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Abstract

Rewards can affect the cognitive control and improve proactive control. In this study,
event-related potential techniques (ERP) were used to investigate the effects of rewards on cogni-
tive control from behavioral and neural mechanisms by setting baseline, performance reward and
non-performance reward conditions using AX-CPT paradigm. Results: Behavioral data showed
that BX sequence of performance reward and non-performance reward was better than AY se-
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quence in response time and accuracy. ERP data showed that the amplitude of BX sequence of
performance reward and non-performance reward on N2 component was smaller than that of AY
sequence and the amplitude of P3 component was larger than that on AY sequence. Conclusion:
Reward can improve cognitive task performance, both performance reward and non-performance
reward can regulate the cognitive control and improve proactive control.
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1. 51§

WAz (cognitive control), BEFRAE ANFEINEN i NE R SRR —, 2 AMALE SN T IS 5 A5
B, RHAAT AT EhA 0 SRR IRE, DL R E B ARE S5 0 BT R (Geier, 2013). AKIE
il — MBS AR, R B LR R 2 — XN A il 25 5524/ FH (Cubillo, Makwana, & Hare,
2019). U EE A K145 il 314 (Dual mechanisms of cognitive control account, DMC) ¥\ &35 il 43 9 3 h v 45 il
(proactive control) il v 142 i1 (reactive control) (Locke & Braver, 2008), AMA A AR H& BLAKAF 5515 B A1 B
S 15 DUAE P A\ S04z ) 07 2 TR AT BT 5 e 6, TR 0 ) T 24 AR 25 3R B AR de A a2 (Amer,
Campbell, & Hasher, 2016). 3= 2} {45 il & S L £ 0 RR , 7 FAF R AR T RREL S MR EE HARAH RS B,
TR RS, TR et e i AL B AR, MRIE R R B h A s e iR R G S,
BV AR i pR A 1 2R (Braver, 2012).

HIF T 4 BT 3 K AX-CPT 3§ 2 (AX-continuous performance text), 1%7i 3 /& 742 B e 1 I 56
(CPT)RIGHERR, & REWE K 3= B PEFa il A S B 4 ) B AT 20 S (A 0iE, 1R, 2014). AT, F3hik
PRI BX 7 H (1SS e/ IE A 32 1 (B AY AP SOSERS 3G 0 IE AR BRAR), SO P45 ) 36
WA AY 7 HI S LI 0N IE i 24 v (B BX P A B RO G IERA R BRAR) (175, JEFH, PR
Vi, 2012). BEAEINFIMRERFAREEE, T AR B 0 U2 R N B L E . T ERP HAR
BA w0 HER R 5, RERSTERT (R HEAE L RS b 2 A D T2, )32 N A En gz il ot 72
Oy, SRHELIAE, 2011). ERPWFFEERM, pAnfERH S X ) N2 153 (200~300 ms)Ze 7 s b M4z il
ST IR MR, W EH TG OGRS R A A R R R RIS s A A AE R =T X P3 R 43(300~600 ms)
Fon RN, 51 B o A R v R o Z e VA [ It 7 PR S0 B UE 3 BiC A 9% (Incagli, Tarantino, &
Crescentini, 2020; Schmitt, Ferdinand, & Kray, 2015; 1#H4:X, 4, 2013).

DIAERF TR R B, BT AR AU & RIS, BRI 2 B AR5 K 2 B2 . 2 EhnT Lo
SRAMA SN T R HERS, SMRA RIS IR, B Esh sl Ak, [EAN A E RN TS
HEEGTBCE B Az AU 72 A2 IR . SRR R R SRR R e AR 5 R B4 T 2 il ARk
Jih 2 R B e AT 5 it 2R A5 — e 2L (2 4E, ik, 1997). HZ, BN HRTARMIF TR D, X
PR A2 il DA 32 2 e 4 1 R e R 4% ) 10 T A T A IS A 3 4 — 145 . tbin, Frober,
Dreisbach (2014) &3, SR mm EahrEdsh], ARG ) B Bl A B fom S S vEs . B2,

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.116159 1419 (LA


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.116159
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

FALAE, FRIRBE

AT E 1 B A AR < AL B R (ERP) . AAT AR AL PR 5 T 2k — 2B 4R SR AR SO il i Xt A
SRR AR . BRI, SO ANAR SO #R BE (L BE A R HIALT,  SUCR b = 3 ik
Pl ARSUCRh R M FR

2. B
2.1. #ik

LLQ K% 20 A KFAAN IR, Il BB 5ALE, BOAAT, WIEH 80 L
NIEF, SR ETHERGRM, LRI ME RS, LWTElE, ¥ Tl —ER
T (R0 XA 20 e e RS 8, S AR LA LI ALA) o fE ERP Bt 70y, e T Pyl id 22 A cdfa 453
EEIR A, AER 5 A, mAHBAPER 15 N,

2.2. SEIMES MR

A S8 SR FH AN S04 LA AT A FH 5 )02 ) AX-CPT Y5, 18 E-prime3.0 Hcf: S 0 i A ic 5
17 8 o R R ICE B 67 560 24 95~F DELL RoRds b, BR800 08 BB 59 HZ, 43 HE2% 1920
x 1080,

AX-CPT Ju U RO U B 0 K 59078 AL By X, Y (70 5, Courier New ‘7-4k), XL REFE
R B MR IR E P 2R S 2R R (A B B) R (X 51 Y), BRI AT g S
HEH AT B R S . MBI AX IR, A FEH8IE <07 8, SIR8RIE AY. BX. BY HILE,
FAET 4R “F7 4. Hd AXESE 70%, AY. BX. BY F4% 15 10%. 2 F L E SR AX
FEH, R AR AN AR SE, RIS G SRR RIB(A B X) B 2 Bm R R BB A (R 7 S
Wieee v, 2012)0 PRI, 75 EEANSRIASEIES A Re A Ul B R o ARSI 1 Y Ikt , R 2 il AR A 1tk
¥ AX-CPT LA &0 TR E A 2B T Zsei0aiN T2k, JEGRCEIN . S —Fh 22 il
A, L, 27 AX-CPT AR5 2 J5 BRI RIAROC S imt, AFERZEE R T, BT A .

2.3. LT FIERF

SRR 2 R IE: AESECERN . SRR x 2 (FEHFA): AY L BX)B R RSN B, 2
FAFNAIEAR R, FREFAINE PN A R RAR A BEF 56 IE R 2 A0 R o

o, BRI AR S AT IS AR TE O . SRR SEIG B, AREE R B BR R4 50 cm. 115
65, o2+ FIEM 4500 ms), SE#EE 28 100 ms (45 AR, 2 5 SRR (300 ms). 45 A
(1000 ms) £R (2000 ms). [z 151(2000 ms), E2 KA ALE BRI R DU 46 SR, B e S A R 2000
ms A B, KN R N AR R E shBkid . 7E2IAR AX-CPT 4145 il il il s pidicdge e, 2 SrEp s
I — A2 AE 5 S 45t(1500 ms), 2 JE LR AN R — MR (LA 1) B (TE 22 Jah) % 14 1) S At
e W CIERR! 7 MLER) CERRD 7 JESUECRBN AR R By I IR REARIZE T
& +100” FIZLE “RUEIK ! 23] 7 Ak +1007 , “UREFSAGHRIEH SMER: 7 s SR
AR N B “IERR ! REARIZH T 4T + 1007 AL G “ARBHR ! I8 T Ak +07, “AR
HEGRMR S aMER: 7 o H, BREAAT, il 2 maify e i AX-CPT a3k, mirEdESiam
SR AT R, B S S A B B 2k DA R SRAF AL R

SFPA A& 100 MR, Hd, AXTEFIN 70 K, AY. BX. BY JFFIE 10 MR, I
FPRENLHES . fEIESLIemT, MABRAeT 5 MRS, wiie “Q” MEE %), HEIPR
AR T BT S A Redt A7 B3 CSEES, BN S00 MUNHK Z 08 40 43050
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Figure 1. Flow chart of the experiment
B 1 EimizE

2.4, BHHEXBAFRERP)RICRMSTHT

SIS AXAS N Brain Products 2 =] i HAC KA 04T R G5, 275 AE T AUALSE, Het S7ERT A FPZ
M FZ ds, RA64 SHMRIBIC S EEG, [RINHERKER B (HEOG) A1 B AR Hi(VEOG) . SEZI& AT 7E & H,
WIENSHE . A BRI SR B FEARIRE 5 kQ LR, JEBHE )y 0.05 Hz~80 Hz, EZRKE, FFE
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AN 500 Hz (HEF1Fs, 45410, 2011).

KH Brain Vision Analyzer 2.2 B54% 5 BTk 406 B AP 22 il 2640 N (ARG il SRl i) i A g i)
R EEG HEd ATt 404, 1EHX 1000 ms (1) 43 A 8] % (H A5 F1HE BLE 800 ms 1R A7 Hrisf 2, il
HILHT 200 ms AyFELR), HZNLIERR B I EHEBR AR ONZE, PR K T480 pv fE& A4 A 351k . SO
B FRIARE T H A, 356 5S04 HI B AR < 1) N2 (200~300 ms). P3 (300~600 ms) il 4 #EAT 48 it 50 #r
IR DAAE I T I Sz B i 2B BEATLAR A BIF 78 SCRR R I PR B FZ. CZ. FCZ, 3 ANHLAR A6 N2 flisyidk
17554, B PZ. CPZ. CZ, 3 /MM P3 B/t AT 70 4. 8 SPSS24.0 it A0, xi il IEAf
NI SN 25 5, PA K N2 P3 (PP IEHEIT 2 CRIAE: ARS8, Sueih) x 2 (78751
AY. BX)HIH R & EE N E T Z5HT(ANOVA), A& skt HNTENFREFS]. AL
BRIEAT S & BR FH Greenhouse-Geisser £ 1E P i, /5 LA LSD fa%:, W& BIMEH a = 0.05. ik
T P 64 SRS .

3. &R
3.1. {TAHSLHLER

7E AX-CPT 55, AY PRI T Stk h], BX Pl emh 7 Eah iz, =8 g2 lnt A iz
HIBET IR, BATRE R SGE SR AT E ST AE AY A BX 751 B AT R IURNIT IR %) o

3.1.1. REBHIMEFGEIBEL 54

BTN FLR I, R SRR S E A DL — R AME il 38U RS >, Rl E
IR F B R NIGRILG . T G2 ASLG v 2 ih v B G 2, FRAT1a0 A 1 4l el 28 TR 20 T 1)
S35 SN o SR ARTE 2L S A IR S8 i« S8 i) R 2R 25 1F T ISR NI A W 35 22 5, ISR 2
T RE T w0 S BB, I, FRATIA A R R R T SR T RS SRS, 2Pl TG R (X 5 Y
2010).

DABE BRI R 1 IR S RS &, 34T 3 (A3 B4k, ARG, ST x 2 (FRUF
Fl: AY. BX)WIRZREEWET Z0ir, S8R Rk EN B2, F(2,19) =4.102, P <0.05,
n? = 0.02; RSSO ARSI B IE R SN B S8BT Sl 4 A (R 4% FrA) I e 7 S
Ui AL B B R A R, i BRI R SR B PR, $E i TSR

BT AR (K 1 BRI 5, BPJEZE block-FESRH i block-4i3 2% i block, I HL#{ & 58 ik
AX-CPT {155, [RIULl ik s o7 38 B ()32 st mT e A 25 SN S8 . S5 R, B IEXR(FELL. e85
Bl G ST REAIAY . BX)IR B EAE AR S, F(2,19) = 9.44, P >0.05, »*=059.
FUAGE ] 5 I SR N JEE 4 R T A 2l 2% At R0 B B (R I — B, i AR R e S — A
BUF A B, EARSIGF, ZR)BNE— MR E AR, ARt g (R, EIE,
BTy, WER, BRedE, 2014).

3.1.2. ZEEVASIEHIBE

WA AR GER, Kilm, 24—, KB M5, A%%, 2020; Muscarella, Mairesse, & Hughes,
2020), 17 AEHE NI 73T 50 53 s 7 1 AR VR A s B2 B /N F- 100 ms 55K F- 1500 ms [%5dE , 1E#f 4y
Hrale 7 I S /NT 100 ms AL . $2 M8 2 B ARG SRR x 2 (FEEFA: AY.
BX)sie dtit, HE T BRI N AY L BX FREF A K18 ORI AIE R R

X PR AL 5 A% AR P 3 S SN AT PR DR 2R BN & 7 22 v b, SRR, FRET A E RN R,
B ARSI INE BX T8I RIS TE AY B4 ERDL, F(1,19) = 234.854, P <0.05, #*

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.116159 1422 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.116159

ZENA, ARIREE

= 0.33; KM FRNARE: FRF AR &M EAERARE . A% IE AY. BX
751 LI~ 35 I SR L 2

X PR 2 i 2% AR R IR 2R AT I B R B 7 ZE T 45 SRR B, F RIS B, S
ESREIE BX 75 LRI T1E AY FEHI_ERIEBL, F(1,19) = 90.559, P <0.05, #°=0.14; ¥
JISEAE R ER AR s FRF SIS HAR %, F(2,19) = 4.851, P <0.05, #*=0.02. fi
BN M B ARSI BX T4 A IEAf22(0.99 + 0.01) & T 525 BX 41 1 1E % (0.97 £ 0.01).
PRI HE AY . BX 551 L IERR LA 3.

R gAt
| BIZ5%48
W g%

600+

JZ W (ms)

AY BX
SR

Figure 2. The response times of different reward conditions
in AY and BX sequences
B 2. TEIZREHEE AY. BX F5IH R R
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Figure 3. The accuracy of different reward conditions in AY

and BX sequence

3. TRIERMEMHTE AY. BX FHIHIEHE
3.2.ERP &8

AHTFL H 2 A R AL EOR, #E— P UE I SR i AN AR S i 2% 1 A S P AU . AR
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P& LAE AX-CPT YE A EN 6 AU# ERP W50, FATRA B LXK N2 i (FZ. FCZ. CZ)F T
) P3 7 (CZ. PZ. CPZ)YF A ERP f&kx.

3.2.1. N2 ik %

£ 200~300 ms B[] 114, X 2250 56 R RSPS84 IEAT 2 G2 1R Bl ARS8 ih) x 4 (F
BF%): AX. AY. BX. BY)EE NS 200, 48R ER: FRFEFIR 80N B3, F(3,14) = 7.843,
P <0.05, #*=0.15, Skl BRI AY FFFIE BX 7411 N2 06T s 24 1R 32 %A B
RIS RS SE HAE AR E . SRR ARG N2 B b AY R BX 741 FSF SR
IEATHIE B ] 4(a). 14 A(c) TR
3.2.2. P3 Bk 4%

£ 300~600 ms B[] T 114, Xof 22 2 AR RSP S8 4R IR IEAT 2 (R 2 1R BrRlCieih s ARS8 ) x 4 (7
BEFPHI: AXL AY. BX. BY)IWEE R T Z0HT. 4R ER: FRFAIMERN R E, F(3,14) =8.015,
P <0.05, #*=0.15, ZUkhh. 8RN BX FHI5 AY FFAI P3 i 58 1E (I 4(b) & 4(d)FiR);
Bl AR LN 22, F(3,14) = 6.591, P <0.05, 4°=0.13, SiCEREIEIY R RS ) P3 YRR K
FARGREL ) R SR EAE AR E . Gl dEGREE) P3 s - AY #1 BX ¥
FIHIF S5 iRt A B ] 4(b)s B 4(d) B

N200
Fz
¥ AY
10 BX
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#
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< -5
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Figure 4. (a) Average ERP and scalp topography of the AY and BX sequences of
non-performance reward on the N200 component; (b) Average ERP and scalp topo-
graphy of the AY and BX sequences of non-performance reward on the P300 compo-
nent; (c) Average ERP and scalp topography of the AY and BX sequences of perfor-
mance reward on the N200 component; (d) Average ERP and scalp topography of the
AY and BX sequences of performance reward on the P300 component

& 4. (a) IEBEIAMTE N200 Fk 43 = AY . BX F5IK)FEY ERP Rk L ; (b)
FESHRITE P300 AT £ AY. BX FFFIRY Y ERP RISk ; () S
F7E N200 FX 43 £ AY . BX F5IE 15 ERP FIsk L ; (d) SR322m7E P300
B4y £ AY. BX FF5IEY 14 ERP RISk 2 &

4. g

AWFFAEED ERP HiR, WATA. B2 A 30 43 P 77 TR T S8 AN JE S8R R x oA S sl Ay
(I, SR, SOICE N RSN R AT R R, 3R A

TTRGERRI, SRCERIRAESRCEIIE BX RN . EMERIITET AY F5, X
TR B B T S A, s O ) B SRR AN, 3 S R (9
FIERZR M. 2 AR S SR, ARSI TE R Ve, b1 S e P B2, IR HLX b
T B E R Eh A R TR R PR D TSR TR (RS, R AR, 2014). HIEFT R,
SOOI AR SRR B “E BT R 977 IR T R SRR S AL T, WS 8414 B

N
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FREER, (EdE T E Bl

ERP £ Sk — RS TAT G R . RTINS ERP BFFR I, N2 Sl 17 5% i) vk A ks I e
77, WS R JE OGS B AR AR 1 R N R SE s P3 SAT S AHIAT RIS ONHIH] . SR LR 58 AR
TRE N [ BT A B9 B /R RS> i G 9% (Muscarella, Hughes, et al., 2020; Giustiniani, Nicolier, Mayer et
al., 2020; W7, [IAAE, 2014). AT RS H: 75 N2 Bisr b, GG ARG BX JFFILL AY
FEHIGE R T TE/NIARIR, 0B R MR B S B2 rp 5, A3 BE T B8 22 IR SRR AT i AR, PR T R
FHORIBOERERE : 8 P3 sy b, SRR BX P FILL AY P55 K 1 RIIRIE, Ui B
AN T HEZ NG B AR BT E L 5B A RE, AR S Bk AT T R IR S HE S, L
AP FEAT AR R, ERP &5 RARIL T S8 il A= S il 32 sh Al i g o . (H2, N2
P3 L3 /2 15 e % 76 AR IS4 1l A 3 Bl 1k 42 1 43 E 75 BE K B AR 7t — D IIE .

AT ARG, GRS T s, X525 A8 R —80 /£ H 520,
TAERAENG T, GBI TCAANE o AR A LI TN, T LA 5 2 il 1 s A i ik i sh L (= 1
SRER, A5 b5, 2020). XHEARECY, B8 7RG E 2 003Eh, R TSR 2R (S B S
Ao —HEAERM AW R RS R, ERINE B BR M M. AR, S Res
PER R NESINL, HI596i%E J1(Frober & Dreisbach, 2014). i H & R et #e b, M 2218 F S0k
G K% B R VP 5 AR 2 UG AR AR 28, X AE— R b a0 T % I NESL, S
FAhA T T 55 2 31 By SR A E 22 il (Frober & Dreisbach, 2016). Ft, ZAR#HE UL BB R4
T AR G (R RO A

5PN N FEAF 2, ARS8 I S m RSz, e MBI — R 7 &
ey, AHFARY, IE RIS MR TE BOZ I S AR, L 0 T DA 2R WS SR PR 91 B
ST, B, 2014). ZER T ARSI B, FER AR IR NS s T2, 1R AT ARt
TR TE AT S5 AR, A R T B S A R SR . ARSI E N — R R R, RS EIR
AT RERE 4R M I R LTI, B iR v = R AT SS b, Al R e e S iR R B, SR T At
%5 158 AT S IZIHL, T REE$E i 3 il . T Frober A1 Dreisbach (2016)iA4, JAEGTECL I &
TRV ERAS T EBh e, P RS S R E ARSI E R . ATV R B R E RN
JE R 5 SRAS A 96 12, RS R AT 55 10 I 7 AN R Frober SR A& 28 2 AH G223 (MID)
AR LR RSN BE B IRIF 2l A SR (1 B bRAH 2Ll (SRA) » K il ¥ B 42 5 22 il A 2K Ik (K ostandyan et
al., 2020), 18I X FIEA B AT I TR KA ER A E I (2R, MR, 2019). Hik, SEsdikl
ANFl. Frober [R50 I8 I 15 26 B R N 22k 2R, St b BB AL 75 2Rl R s LVE AR T B 46 AE s T
TATHIW UL PR Al 1) 4 T 22 ah SE58, B BHLEE 30 3 ok M 8% . 5 8RSEa0 T A4S & ERP A FMRI
AR, RHAANFERRSEIAE, SRTa. 22 5485 07, dE— P RIE SR R A R4 AL
HETER -

R AN ARG I TE B RS P EE AR A . B, SREUISFR RS, BT ek
FEM I R L& . a2, SO ARG R i E A — a2, #RREHE & 2 sl ], il
PR DR B 1 7 AR TE AT SS, BN T B2 0AASS )1, NG i E AR

5. &

Kb aERE AN R I . SRR ST 7 BE 1 5 2 AR B SR AN 4E Ry H AR{E 2.
SERTT AR PR R S B HE R, S 5% . S AR S5 TR I AR ST A R I 1 3 S R 1) 3
W, SRR R ISR AR H AR AR = e SN U, O T e A S5 OARARE AT G BEARIAE 55
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