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Abstract

Prediction error means that the prediction result is not consistent with the actual result, which
can affect the individual’s episodic memory. In this article, we introduce the concept of prediction
error and its relationship with episodic memory and review the classification of prediction error
and the related theories by going over the existing research. This paper summarizes the mea-
surement methods of prediction error, the commonly used measurement indexes, and the re-
search progress on the influence of prediction error on episodic memory. At last, research issues
that can be explored on the influence of prediction error on episodic memory are discussed.

XEE|H: BRI (2024). TR Z5HE SCIZ M SRR, O FF#P R 14(3), 190-196.
DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.143148


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.143148
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.143148
https://www.hanspub.org/

Wit

Keywords

Prediction Error, Reward Prediction Error, Sensory Prediction Error, Episodic Memory

Copyright © 2024 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. MMRENBRSEAESHERICITHRR

HEEwm, AMTS RS SHRNER, HHRESRMNE LSl — 2 EARFTE%S. EHA
MEEREZ )G, AIBERYEH B S X S m 45 AT I . [FF, v T sk se s 2
PRAMESS, AT EEARE OB S B AT T, 5 HE & 08 e R B U B H . A B AT RE
MO AR AT, A B AT TR AT B SRR SR A —E . TR IR ZE (prediction error) /2 i MA T (1 5
PR SR FEE G R IR — B R oL, SRR, TR Z AR R, wsE ], il
12 TREREETT AT AN AT 208 5

Tulving LA AZ [ BREIAS [8] N B bR 1E 121X 43 i Xad i i 52iddZ(Tulving, 2002). #3812
(semantic memory)& ™MAXT L S BN EE WA RILZ, 515 EER: 1512 (episodic memory)
VU E AR5 5 RIS )R 233 8] 8 55 T B D6 T AMA BT o6 B G D AR IR0 A2 o DNRTRE 6 AR AT SR 1) = 2
CIZLERIRE, —H#IE T K012 (Atkinson & Shiffrin, 1977). A% XACIZMH L, 50128 % % 35
My, TR R 22 A2 B S 1 S CIZ MR R 22— AN S I T 5 oA S R S A — BF, TR
ZE 0 AAS TR AL AN 15 S ic 02 3 BRI o AR SO Ik A R AN AR FRAE DG SCk,  [ml AT Y A B AR
B, A E RO TINAR ZE o TR 2 A SR TR A S 2. I TR 2 0 iR AR AR,
B¢ JE RS TR A% 22 A A4 5042 8 15 1 52

2. FARER 72K

RSP IAES SR, AT A AN S50, DR 0000 5% 22 -t DR AN [ 3 S5 i A7 AN 5] 1) 4 S
S NIOES ST iRriS 8775 - & LR N S OB b R RPN e N T ik = SRR A ) S R b
gk 55 52 Br gk A — B R O RR R 2 B TN 5% 2 (reward prediction error, RPE). #5258 A K4y, M
W35 250 L2y A AR ic B TR 5% % (signed  reward prediction error, SRPE)FIJCFr1c A M % 2 (unsigned
reward prediction error, URPE). 5 ic I T 1% 25 4143 e I PR 2 AN AA) T2 B Tl , 5 1 o 1E U 35 9
SRR B 2 RO T U 2L 25 R, ARic AN AR o AN TN Fr 2 25 SRR S o 2 4 SR 2 ]
4] P B A FR N TE AL ) 2 5 T 25 (Rouhani, Norman, & Niv, 2018), L FR A3 5 1R 2 1 SO
W, gy, AEEE, IR, 2023). AU BH RN R 22 B S BRI SR B g B TR ZEPRACR, iR
PEANUAE o 584 % 2 (reinforcement learning) ¥R\ AT A (1) 5% 21 J2 HH TIUIN 14 22 B4 45 B 5 SRR 1 22 3 25
RA—BURHESN I, ATE B R R AT N . RIS Z IR B A, TP 0 22 5 Fi0 R 22 B 6
s KAZEER BT, AZAT A Z BB, 0 A B 2 B 00 iR 22 ) 22 98D 51 K% 45 R 94T A(Sutton: &
Barto, 1998).

FEFUIN 5 225 TR SO0, BlSUfE B, AMA 2 AR IR P55 00 8 B N 145 B0 I 24 A A Stk
7T, R ESE ARG B S B A —2,  SeRE R A2 BCE TR 2 (sensory prediction error). 1R
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PR T B S B B AL, R U AR 22 SORT 4y S A SRR I R 22 RN P R R TR iR 2
(Randeniya, Oestreich, & Garrido, 2018). il 44w 85 HE 42 (Predictive Coding Framework) & 5 /& B il 1% %
A RIMEL I (Fong, Law, Uka, & Koike, 2020) ZEE R A A NN 2 AR HE IR 5 1B A0S B3 N A W A= s A
SR HE AL . A B A S SEBRA NS BANILED, R TR ZE A, AT HE S A RnAR A (1 B R,
DATE R B 5 A S50 T PR DA RS 2R

HF TR R 22 5 IR TN R 22 8 A AT T 2 I AT N I s b AR R . BB TR 2 RE S
HEBN 2B 22 S Bt AT, TR RN TN 5% 22 B8 HE BRI B 27 2] B #E4T (Kunavar et al., 2023). 22 2J4T A
SIRAETIAZ, CHRAESPAT SR L P LR RS0 EE RIS, AR UL LR
TR 5% 22 2 a0 ART 52 1 A2 B
3. TR ZE KO B 75 3% K B Ha

Bt 0 B2 U FE ORI R R, A S0 40380 A o T v 22 (R & 07 AN 264k, H T EEEH IR )
TEEFI 2 R RN ) e P R iy XS TR 2 1 =K

HR ZJ73E B3 I 52 (1 48 A G5 T AL B [ R AL /N e AR 55 o PRI ) i BRI Bt 9 v e o FH R
M DS RO AT 55 H AN [ SR ) R 20 BCARRAGE o 6 TOUIN 3R ZE AT 8 00k, 3R B[] 4 i ) A
AR DA Sz B 8 N % 22 N R IR /N Ol 3 05 25 2023) o FREFL R /) 02 A2 0 5 ol 3¢ 22 3 fUBk HLA 2%
HI¥8 ¥R (Dercksen, Widmann, & Wetzel, 2023; Harris et al., 2022). (@0 F4F R AE W15, BITUNHREZE H
L 5 AR R FL R /INAR A BRI B, AT 55 38 R IR AN AR LK /0N PR 38 A 302 285 1 1) TN i 28 1 S ic 12 3R L (Antony,
Hartshorne, Pomeroy, Gureckis, & Norman, 2021). Bt4h, B FLARAK A {E FNIGAR 0 AT e R 2 AT B B B 7= A
(AL E T R ZE U 5 Bl 31555, 2023),

P FEL B2 T, N400 B 735 T iR Z5 0 S V) Rk o 2 TN i 22 R AR I, AN A T2 1t ) /5 8 A4
FIE T, IR 25 & T K ) N400 YR IE(Zacks & Swallow, 2007). FRiZH>Z4h, J<IUHER 5% (mismatch
negativity, MMN){E 9 £E — F 41 [a] 5 30 ORI IS G0~ 75 R R s3, O BE A% Wl &> 44 Sk e 21 1
T 5 45 5 2 (8] 25 F: 19K/ (den Ouden, Kok, & de Lange, 2012; Fong et al., 2020).

DIREMERE PRI =7 T, BEMISUIRAAR (ventral striatum, VS)/E I 325 A iiX, 78 22 5 PR 22 40 5%
(VBT 9 HR A PR e B2 B8 ol i 22 A7 7E I FE bR (Calderon et al., 2021). 534, # E{£&(hippocampus){E
O 5 72 S0 1 S AC A2 IR DB 5T R IE S5 R S BTN 3 22 77 SR 1) 1% 124238 4k (Siestrup & Schubotz,
2023). TRINRZE B =R REAE T RC I A 1 26 SO0, TR VS 4 . Al TR 22 5 i B 1S 28 72 AR ), A
{=#%(amygdala)Z E[J#0E (Chumbley et al., 2014), B ATA% 17 20t B8 05 1 i & T iR 22 AP 2 Fe br

SRR, X LeI 577 R AR AR T DARE B IRATTEEAT D J2 THURTOA SN 28 J2 T8I S8 5 b IR T3 22 2 4l
(EEALI e T S

4. MAREFWFERICIZHERERIER

SR I AR AN RIS A I R 22 A0 AT e i 1 Sd 2 Qe B R ARSI . 72 2R ST R
ZEAUR, H BSOS R MR T — e I OME, RSB ERREE S5 B A R« AR AR
FEEI B e AN RO R 09Kk B R, BRI B 7 X B R UHE, SRR R R IEAR 2 5
FEME R, BORKE TG A RN B2 B BRI B JE R MR B . R B, i 23l
— RIVIHE R AR B, BRI T 2 B B R PR 27 ST B BN 2L S5 Iy, F HAEIE ST+
% B BT IZ IR R BB IO #L4E, 2023).

FERCE TR Z 00, Sesn sl ROTH - 3 S a0k B RO A Va3 AT R 0 H &
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AR 5 B R M RREAT RO o 12 E SRR — RO 2 ST B B - Gmhd B B - B Br. 7E LI 22
AMBL R E M EBE R RE ), NS, £EFEAREA IR RIS 2R fmE E R . 1R
KA EDHLT (0 70%EK 80% MR FLHLT) A KWIH 5 C KEFEN, BRIIHS D KEREC, bilin
FEOLT (W1 30%3% 20% MR EILT) A KIH S D KRR, B RBIHE C KEHECXT (Pupillo, Or-
tiz-Tudela, Bruckner, & Shing, 2023). BEEMCESRBGRZE SIAES BN, AZSRBEAXS IH - B Stlc x24T
12 Gt B B RTS8 42 RN 2 ST B Be i 75 sCE B 57 SR ECR ek EER a0 iZ By
BRI BCA BEATICAZ . FEZBT B, — SRR A A U 22 ST B B R AR 2 0L, 3 — SEEC R 5 5 M0 2
I B A ER G O AR B, B iOnr I H R BEAT R IR, A L1 00 R ARSE AT 5T B 7 2 hn
AZBrea, B35 H £ g B B B S AR SO AT S5 1012 MR (Ortiz-Tudela et al., 2023),

H AR AT OU 8 38— R F B2 B & LR BRI E AR . Bl AE 27 ST B BOW B A, - (7] B
— BT [E] J 12k N B AT B i) EAT B2 o 7E—SE0E AR MU I Ferh, BB TE 3]
By Bs B g i b BOM L BRI BO LB AT, G i BOSRLSIUR, BL IR 6 58 BERRAS,  EGE B B
FEG W BRI AT B 7 SR BEAT AL BE,  — AR LLSE B aUR T, 55— RAE M e (R SR &5 SR
DL BIREFT T o B AR B 0SB BOW 58 99 RASIA R 2 J5 #E47 B2 K (Siestrup & Schubotz, 2023;
Sinclair & Barense, 2018; Sinclair, Manalili, Brunec, Adcock, & Barense, 2021),

5. MMRERWERICIZCHFARER
5.1. FARESERICIZE4RED

TEGMAS I BL, AMRE 7 AN [ 28 ) B TN 2 22 R % R i L 5 2 f 4 Seiddz . o TR IR Z N S
VS AR H A A B 22 5 TR R 22 1] DL ERE 2 4w 5 (Jang, Nassar, Dillon, & Frank, 2019). b4k, BEMISCIR
A T 22 8] PR T e T e AE Ak 2 U AR B T 3R 22 155 0 1 e o 25 (R b IS S i i i, M
WL 2 s 1 225 TR 22 0 1 e 129w % 9 /E Hl (Mihara, Izumika, & Tsukiura, 2023), X545 R A
[FIFERE b SRR 1 a2 ST BB RO A, I HLAR WIS [ 10 22 B S0 % 22 A2 1% SIS S HA 5w AR S 5
G FACIZ I 0 TR E TR ZE 1M 5, B JE - A (5] 2% (neocortical-medial temporal lobe circuits)
S UE BRI SIS IZRIEA 28, HEEMNE BSAME R BINA —F, 50 AH 5 DX Py
HH X 80~120 Hz HTINRZAE T, 156 W F00I0 % 22 1 R AR RE A% 53R 19 S AZ i AH 5% 1 Jk 7% 2l
. (Haque, Inati, Levey, & Zaghloul, 2020). BtAh, JBCE TR ZE X 1042 152 0 A7 7 A5 30 58 Bl FASE =
B2 5 (Bein, Gasser, Amer, Maril, & Davachi, 2023). BRI S, BKENRZE KA, WMAREES
IR FRANILED, P 2 2 (R 3L R b, Il i B 2 R AR5, DUERAME
X S A B ez

5.2. FARESHERICIZHBRE

18 SIC I AE G B 56 B TE R B 2 TE Bls S 2R AE, B RIEP LR RBOE, o T—MAReER
A, MB s SOC I RAEIETE B 5 A A E BN S8 o 0l B R O A Sl 12 i R [E
(reconsolidation). fE—%E4E i 2o Fid, M Bemdcnia, S IA T8 B B FE7n A5 o s it = 2
M s 51 S A2 B IVE 19 T B (Sinclair & Barense, 2019), 1% Stic A2 1) R IR A2 X 1 Sid 1210
S 55 R O R RS A D¢, R IH TR AR 1% B0 A 08 1 B AN SE AR S id 2RI, TS o
R LG ASAS A HE B0 1) 508 %) 4 2R 5] A PR I B Tl i3 22 AT SR A 1 S 10 AZ PR R £ € (Gura, Davidson, &
Gotthard, 2020; St. Jacques & Schacter, 2013). CAWF TR, BCE T3 2 5] #2152 F IR LUE o
FAOiZ, iR AR B DG sh3E T HI(Sinclair et al., 2021). X FRETMRZT S, HrgH
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FEE AR HOHE FcAZ 2 . AN I B T 10 R 22 2 51 A e 2 B UL 1 BE A, B TR R 2
A fEAE SRR RE BE_E AE % 1 1 51012 (Ergo, De Loof, & Verguts, 2020), X — 55 15 5 SE0F 5L ik — S WAL

5.3. FARESHERICIZAVERE

XF TG SO ISR I BT &, 2 T TR R 22 5 IR B TR R 22 ik AN [ 1) 3 A% 5 R A 1 1 Az
R TEALTLTMRZETTTH, A A1 2 B TR0 5% 22 AH 5K (1 R SCIR A4 175 3 B % 00 I 4882 [ 42 B ) 15 55
A7 BN, I BE O SOIR AR 5 Bl 5% 52 22 54 T 5% 22 B2 i (1 15 S A2 1 IE B A 2 2 94 F (Calderon
et al., 2021). TEEEEWMREZ G, M TAFRPFERAMS, 28N TEZ AL AR
THUM 5 72 I BE 25 5 H bR ook 1045 B AR B R, IX A A RE 2 A S 12 B R IR S5 1 R R 2 —
(Stawarczyk, Wahlheim, & Zacks, 2023). ¥ 7E BB T R 22 2 W e 12 0 72 R B4R EEAER, I
Hig 5 AN R G X Sl iZ 3R BUS R BIA RIMERH . BN S, Ef sd 2ot i, 5
IS (4095 2 S B S 1042 1) — RS 5, T B B E 30 S A st ic A2 i) B 48715 (Audraink & McAndrews,
2022).

6. BESRE

ARSI 1 22 AR A, A4l T 2 B RIE S AT T 458 22 1) 73 9 B 5 AN T) 288 3l TN 5% 22 AH 5K
BAG . TINGRZE (IR 7 SRR G FE AR, BB EE 1 AN [R) S0 A 0 1 22 50 16 A2 AN R B BOIT 7 A2 1
SO FRIRIE TC o 22 PRI R 22 ABCR TN R 22 A 9 PR AR ZE A [R50 e S A2 B S i B A AR 3R] A
AR B R BN, A2 STINR 22t B, O AR 4 BTN % 22 A AL S AT ) SRy T 3%
ZHREW e F S SOCILIR I, I R Z M M EER DS 5. R HINRE S L2 A i
MSCRIERRIZ 5, TR E IR Z S SUCZ i £ B2 S A8, R AGE B K E2, Rt
FERCREXENZE.

TR 22 S 1 S ACAZ BT 7 U ATS SRAF AL T AAR SR FEARVE A IR0 15 %, A - ST iR 2
X SOACIZ IR MR K IR TR R T2 B b T A AR, X T2 SR AR AT ) L3 75 D SR AR T b
AR CLAE A TN R ZE0E 78 rh ¥ S AT FUREAAR O SE W Y TR, DAAR I 8 ST SR 22 X 1 e 2 s mi e A=
A RE 2 PR A S, BT LA i 4R P PR WA S SOCIZ R B AR SR . BeAh, T
TR Z T, 2R EE B S IUH ABEC g 5 78 OB OIS IR AL )G, &7 2 POV S BE TR 5
REBEINIRE, M OAHRICICRA A EBIURE, B 5hERE S22, ViR R — P MR .
AR T AT DL S IR B TR 22 51 K O 15 SO ICRAE IV B0, ARYEAIT 70 B AT e, AR
A BIMRZE X 16 FOCIZ YU LR AN 5 S FAc 12 R BRI .
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