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In general, people believe that they make rational decisions based on their preferences or values. But, according to a long history
of research, it turns out that preferences and values change according to people’s decisions. Choice-induced preference change
(CIPC) refers to the phenomenon in which preferences increase for chosen options and decrease for rejected ones. In the present
study, representative studies of CIPC and theories (including cognitive dissonance) proposed to explain its mechanism are
introduced. Next, studies that aim to resolve controversies in relation to the conditions required for CIPC and the mechanism of
its occurrence are analyzed. These include studies based on brain imaging and other neuroscientific methods that examine the
neural bases of CIPC. Finally, a recently discovered phenomenon of choice-induced judgment change (CIJC) is introduced. CIIC
refers to the phenomenon in which nonpreference-based judgments (such as perceptual ones) change in accordance with decision
making. The observation of CIJC raises the possibility that judgments in general, (not only preference-based) change in
accordance with one’s decision making. Based on this discussion, remaining questions and directions for future research are

proposed.
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Al2]st Hopol A ‘B (attitude) T v EZH<] ofu]E 7} QIZe] ekt oA WAL TRt IR, FAMA 2
A golzA, el it 7 B7kEQl Bd(dD), g 4o o) 9 Tod, HgHd #F £ Wi B
(belief), M R ¥Fe B 5= <Ivlsketl, HF2e] A o7|k e oleh #Ist] 2 AT Tl THACR
Y AFoAE tidel diet ¢4 HLE duiste i oR2A sk FAle ARk HE HeHchoice-induced

o7 AMgEAtH(Agarwal & Malhotra, 2005; Eagly &  attitude change, ©|s} CIAC) @Atoltt. Ad) dAFtofA
Chaiken, 2007; Jain, 2014). 2 @Fo|He Ag®at ohy ‘€' A ‘A3'e} U7 on& AFRE9on, CIAC

2t ALt wiAE BHEE B, A44 B, 52 28 A4S AE-fE A2 H3Hchoice-induced preference
ot= Mo =A ‘ﬁ&%(judgment)’oli}t &olE AHES7I= change, ©lst CIPO)'2tal A|AH A7} o grf, ZZZ<el
gt g 7R HE'2He dojlths, AR 9RlE 7R
R dTe SEATFATY] AYE Wob »P5HS(NRF-2021R1F1A1054858).
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MGk doj7t § HEkH] u|E Agd 4 oeng

2 AFoME o] B2

sHelst CIPC)' 2h= ©olE ARgsh7|= jith
7é

CIPC &2 AR § Ap4lo] 1) At ool oigt
Ao MY o|ldHT Zrleta, 2) Adstr] e thatd
st Algl Mgl ols 7‘:]-_/1\_6]-1;— A @E}(Brehm
1956). of= A& A+E A

pg)
7} RE BaE Ao olz|uh

=2

F sie) ok ek

BE AT wEbA, 2 g AFelas e 29
B¢ 5 & 7P @4 UEidEE CIPC @40l dojd
Aog 745 Aolrh,

2 AF= AE/7175= dAEES 7 oo didl
gt Byt wehe] oAAAN Hgste WgoR s,
HeFEe @8 11 7] - AR 1A digh AwE
Exg g B A3 o= Google®t Google Scholar
glolg o] Ao A “attitude change”, “choice”, “fMRI’,
“preference change”, “cognitive dissonance”, “choice

induced preference change”, “choice induced attitude
change”, “brain”olgte 7I9ES] X3t Foll HAHE HAEZ
ota et A9 wesollA d8e F EEs EY
st

& d7ollAE CIPC @42 Halstk A A5 a7lst
11, CIPC @/do] dojube 7]do] digh thefst o] 24 4,
CIPC @/t ¥ B3 2 CIPC @4 tigh 17| - 417
pobAl At Axfe] diel yEstuAt gt ®Rh, FTof A
Sof 7]dket mekah oA wigto] opd, Z]ZHA whchol A
oF Zo], Aoy 7] o] HiAE meoAw CIPCe}
ARRE @4o] PEET: AT A HUEQHKim &
Cho, 2023; Kim & Cho, 2024). ol2{gh 4l A ATE
Aste] 718 CIPC @42 28shs Ao-f= wd ¥
SHchoice-induced judgment change, ©|s} CIJC) @4tolz}
+ MdS a7liska, 71E9 CIPCet CIJC 4=
= Zlo] QA olslistr] fiet AT wAlE & Akl digt
AAE stz gt

By

ME-QE MS HSHCIPC)
CHEHel 7

a40] chet
ADfe} Q| £=3} 0|2
A AFE9

= Aolck(Slovic et al, 1977). o]
Auohr| gjete, dutdor ARtFES 7t
A Agof wet PFo] dojue Aow A7t

OJAPAA  o]Z(decision theory)ell 2J5}H,

207 A7 } =9

ettt R, 17ke] oArAZat dFe] Higt ofe A=
of oo, oleh= Witz OARAA Plofl o5 Adout
7HA] B77h Wstete @4o] W th(Ariely & Norton,
2008). oIE &°1, HIt Axg v B 7 79 AF
At B oA 1HIS sitpt A= AE AERE o9, A
of gt F84 Aekrt F7kste HHH, Bof digt Aok
+ oiefeittal Rtk olHgt AdE AE-frke AT ¥t
(choice—induced preference change, ©|s} CIPC)z} 2tk

Olt

(Brehm, 1956). CIPC @4to] Brehm (1956)9] <l&f FHz=
H1E o]y ¢Joht ofdl obF, W= YsolE ES
thokel mAYES tate 2 g ofy] ¢lloA] HEE AZ=r)

AtHCoppin, Delplanque, Cayeux, Porcherot, & Sander,
2010; Egan, Bloom, & Santos, 2010; Stahl,
Loiotile, Smith-Flores, & Feigenson, 2020; CIPC &4t
gt 2H =897 Harmon-Jones and Mills, 1999; 2019

2x).

Silver,

CIPC #40l Tt 91
0|2

912 Hx3} o]Z(Festinger, 1957)2 CIPC @49 7|4
Aiste 7t Q] ol2olH At FofollA 74
FE Qe ol F9 sttolti(Jones, 1985). Festingere] <l

$20 o2 SRS T4 A7E *“*é*l?ﬂoﬂﬂ =

2 2X3l(cognitive dissonance)

Sht= Festinger(1957)7} -
Nads AHESI] wiZel, &
et W] f5Hor AHg
2 7Hgo] m2d, A2 B 5= (relevant)
8l AE(elements of knowledge or cognitions)= A&
Z3Hconsonant) 2 o2 B Z3Hdissonant) S Uo7
T}

BANE I QA R4 7 RSt ZAsh e

2 EWo] Wstng, BX3E Fo|7] Sl 717t &
ettt Rxolo] Fhe AdE Q1A 849 o 7} Q1A
Q20| Fakof| oo AREM, Fx3to] o] Bl st
Fx3ME Fol7] 9%t F717F At Fxsle Ahe
HZ3E o]fF= 849 £E5 WAHE: BE 849 =2
s HlE&(e, X3} HE, dissonance ratio)= AAHRITH
A D
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24 1

# of dissonant cognitions

Dissonance Ratio = - — —
# of dissonant cognitions + # of consonant cognitions

HZXIE ol
£ AAAY, =
F29E WA A= AR 840 FAEE
s A e AR 849 FREE FIH7IE WOl
ot @, 917
change) 7 THE 4 9ldt. Wa] i AP BUH
Heh 74, Wele Qs A
Ste &4 HistR Q] dA 2 Sl S
=t

IR F23} o] 2of| 7|¥tste] CIPC & =

oSyt Zoh BUS e g AgsE T 34 5 shidt
Sfof st ofele’ oS W A
' RIRE S AR o] AEl/aT] P9t 77
S o|FA| Hrh o]et AgelA ojn] Dot oAt

BE A= FdAor HAA 7t gl7] izl
o] 7Fsgt 914 84 =, A=/ FAY] A
o HEAWD)E HIAA GAHEA d9let 29 ol
Stol, f29LE AarZIth= Ao Q1A §£3} o9 7]
7Hgoltt. mebA, Q1A Fx3} o]l ¢JstH, CIPC A%
AE(/27]) olf AERt FAS Hoshe HEv 237
A, ZIRE FAe ARste Hee ofsiA R Qlo)
ste dAfeR ols|d 4 lth(Harmon—Jones and Mills,
2019). (5, Festinger9] Q17 Fx3} o] &2, oAHEA o]¢
of B ¥Wap7t doju= Ao 7Sttt 2=u, CIPC &
gol dojub= Aol Hiside Az v A5 7ol o]
ol qleol, F CIPC &4 ¥ B oA olF ¢ A
3] tE Zolt)

lt
N
o
d
=
%9,
rir
rO
R

i

l~>f lo @

oX o I i rx 3

o rr X &

X

Al

==

o

0k

CIPC @42 ‘&7t ofd “deo] 7191t CIPC d4
S HzE B Brehm(1956)9] Afollas 2 AE
Aot (free choice paradigm)& ©]-8ste] Q12 Hx3} o]=
= AT Ay A" dieohele] HAbes o A
W2, A7l ofe] FAol tisto] Ak FrHIAF B,
I Rating, ©Js} RDE g}, ths, A= dAollM= B71E
nH FAE 5 N Az]o] AAlst TSR stew F
=4 FollA o Aok FA4 shuE "ot i
o, Choice, st C). T2, thA] M RE FAo] tisto]
AsE B7H2a B4, 2™ Rating, ©|5t R2)E gt} Brehm

o] ARNE dA, E2EY Ano)A 5 8714 71 A
Fol diste] gEA A= B7HRDE sHes Sholrh
o, B "R #AS F F NS Al AXsk, &
F & F4& AHOF=S shdh (4
B AR g ARk AAEG) AR T o] 14 Al
7 ol Algloz Apolzt
252 4 Ad 27
AEE Ay e

skew, A 2319 7

s O

=
i
rlo
o
=
lo,
-}
i
ofN
ok
N
Y
R}
i

2 @ olf ABE 7t Aide] ok, Afs Pel u

o8 S BE A dis oAl & W ASEE 3
st R2). A7 A, 7SS 41 AEe] Hls) o
o2 AEle 3 ol ATERE Aol digt AdeeTt ot
, Z71% gAol tigt AT =7} Yol CIPC @40l
FoH v SuEAE, e XA g AlE
Aze A5 A 23)AE CIPC @0l HehtA]
2o, CIPC @] &4 Aol 7I9lske o] ohdet A
o] AaA vebdad =9l e

-

A
<

O o & N

§

% 99,

Jor B
sk

filu)

CIPC @4 W7t 43 Adate] 71918kt Brehm(1956)
o) A7 Fo AoiAe] "M o] CIPC BAS] FaF %

d 24de & 7 3 5, 98] Wt I dle

(Beauvois & Joule, 1996).

CIPC @e] Tde flolixle A4le] 24 AEst= 39
7b "eAolm, 2p4lo] Y S oFA] o2 Afol=
CIPC @/o] Yeh7] 25 F7Hor Sol= <
Avso] H1EQLh [zuma®t F2E52 A7Q20100E &
MRS =02 ARGSE 2 A" diethels o]-8sto
CIPC @2 wasigltt. 7 23, Hokrt fAHER

He 2@ T A &4 F ShtE Aol A A
2 A
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o] FEFLL A XM= HFEF WHAE tAlst
of AeE of F31, & A oA ASEo] Ao
7F 2 5 240l #Axo] ANEHU=H, ol 2HEAAE=
CIPC @40l Y] ottt o] A4E &l CIPC @4
< 42 AEAoG HREHF A A4S Hels= e
oMM U] 25 & 4 Atk lzuma®t F5E9 A
T010)914E= 7154 7] 5% G4 (functional magnetic
resonance imaging, ©]5} fMRI) 7|H-& o]gste] THA| 498
I P ¥ SF B4 Ay Bisieled], o] Ayt F
O] 49 etol A HF7]2 jit

H|Z=5E Al7]o ®FEE Jarcho®t F=25(2011)2] ATollA
£ o] o5 I8 ASS ol8e Af A mfzitiie]
J9tste] CIPC @42 HAsih &4 2AoA= A4
Al glo] BT T W A[PEQI A Ay}, AEgt o

N

o
Aol ojgt AT 27t Z12e el ofet e 7
selgon, AHg oA g A 2AE A5 s

7F QIgith o] A3 9A] CIPC @Ato] W@H7] 9Jaii:=
71 A AdEo] A UdE B9

FREQ01D AFIAME MRI 7I'HE o83t CIPC @
A wRR ¥ g% 24 A ®ustgled, o dd o
Al el 4 gEold R S,

CIPC #4to| 7| Mol Ch3t oj2] Ciot o}

CIPC @42 B2 At o5 §HE HF =S, of
el et 7)o disiAe ofdl o2 Fojrt o)
o212 P}, CIPC @72 AWst7] Sl 74 7
Zo] QlgH= 2 A

ol22 oz HBz3l ol2oly, WY o1zt
= 29 75k hy ol2E5E AN
T, o2 AEAELS gt o]2E5S AEtAnt. o

oAe CIPC @/ 714l digh digt ol 2 A

ar g
flo 1®

2}7|-7|k(self-based) Q1A|¥ =3} 0|2

AA] Fx3} ol 7|EHoR Ay EHAS of
ast7] 91t AsAQ 5717 i Ee Ee PR
2 A9AEe BXIe AAE f¥ste 5717 74U
Ao tiste] A2 g o|2ES AljtstATh 1 F
BEAHog 27]-7|49(self-based) ¢17A] B Z3} o|2E2 2}
7]- LA (self-consistency or self-coherence), ZF7]-2<l
(self-affirmation) & ZF7] 7Wd(self concept)®t SJAFAH oY
9l o] EUAE sfashr] 95k F7|7F AgRthar Agket

o el Sol, Ar-UBA ol2el st Ax] FE3
o Hed BRLL A7) AT Bl BAAsh) e

olgt AH3stcHAronson, 1968). oFH, Apr]-3Hel o]2f

A9 B3 g 270 $1ge] H @Ee @ ] 7]
gt

2, $A9 e Hx3E A7l 5717F e &

3 HRARARlL EAE AU+ ol Well, HAte] o=
XA A& Fol HeEEHe A7]-<AA(self-awareness)’
52 ‘Ao o] FA7F Hrp= Holt}. webs, 27]-7]
Hh Q172 RX3} o] 252 A|-d¥doly Apilo] FAoh=
2ot dS A7 fAISH] St AP 75 (executive
function)o]u A9l 912 A (metacognitive processing) 2]
A& 7HstER, 172] K238} o4 dgollA o2fet HH
2ot A" AFA(frontal lobe)o] E5-S &3t o]
g 52 Fo 49 dEtox CIPC @4t #iste] 27
A FRAe H 75y e AoR dEdl W g
o] &< Bt AEe] oo A

¢

frt

CIPC @%o] dojut7] Salix= A7) Q14'o] 7Hsdlof &
747 Egandt F=5-2(2010) 27| ¢14le] CIPC @4 &
of "4 @zl 219] offE AZFSH] flal, 2] 7Adel @l
= A0R FAEE 44 obeit Hets 95olE YL
2 AFE oisirh vtk ofd obed FES0AA CIPC &
Zgo] TEETH CIPC d4e] Ido] 2p7] ¢l4le] F4Ao
2] okl A 4= Qo AF 1oA= WA Al A A
4 FolA shtE otol7t AH AE(1 FA)SIES g =,
A= ofoloflA] ez ZA Azt shel A=
H F SPUE oAl AEEiA 721 EEE SRRl
ZA= ofelE diAlste] A7 A2 A Al
At AF i}, ofolE2 Aol dAlA Aeisi] oFek
a2 dANA Adolr] de B5e Bt &
M= g%ols oz o Ay 20A%, 1 SAoA A=
2 AR AEs 7]Hohs Peo B
ofolE1t dxolEolAl A=l §1%l
2] ottt Egandt sRES
T Zik= CIPC @749 ol 7] 7ide] E42o)z] ¢
o HAFoZH 7] Q14 7§t o|25E AA5HA] ¢=
A2 - 4 Qlth(Egan, Bloom, & Santos, 2010).
2o o] Silveret F2E(2020)2 10-20712 ForsS
o2 ot Egandt F=5(2010)2] AFoxjet e Al
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g AAE olgste] AP st o] I IA CIPC €&
of RS AF of 2 A =2 A7) 949

-
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| Beaeag B3ekdt shgk vl i)
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2 e A A, 12k A" A] 71 Z490d
7155t PEs Bk ol=et BE 19A A
A 2ANME HER
W= Egandt 259 A72010)
Aol 7|z, CIPCE] Hde] 2H7] 7ido] E4-2o)]
Fo= IRIANAEH.

o, o] & AT Ao 7|Hksto] Q17 FX3t9] ofji
2171 7igel ZHdEle] CIPC @4to] yeld 4 Qlth= 715
ot = glrk oleet ot Axe @, CIPC ¥
el 2471 7Wdo] HFEA] ZdEojof sh= 22 ofuzt
+ AE FRINAEHLL siAslor & Aot} ¢HH, Egandt
T=2E5(2010)3 Silveret 5=E(2020)9] AolAl= F7Ht
0] 222 Jdg oty tiifo] YAIE R2x Az AdS
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2
lo
:oé
)
ol
o
o,
iy =
o
[Rod
il
it

1

CIPC @49
.

Fdo] 247] QB (self-coherence)o] P+
A7) -G|Ad o2 Fx3}ol| ot EWAo] 2]
Ad Fs 7o ELA wjZolztal 7Hdgtth(Aronson,
1968). Hageges}t 525(2018) A7|-¢HA] o|&9] 4=
S ASsH] Hdll, A7|-Edel dFL vlE 4 Qe AE
q Zzto] CIPC @4 4TS uAEAE Fotrr] St
= Aot o] A= AlAl A7 d2te 1
219] AFIE o]F-E AFOoR ARESH AR AE mfct
AAsHaEd], 144 A8 THA| o] 3o 2p7]-digel] o
oA o Qe BFE shH| AAlskith AY xS
o] W&ol wet 7= YRS, o F A WA =
< SANTE W, & HA 20
°

7Ie W8, Al WA

il

ne

N

¢

BN
ny

q_

Mo ot no 2 r2 X

fo 44 o o o
oo

™
)
N

|
o
=
o,

|

ne,
8}
ox,
24

ol
L
>,

ofo
1o
Mo
-l
N
S~
%
i
2
)
re
s
Y,
£
N
T
1o
Ry
J\&”:

4o
r

N
iR
e =
:clslj
N
N
o
ol
ol
R
Do -
ol
ol
rir
oM.
Ho
o
=

o s
7290 CIPC @4o] ek Baslgl
A9y FA 20 A7)-98y 39 24

=ik &l

ol
S

N . o
19 T oK
e A o [ | | S e
o, It

L

il

D)

N,

|

e,
d I‘E

ox,

olN

(R}

el
rE 4

i

g
i)
B4 o

oo my 2 o 49
=
l-'lj

Mo
= 3
= ﬂﬁ
o (o
=
o
Jo
o
ol
ol
38
i
o
o
i
rlo

oo
o
i)
[\
R
ofl,
ox
)
1o
ne
rk
o,
M=
o
2,
i
A
—
2
ol
o
A=
N

2 BA 7ro] AWML GA|etaAt she 7])Ho] ZHgslae
% 941:!]?_}-\:]— Hagegeﬂ' %E%(2018)9’] ﬂ'? g-ﬂ'% CIPC
7t AFHQ] @olaHtE dFHoR Ar|-dEA ]
P4 (homeostasis)& FA/ZHAst= Aljd 713 o4

dE 7FsAe A7 o] dFtolM= B3], CIPC a4

i

)
1o
el
)
N
19
B
l_r]
ne
o
rek
re
r ~|
o
)
¥0,
rlr
paty

(o]
Sl
il

2.1_(‘
)
x2,

712 st}

)
rO
e
rhu
i
fijo
[
=
ol
ol
N,
fu
o]

it

o= —7|dt(action—based) ©]=. Y=-7]HF(action—based)
O]22 Q7] Hx3} o]Zo] gt tigh o]EO0RA, RE

T

A4 ARAL g0 WES ARA] A% Aol

7FgRit}, o] o]Rof wEH, X3Pt A4 ERAE &

ol olf= T 7HA ol BF Algo]l FE2 doA,

P50l ABZ oA v=7] wizoletal Attt BE-7]

g 0|22 & Fof, AR Jx2 ASshs & 7HA] o

ol AT o, T 7H9] el gt A HFd(approach
7

tendency) 7te] Z-E(conflict)& sidsta shte] P FH
o] AdE THot= doflA CIPC @4fo] vepdota A
St (Harmon—Jones & Harmon-Jones, 2002). wztA], 38
S-7I8F ol 59| AE wElRt 917 94t FES o
o7 wof Q1A RE37} FolA dojdtial Tt 94
A, AR, EFA AL 57|(trait approach motivation)
7b 7R AbEEe] A4l AA HEet wWiriEe dE
(counter—attitudinal behavior)o]ut o]#-& JAFEA-S 3f
of & o, X3} A4E fldf ¢ & HE ®HoE HA
(Harmon—Jones et al., 2011). & t& AFolAE, A7t
E0°| HeSHA 2 ZAl(supine position)2 1A Fx35} A
dof gt Afolli= CIPC d7do] vehtz] ofar, gtol 9l
E AR Fods wiofgt CIPC d4o] Yeht % 7|ul
o|2& AAel= AWE HIsFHtHHarmon—Jones et al.
2015). ((+9 Sl= A= kot Sl Aol Hlo F5= A
ot = v AAl(mind set)S 7HA7] of=#¢H, 552
A1 T AAE FASHE e AAE e BE-
719k o]g2 thE olEEd AHskH FH|RR olEdel
40| glo, CIPC @4o] WdE= Be A5l 4

g A disiAe oZol £t dE &°l, FAA
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oje gt P52 oA ¢l uhE Ho=nt

FolM= CIPC @/do] yehdthd, ojef T2 A9+ W5-
75 o]0 Aisty] ol#& Aotk WF-7I5k o]EA
7Psk= WE o BTt A wEgel digh Aol #
FgolA nhE £o=T WY oAEAE x
719k o] Zo] o] Aol o ZyA A8
|

it

mﬁo

7

=

2471 A Z(self-perception) ©]&. 7] AZF o] <l
Fx3} o] tigh tiet o] 2o ® A, 219 HET} st
A ok ul, A4 PE 52 11 PFo] dojd eEA
Aoluy @44 S Alelste] WY HEE FEdo=EH
Bt sfFo] LA|sHA Ho] CIPC @4fo] YA kil
AgetttBem, 1967). A7) A7 o] A Fx3} o]
W= g2A 2342 Qe A2l Eui-g djishy] 912
s B71E 7HEoAl Gtk ESE, ol digh A4l
o] HeE FET "ol HE ¥t dojdt= 742, A
g o)5e] Bz Wal} ol At mebd, 6 A
g fyods =2 24, A7) A7 olg2 24 ¥AS
St Eetel Hx et dojd Ae oS3tk Festinger
& Carlsmith(1959)9] AFE A= 27| A7 olge A&
gotd o2 22 sjAS o £ 4 Utk Festinger®t
Carlsmith(1959)9] d+ollA= A7IA=olA wis A5 A
ol g AZF FeF Hofste st &, Ae HolE o Al
37pol| 7] 1 Adlo] Wi ATh= olopr|E Hote HiVtE,
g Adl= $1, oE Adols $208 AR AFsHl
1 % 7Ee oid A Rt AR JIHRE 5
off Ag Zofell digt 475 oloprlstlt. A+ ﬂl} $1E
AR 2l 7S] $208 W2 37
of JIEF Al AF HAE o AL B ]‘ﬂ?ﬂ Aoz
Holgict. o] AME A7] A7 o] Y

w1 2tk $208 divtE 2 Aol E#Qle &gt
At diE= JEE o AlgolA At dsS oA
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Figure 1. What appears to be choice-induced preference change
may actually reflect a statistical artifact due to regression towards
the mean when ratings are taken multiple times (Chen & Risen,
2010).
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1% rating 1%t choice 20 rating 2nd choice

\ Vi 7S ¥

\\'— L | L

Figure 2. An example procedure of the revised free choice paradigm proposed by Chen & Risen (2010). In the revised free choice
paradigm, participants perform all four phases of the task. The revised free choice paradigm consists of an experimental condition (i.e.,
RCR condition) and a control condition (ie., RRC condition). The RCR condition consists of only the ‘1% rating’ - ‘1% choice’ - 2™
rating phases. The RRC condition consists of only the ‘1% rating’ - 2™ rating’ - 2" choice’ phases.
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Figure 3. The neural model of cognitive dissonance and its
DLPFC,
dorsolateral prefrontal cortex; ACC, anterior cingulate cortex;

resolution (see text for details). Abbreviations:

vStr, ventral striatum; vmPFC, ventromedial prefrontal cortex.
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ox .
2
to 1% o

e
a1

o

lrl rlr m>4
rlr r__r: an

o

H

-,
d
3,

fe i

IN 2 1%

olr
b
ol
i

flo rd 32
a
g ]
(@)
rel
o
fijo
o

ol
st
4
¥0,
rr
é

f

o
3Q L

Aog ART,

luma®h F250] A7QOI0IAE 29 A 43S o
83 A% Y dae olgstel CIPC @4 T
Y @Ee RASe 1% B3 A AF A2

(anterior striatum), T3 A (cingulate cortex), B A4

- —

L1 A (ventromedial prefrontal cortex) 52 540l BH
ot Are Bl 7411}:9— o] T & HxA
(anterior striatum) F9& A
RODCZ AAstact HEE7}L o]—L] A7 ApAlo] AH

AES sl A ZoA SARE AL d@e = o8 =

H(region of interest,

e Felok sl ole’ Ad 2AqA 4] 7|2 o
Aol stel gofalA WA Ast Uerd @ Aol 4

ot HEo] ¥ &go] MEA|(striatum) A FHA
WEEA B3 RS, 92 £23F 243 (cognitive

3) AREL Q12] Bz3} Z4=(cognitive dissonance index, CDDTE: e
/712 B0 AT BAgE o] ARtz Aosty, ARE el AL
2 CDIe| wfet A& &5 EE ERokl olo] wizt 07F 8 A}OH
SAE Fofgh
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dissonance index, CDI)9} TAE ¥ =S HAgH Ay}
e oS gAloA S Mg (dorsal ACC, dACO),
Hje]= 7451 A (dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, DLPFC)
ol FofRt Fo] UM ForES Bsle Hole
A5 AH(anterior insula) FHE ZFEHU. o] F HIS
A3 A(dACC) 999 &8 AE/717 de= U=
FARE ol F 712 74 BRoA 9] Fxsle] Fr

o} gojgh AmAE Rt ARSL oHgt Avtol| s]ut
5o}, AxA (striatum)e] E54 0] Hi(ﬂ-j})e A
e, H|Z AGQATA(JACC)T HieE: HAAZE =A

(dIPEC) ¥4

cognitive modulation) 7|3

o] &Fo] oA 7 J—@(top—down
oM QA FxIE sj4dh=
g she AR Mgt daR, WS dAdidmd
(dACC) 99 1A HA(cognitive contro)] % 7|8k
(neural basis)o] thah We AMsl AoA ZE/gdsl= &
¢12 =7 (conflict detection)dh= AT = Aoz Aot

Hold JeozA, X FEse gAe BAY FsHel

9tk (Botvinick et al., 2004; van Veen et al., 2006;
Kitayama et al., 2013; Voigt et al., 2019).

van Veen®t §&E(2009)9] AoMdes F=d HXA
(induced compliance) T=2td-S o]gste] fMRI &9 7

ol Az tiS BEE 7oL, WER sl
F IMRI 39 382 Argnts 73 $9¢ sus fu

sttt AEAEL AAAEANA MRI B Fof BA 2
sfeio] Aw B3} RIS S| g g o
AFEIAE Tz BolAn, B dr1ele A% Al
olf WEA fMRI BGE sjof sk @At o, 1
Pk Bge] dhel i A4S sk ok olop|E A
o QUL WA 1 Bt el glo] B
4T 5 S AR A9 AT del 3999 g

| o

el Pehg sk AbEe] AMRI 29 AEe
SEE Bh ok IMRI o] ololzich. AR 3]

2 SA @‘%ﬂ Hluste] 2

=

-

el g W] 3
LA s9e st Eote HE {“H%HJV‘(dACCM

= d4(anterior insula)®] 547 o9t ATHIAE
Aot A(nsula)> &5] FAAQA HA Hdt 7\}%751?_

397} gou, w4 £3udt WEet wed] AdAgd
weste] gxek 7|@shs.

M43 A= JHolH(Craig et al., 1996; Chua et al.,
2009), A A7HFE [zuma$t FRES] AF(2010) 4= o
A5 BFAE o, 1A FX3be] Frel JHHAE AU
k. /\fé Q'E W Ee] 7]9kek CIPC &0l A5 A4
| 5542 94 /\}N—g— A=l
o] o] Q17 Rx3te}t THAL A 7t
o

Al
=
S40] e A0 SHHT 5 9t

SIS H L B A7 22 Pl 4 Pilbin
doslt WHES B8Y APt Was

54 4 9] Yoz Sl 22

o 11—

lesion)&

A €] 57%3 5H*"9 *}F %]«
dHgof| olmfHom ogre
g A7 Arse /\7H; o},
Mengarelli®} 525(2015)9] AtolAe vjelE HATL]
A(IPFC)o] QIAIFZ3}e] siaof] BaAolehz 7Hgol 42t
stod, 22k /A Aol gut HjelE AT A (dIPFO)9

22 AL A% AZ(cathodal transcranial direct current

stimulation, ©]3} tDCS)& A 2|5t & CIPC @Ate] dd o
RE PG &3 AT 4% AR WMo AN

£ 71 g4 999 54 daArle eSStk A
F oz tDCS(sham tDCSE AAF FAI 23 -1 H
Z AHFOAdIPFC) tDCSE 7kt ZAeAle CIPC
Agol TEEG oY, L wjelE HHETAdIPFO)
tDCSE 717t 2 E CIPC FAfo] TEEA] Qe o
eleh Aatof| YZste] AL, N wielE HAFuA
(d PEC)o] 1A F23}F0] Zao] B4AQl S i
EUiich

J}é AAFIAPFC) S &go] CIPC @49 T}
AR #AZE k= Mengarellit 5559
Harmon-Jones®t =5(2008b)2] Ao olefirx 2|5
Qitt. Harmon—-Jones®t 5=25(2008b)2 A 104 HA:
(electroencephalography, ©lot EEG)e] 7]8Fgt w2 mjEd
(neurofeedback) €&-& o|-§sfo] it A Fu]d (PFC)
o] g5/l S7HE Aot et CIPC @4l Yekts
= Husiginh. @ AHFnAPFC) 9] &5/do] Aot

1o

t

—
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7d¢oll= CIPC @/go] Uz st A& 2k
AAFNAPFO) Y &5 S7h= AT &71¢ F5 AT
2 AEA e} pAHTGE= PF-7]4Haction—based) ©]F
2008a)ell §4ztstof, A4 AE ot
=1 Zo] siAsiqith &, it AHFNAPFO) Y] &%
o] Z7Ha Afel= ;ST__L 71, BE Aol Aste AdH
olBZ FP=o] APL st EYA/HZRFL] FAE 9
St BT WisE 34 dofut CIPC @4fe] yepdtial gict,
F&-AF4 w32 (mindset) 7t CIPC @742 Z3HAIRI
O 71 S5 gHstr] 9isto], A9 2004+ Al 714
nhAbA 20E Uk AR A" fEods AAshs
EAlel EEGE SA4skaleh. Hda=2 Al 714 &, 1) 3
&A% (action—oriented) PFZAAL, 2) BFF-A|FA
(nonaction—oriented) "H2A}A], 3 o221 A|
Z ot 2o A Fgr]o], 22F HA oA ZAf g =

Aol 2= vk ZAAE F8cke 2 d2 F 23 ¥4
= AASl A 2 A3, FF-AFH uhs A £
Aol et Rt AR ETA(PFC)2 E5o] F7hehila,
CIPC @/Fo] TaE it & 7k A Aol 7|§lsto],

AR Q1A B2Fe Hrt AT-BA BT AFY

i

(Harmon—Jones et al.,

) =& (neutral)

(approach-related action orientation)¥} TAEH o]=
g ARSI APFCO)S ol ool o]Folxitta ZAEW
Ak
Izuma®t FHEE(20152 HEFH
(repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation, ©]8} rTMS)E
olgsto] §= WHEHA(EMFC)o] CIPC d4fo H429l
°—ﬂ|°£§ 5}E]r£ —% Hojqle), o] AiolM= 443 19
A AE s2telE o8t
ZX} HA4 AAo] FIMSE A Heoll rTMS ﬂﬂ%
iy 740, AAH o= o g 7 SHA| 7] 2}
gt 7HE2 Al 71 239 —Eu'—/q S =T, AT
Z7M= (TMSE 35 WASRTA(PMFC)o AH*[sta,
A W A 2hoME ( TMSE &5 F
parietal cortex)oll AZ|5t!, = WA FA
2l rTMS(sham stimulation, AA 2= oFFH
01-2 o LHX—]EHJ;G(pMFC ]7]. dr
‘417‘4C”47‘1(pMFC) of rTMS AHAE 7kt 5371101]*1“} CIPC
A Arrt fofoHA Worslth AAEE ol#gt At

AT AN

r

F

o

{o
E& m

1] (posterior
ZHM= A
1]—12 7V51A]

sl F2 WARHAEMEQS 71'50] CIPC @4el
TR BHHY gL Ak TP A4S AR
33} o2 2l CIPC BAo] Yol o Has =

A, Fxoks "Ashe BT 24, F2

74 (pMFC)

2 dashe Aol AdEEE 32 s
Ao e o

o o] 5 742 % ofW WAl Tholsl
WEe ¢ 4 gicka 22 Witk

CIPC A0 ChEt 0|23 M sZS I3t Ax4Za}
s
o]

A% WSk AR ol BN doldrlr AEAQ)
Q7] Fxsh ojze olage] shaw ol Hg)/7|2t
Fol el A5 Wabh dofdrka bgath A2z
o | oln] ol oAFAY BE] Wil HEE FE
she TS AAE stez oxEHe] $hadl olFo CIPC
Aol doldehn pgatt. BF Adont oA

ofi WAGIA AT WS LehkeAe] e T

15 2]
offiSu MRIL A7 &5 34 5 ARA 24 wie
o184 AT ool thet f4% AuE AT £ 4 ek
o[l Yol CIPC @43} BT 45 Wsbt Gara3
of o gAlelA] dojuhiz Aol T AT AvHEE BAs

ict.

Jarcho®t F2E(2011)2 of7] o837} 18 #A=& AMES
o A A8 AT Astel CIPC 4tk el o
Fg=9 MRIZ EAsHAT) & 94 e = =Ax|d
A CIPC @A vehd odxqrs Ad
A A= wjeioele] A= gAof] =RtE i
CIPCY] ArL Quk e SPAE3]S) (ol oluf o]
frontal gyrus, IFG), W& 514 (medial prefrontal
cortex, mPFC), E5 AZA|(ventral striatum), 27|42
Y FFAT= AA JuTATY,

9‘3 Hm

mferior

(precuneus) A= N9
(anterior insula)¥}t 95 57 1 (lateral parietal cortex)2]
S 74 AT sl F7Her, CIPC @4
o) ZEA Uehd ARSI T FATIIFC)Y 85
A (anterior insula) 7Fe] BA 7154 A7 (functional
connectivity)©] © sttt oleh &2 Aol st Azt
=2 YA 7z sjas ffe] HAFHEe 4 o
(conflict resolution) @ A ZH(emotion regulation) 71
o] A&stA st AH(insula)®] EEol WYsts 44

5) ¥ 9o el A8EE Feke ol ¥ 1Y FEo 229 %
RO, gyrus)& ofulgh ¥ 03 FgO| o HF Holt ¥
(T, suleus)'2H B,
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JHIRE M E8de AsHATIe ALR siMsin E
& U2 245 DAmPEOY] HEA DSl =4
247)-¢ed A E A2 (self-referential processing)E ¥F%o
Ao FJAstAt. Jarcho®t TRES AT1Q01DE= AH
A HEEEs A ER, Axae] ofet g2 EE
o Q) Bast H40) AHl(AEAY A4 BT} o)z

7Has 2l AlE o]t ofd,
e % 4 9

Kitayama®} §=25(2013)2 3¢

ol AH & AY =

%_oﬂ 11-.9_61—2

CD AHE A=Zo g o]

B8 AR AE wfertde olgste] CIPC @42 MRI=
A7ttt FE SHANAME olEe AE olF, AHH
thatol] thet Asrt Zrbsta, 71zkE iAol oigk Ast
Haoke CIPC @4o] T Qlch A= dAoflA 9] & &
5 AT AT, 48 A" AT} vwste] oz A
g x4 WS A AdACO) T et HE g

ol A Ueht AES A
5ol A Fx3HFE) "R B F240] BE
o] HAHol HAE Hiast= Zog J|Mstact. T3k A
g oAM= A PCOZ k- S2
accumbens)©] &F/do] AEE iAol gt Ao Hsket A
Q1 AT gt C174E B Ao wskel {9
g AHEAS Bl gL WEEA ookt) $= didy
APCOL %7] RE YEYI(default-mode network)2]
AFEA A7leh FE LS T o B4l woME
o= ‘?:_'}3114 “th e, AZES 5 o & (PCO
Hroto], 2p7]-¢d JHEA7E oA Fx9
9] 40 vﬁ?ﬁ? Qolol Aow FMstact ot Zxs
(nuc eus accumbens)o] HAM} #Egt AH AL E dgsl=

1S sty AAEL =F(nucleus accumbens)

(anterior insula)?] &=

nucleus

d

r
ri

= HAsty A9 Sof 47 € 7§:°ﬂ gt 7]
7 ZAA7E Bdm BAE 5 JeBR Z3E(nucleus
accumbens)®] 5t AS WHITF FH AHAA L YE}
W 7Fsdel Slth Ao, Kitayama®t F&5(2013)9]
A=, A8 o]F7t opd, ™ ol 27| (selh ot T
Kz G259l ghsto] Q17 §x3} ofjAE 9t
B ®3} 7]Ho] g3ty FARth 2E, ol9’l
A= A" o]%ok HE HSE 99t 7]7‘401
2938 P=A S Bl Ratc)

Voigtet 5=5(2019)9] d7oAe JAEHEE APAR
A+ A= s 2ok (incentivized free choice paradigm, A&
ot tidoll digt dEe Soll Az olF €& &+ ==

-ll

lO e
-

]ﬁ'\_Z
=

=

ol 7l§kste] IMRISF SFF 5 54 A

CIPC @4} #Rg ¥ &55 Aot ¢4, ¥
2] A Adh, et 719gE el disiAek CIPC
gol Al the, W &F 24 AyolAe, A9
AelAe] 2Rt wje]S AHAF oA dIPFO) 7 #71%
(precuneus) 4 %jo] o] 7]t tiAte] digt A%
=g dS5sHn. (9 = ARFAdIPFO)2
Ao A& F m|2= EF’—V} UrERET) Tk, A" gA oA
o] $A] Al7H(fixation duration)2 A PFit A= o]%
A2k BATES dS5sHltHE, e SA dids
Sote A7t vErd). 2 siekhippocampus) o] 73,
221 /A dAA 719k tidel] disiAet A4 ZH((RRC
Z7)3t Hlwstel A3 ZARCR Z2)AA folstA &5
dol =toh. ehH, 2 27|94 (precuneus) P9 A
B/717 ABE 2827 FZ(guessing)SF thAoll oA
SAEZARRC £270)7 Blwsto] A9 2HRCR 27)A
FolotAl &sAdo] =QkTh AAEL olef’t Aol 7]vts}
of A% W3l A™ o]F7} ofyzl, A ZFof v,
CIPC @4e] Ido] £@% 7]ojo] dHolatal 453
oh (88, o] &2 A9 o|%ox gx W3} vEd 5
Athe 77 wiAISH A= et AAES AY =
S 79 AH@7rE olFojAH, o] i, SJAAAA} 2}
7195 99k HelE HHFuAdIPFC) &54 0l

99 AFA HIE Rt ofAstelem, M7l
(precuneus)®] &5 A¥ =% oH 251 A5t
o] o5 PAHE Ao® iAot AAES A" k&
7 /ST AHPrtEE ol WS SAlske Aldte
ﬂé*i EH/J-_J Ao st AHE ¢ LA 7}_/&
Aot F551%lom, o= 749 ATA BN 5 F
o)A (posterior parietal cortex) S Z2HE H|QS AT

AIPFO)Z AH7} o]Zdttt= Ad o] ZATE A%

(& b

l

18 fob g rLopeh e

-lN B~
ojN 1o m@ > 2

m\l
oL
o 9

O,

St sfAstglckHarris et al, 2011). B<] 7|0l A
D7) Hgel otte Aol MRas FoF dide] ARl
Bils Zé o] olFoRE Aol F53 AAEe] 49
ol &= 7Fs/del Eou, Bl }‘jjr% Alzte] HlFstod

7]*—/“5 JejElojof g},
SHH, Tompsondt F=5(2016)2] AFAAE CIPC ¢
I FAste] 9o AfE AFET FARRE d9E]

RIS, FR M BE ARl Holdol Utk

_& rel
w0
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o] AtollAlE, A TAZE ofd, 22k A TAelA, 2]
P el WA £ 99 2 yE BEEnY
(mPFO)T = di oA (PCC)/A7194 A (precuneus) 2]
7164 AZA/J0(functional connectivity)®] &7t AEH
ol it Ao 7 dSsilth ol dF 29E F
okt 49 553 49 ol A 25AA 7104 3
b 7153 dAAA9 et "

i)

asigh BARL ¢ 4 5. WelA, CIRC A4 A1
Bz Wsks AEAQ QX Bxsh o2 Ayt 2o A
[e]

A 7190] CIPC @49 odd mA= IF <AdA
o] JAe didst= diutthippocampus)?7t £AME 7]
Z 3AFEo] CIPC @AMS Holx] g=thd, ol= sfjn}
(hippocampus)®] 7153 CIPC @Are] B Zhofl <lwtzol
IAS Edlie 770 "ok deu, ofA7RA] ol
Z7E Hug AF= 29EyEx] ookl @35]8, Lieberman
I FREY AFQ00DANAE 719 dAdE sl bl
tih A offE 7]olskr] E3lgelk CIPC @42 Ukl
= =R = ol de dukel 2 7o FAF
A2 garoa ukskA HpHe 7193} CIPC &
& 7o TAC sl ot g 4 & A2 AmET|
2 g,

UA 20T Voigtet FE55(2019)2] dAellA 719H of
Ao disiAet CIPC @Ate] dojutal, XS sk} sjjnt
(hippocampus)®] &5 = 7Ho] AMatatA7} selE e
olgfgt Axte] tiote] AFEL CIPC @4e] Hdof 7]9o]
F8% TS ok Ao= oAt -, HIAd A

Ag Fofl T IANS HEAE gug # A
HAE onlsiAl= Y=

Chammat¥ F2E9] 044(2017)L 3ct

S AT T 7190] CIPC @/l ‘547‘40]3}% i
?‘l’ Lionel Naccache g7AofA @ESH T o] 9d4Lo]
o} o] AFoAE o] AFet FUSHA AlAS] ofFA] A
A olgg A=0=2 ARERE A A9 defrels ARES
gau} o] AF9] ExE CIPC @4<] ol <Jd2 7]odo]
FHoleh= TS AXste SAE WHshe Zo=A,
A HAS 9 71V EJAA N (mild - cognitive

impairment, MCD) &2} & 7tz 2siih. A4

7]

A}

]1_. L |

r1.|

6) & 99 e 4
(RODOW FET & 41D

71%2 AAA(functional connectivity)S F T4 4
5 7

ol AlZbe] mE FEEAE Snjt.

o O

Aap 7| VI AR 2AF A mFoA 7]oet of
Aol disfiARt (A =7<1 RRC 2} vlwste]) Ad
27191 RCR 274 CIPC @40l FolotA o ZstAl u
ERdth Eo S dide® o IMRI A9 dx, 2%
B3A gAA FEEE ek hippocampus) oA A8 o Fo
& o il tsiA(RRC 243} H|wsted) RCR
22 folsHAl &E/dol EUdTh HEel, 699 347‘45
;s T e SHAA CIPC @S Bl 4750 2
FHo|A SA =0 W A7) 7
(intracranial electrophysiological recording) A1&ofA %
offof gt 71ole gt diidel disiA (RRC 273 H|ils
o) RCR 2794 F-ofstA slimkhippocampus) ] &-5/do
=3 ol 5 SEA A verd CIPC @4 &
geozA, AHAEZ ol AFH 7]eje] CIPC @]
ol FpAolehs 7l iRt A1A] FAR siAst. A
A2 ES, CIPC @/do] FojAl#o] Z-52]Ql d/4folzt
7|Ht= 27|-dide FAISEAL sk o)AlAel Al <l
A ZAEA| A 7Rtk FAskgInh R, AFAS] Q1A
olgdte EY, Fxo= orAow 23 Ao
StA] o o WASHA] o= Zo® MY o]
el weh, ARE2(EE A1 AaelAs YEA]
o) Y 7)5(executive function)o|tt QAFEA T}
1=1] 4 (frontal cortex) GSo] CIPC dAro] o]
2 dAretgon, o wzst HHES ARRSIHA,
1A (frontal cortex) A djathippocampus)oflA] 3
e M 5L BT 5 e Ao slderta
. 28y, o] Aol Axt 4], sk hippocampus) 2]
A @A 7]9o] CIPC @749 el "42o]
A 7|99 wet CIPC Hd ofF7t dnpdog 4%
o] HF WA AR FAZ A Feek
, ofiHhippocampus)7t AFA o= 75512 Foh= 7]
45 SAEOlAA AE ofFof digh @A 7199 &
o] glal CIPC @/fol s HehA] ¢fes HAFS
ol QdA 7|97 CIPC A4 7He] A A<l olut
el 2%e 42 4 e Aol 194,
Chammat¥} F&559] AFolA+=, 7|19 4Ad5 =<7
Mz JE/7)17F ARE 7|95k ol diste] A"Ao=
CIPC owo1 A ol= 7190] CIPC &/ge] ddof
Tt e W At X G =4
S0l ofiatel oJ&Esk= AR 719
CIPC @/ 7t Q1A Y] FA= of4d 4+ it

olA" CIPC @/gell 24 7]ejo] Hp2Ql 2]of of o

F

%

Ol

=
<
N

F

F-?~
ol
el

o], dfutthippocampus)
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ru9
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dolid= AAste SA% 184 42 SAF0] FESHL
2AtH(Lieberman et al., 2001; Coppin et al. 2010; Hagege
et al, 2018; Chammat et al., 2017). Voigtet =5
(2019), Chammat¥} F525(2017), Hagege®t 525(2018),
Salti®t E8&(2014)9 4 SolAd= AdH 719
CIPC @49] o] daAolets 7HdE& A A|sh= HHH,
Lieberman¥t §=25(2001), Coppin®t §=25(2010)9] I+
o= CIPC @4e] e 92 7|9 offel= Fysitt
o FAsiley R, HE He AR EFe] dof
W Ao Hge et e ez 9T 7 2
25 A2 4 Athlee & Daunizeau, 2020). Lieberman
I F=E(2010), Coppintt F==(2010)8] AT+ AxfofA
oF Zo], SapAo] i oo AEl/7]Z} offof thigt 9
Az 7]oo] Qlglgole CIPC @Afo] ¥&H 29, oArE
7 EFol B W3t on] dojtar, oo wet A=/7|7}
P97t AAESE 7Hsds el & 4 Atk HIE, oAt
274 olFol= B thidel gk A=/71ZF RE 7|5k
SR, oAAA FAelE ool thet ABrtel Sjat
A et AEIE AY 719 WelA AHREds 7
=g

O My Mo

|
e

CIPC §4e| TH| k| 7|of| CHst A Z3te| F
o[l thelol = obA 2lHe CIPC FAFe] 4] 71Ho] of
od] ATES Tt Astart.

WA, o8] AFoA FEHeR THH JH(Ke) 24
T ¥ Jdd(value system, 7FA] AHA)S A5 A" wct
Aol 12 BA dAellN Askel F& AAPAE B o
dE2A FUS M504 (mPFC), 55 XA (ventral

striatum), A= AZA(anterior striatum), B]AFH(caudate

rek

3y

nucleus), 4 1] (cingulate cortex) 5] tH(Sharot et
al., 2009; Izuma et al., 2010).

e, A A" gjeioele] A= gA A= SR
o1& AAFLHAIPFC), 1S HdAHE(dACO), &5
A ZzA(ventral striatum), Z2FH(nucleus accumbens), ¢
g SPF3](IFG), WE AAF0d(mPFC), M7 194
(precuneus), 5 AT A((PCC) 59 &s4o] CIPC
o] Fret Aoz A qlslen, A5 A4
(anterior insula)¥t 15 7 1A (lateral parietal cortex)2]
52 CIPC o Zret FHog AAtAZE At
(Jarcho et al., 2011; Kitayama et al., 2013; Voigt et al.,
2019). 719fe] CIPC @4l mAle 9d= 4 2 d+=
ofi= ofuie] &Edt 719E ool tiste] A o=

et Hx WHEke] Axot HH ATEATE Ut

(Chammat et al., 2017). ©] %, H|& AdjAto]AdACC) =

A= A(nterior insula)9] A9, F=E AX mfctdel
AR $HE ole TEel 2548

T Hskg A AHEAE 2o, <

= Qe deld 2dds Wrgsk

oo
B\
ol
it

Fd(PFO), 8t HjelE AdFod(dIPFO) £5 WHH
FoE(pMFC)9] 75| CIPC @/4de] Hdo] "3l A
o7 #EENOoH(zuma et al., 2015; Mengarelli et al.,
2015), °] % WS ARFHEAmPFOY == i
(PCO)/H 719 A=A (precuneus) 7] 7154 AZEA9] Fx
CIPC @79] 7ot AAQ oA Itk (Tompson et
al, 2016). HielS HMAFTAMIPFOY} #i5 Adidwd
(dACO)9] &5/ Fgt A3 | Q17 §x3}19] Hret F4
o7 AWIAZE At Izuma et al., 2010).

or

o u 7=
A7 Aeh peie Hs W] o A7 B o
o dhat FpAQl AsLh 7b) BoAe] e e olo] 4
Wl T WSS chedlnh Tsivhd, oAbaA Beig
Bl WSk Ao X Bole] s Aele] gelolAgr
YErts AWl A2 RuE 5 Qo] ojsty, Aot 7}
A7 AR A2 we SRR wetldE Ad)7]
7 G453 QA Yo A74H weke] Wpo] o]

(]

Change, ClIC) &i4te| WA

Kim¥ Cho(2023)= Aoy 7Hx] H7p7t viAle wetat o
AHAZe] wigto M /7|7t Fhste] wdo] wHabrt
U= atskslth o] Atelde J48E da AR
A= o8t Ay AE mizitele ol8stl=tl, B Al
of Zt Apxlof tisl] ‘A|Zte R o] A (perceived degree of
morphing)'& 74 AH&o] wet weles ShGIrh(E W2
MRS ARgste] MdE AAE A7E e ° w2 A=
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Figure 4. Examples of dot arrays that resemble those used in
Kim & Cho (2024).
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