critic side (ventral striatum). Dopamine should
also have effects on the critic, and a more detailed model, beyond
the scope of this work, should incorporate them. However, we are
confident that modification of this aspect would not significantly
alter the qualitative results presented here. Indeed, we simulated
different versions of the critic part of our model (for example
including asymmetric gain/loss learning rate) and obtained quali-
tatively similar results, if quantitatively different.

We also simplified some aspects in the actor part of the model. For
example, it could be reasonably expected that plasticity constants are
not equal for potentiation or depression in each pathway. This could
be modeled by including separate gain and a loss learning rates in
each system G and N, thus leading to four actor learning rates. While
this could potentially include more flexibility in the way biases
express themselves, we chose to analyze a simpler version, because
we could not find experimental data that would allow us to success-
fully dissociate roles of each of these learning rates. We also do not
consider the roles of the subthalamic nucleus and modulations of
decision thresholds that remain an important aspect of the neural
circuit (Frank & O’Reilly, 2006; Wiecki & Frank, 2013).

Although our model can account for effects of dopamine on dif-
ferent kinds of effort tasks, including lever pressing tasks and the
T-maze with barrier, our model cannot at this point capture some finer
grained notions of effort. For example, we do not model the strength
or force with which a response is emitted—although intuitively, the
relative G to N difference for each action under consideration should
determine not only which action wins and its response time but also
the degree of boost provided to motor thalamocortical populations,
which may affect its “strength.” Future work will examine this notion.
Other potential directions for extensions and elaborations includes
accounting more precisely for timing in effort paradigms (in particular
in the fixed ratio lever task, using probabilities as a proxy for fixed
ratio prevents analysis of dynamic changes to vigor in expectation of
reward) or for other indicators of effort.

Contrary to other computational theories such as (Dayan, 2012;
Niv et al., 2007), we do not derive the normative optimization for
dopamine levels given some objective function. Instead, we explore
the effects of differing dopamine levels on the opponent actor weights
via modulation of parameters Bg and By. While this allows us to

capture effects of dopamine manipulations on choice preferences that
are not accounted for by other model is, we have not yet explored how
these levels should change as a function of task context so as to
optimize performance. For example, there may be conditions under
which it is advantageous to emphasize G weights over N weights and
vice versa. Future work should identify these conditions and whether
empirically, dopamine levels are adjusted accordingly.

Conclusion

The OpAL model provides a new biologically grounded rein-
forcement learning framework that accounts for a wide array of
data linking behavior in learning and performance tasks to contri-
butions of dopaminergic and striatal direct and indirect pathway
neurons. It makes further testable predictions and provides some
clues to the understanding of important open questions, such as
why we have redundant pathways in the basal ganglia and why
dopaminergic function is so omnipresent. Future research will
investigate predictions and use the OpAL framework to expand
our understanding of this complex system.
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