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A growing area of research within psychophysiology concerns the error-related negativity (ERN), an event-
related potential component that was first observed independently by the Illinois and the Dortmund groups about
fifteen years ago. Since then, evidence has accumulated that the ERN represents action monitoring processes exe-
cuted presumably by the anterior cingulate cortex (ACC) . In this review paper, we discuss the functional signifi-
cance of the processes reflected by the ERN in action monitoring. We first introduce fundamental aspects of the
ERN, including its morphological characteristics, the tasks in which it has been observed, models of its neural
generator, findings concerning the involvement of attention, and the relation between the ERN and the continuous
vs. discrete nature of error. We discuss the ERN elicited by external feedback signals in light of its independence
of motor responses and its relationship to negative affect. We focus on the error- vs. conflict-detection contro-
versy, discussing recent reports addressing this issue. Because proponents of the error-detection and the conflict-
detection theories have each reported convincing findings in support of their views, the controversy is not yet set-
tled. We suggest that one reason for the difficulty in resolving the controversy is that theories and models have
not specified in sufficient detail how error-detection and conflict-detection are conceptually distinct. In the final
part of this paper, we introduce latest findings of the ERN and speculate on future research in this area. (Japanese
Journal of Physiological Psychology and Psychophysiology, 22(1) . 3-18, 2004.)

Key words: Error-related negativity (ERN); Feedback-ERN; Error detection; Response conflict; Error- vs.
conflict-detection controversy

[E #H) =—75-HERMEN (emorrelated negativity: ERN) 1%, Ai#FHRBEEOITEIE=5 1 ~
FREE R L-EREEEMNTH Y, HEERNISHTABELIEE o TwAE. RETR’R, T8TE=¥

U TFOEDPSERNICKIE S N A ERIZOWTHERTA. T IERNDEERE LT, HREMEY,
HRE, BB, BELOMEE, EREMNIS - 0BE R ERBANTE. $2, AW T - PRy s
EBHICLoTERENBERNIIOWVWT, BFRIGE DMV EB L TRADEESE OBEILEET L. &K
BTl =g -’z 77 2 MEHGZS] 2P0 B, BEOMREBEIZLS6HLL.

MR E b1,

PR LTI ool 5. BEIZ,

1. FLBHIC

Falkenstein, Hohnsbein, Hoormann, & Blanke
(1990) & Gehring, Coles, Meyer, & Donchin
(1990) DR ZLHES NV — T2 &> T, 13IZF
BRHEER I 7 —BHEBREEAM (error
negativity: Ne / error-related negativity: ERN, #X
FRTIZERNE MES) 1, 90EHETE S THOME
WAXBEIBDTh oz, LL2ITS, 904
RBEFIC D L, ERNBFRIZREZBOBED 5.
FRIC, 1998 KENEMAEBZEAEM RS CRED
05 FMF Y N—) CTaREENZERNY Y RY Y
LATORBIIKRE L, BELE L DFREOM
MFFLERB L. BE, 20RLTIEFH
TERNBIEGR XIS L, EELERNAMRO
FRIFELEN DAL, Z0OH, 20034 7
A 121X, Michael Falkenstein & Markus Ullsperger
EF—HFr A -, $5125 —-EES#E (Brors,

HODIVBE*ERTAMEZRLTEY, UFRHFFIRILHEREATWHRN,
OEBHOVEDIZ, TI—BHEIL 7Y 7 VRESERSEED LD
BHOHMAEEN

PR R
KRB SN B 22T, WER
L, SROEZRET 5.

Conflicts, and the Brain) 2 FA Y « KL b4 ¥
FTRHERN, BRFOMRICOWTERLER
Thaniz.

AT, FLEEENM (eventrelated
potential: ERP) OHF T b o L b EENFEL,
W R IGEEHR VISR E ENTEZERNIC

SWT, FOMRENERE EHOMRLREL,
Wiy —BHEFVEILT7) 7 PETFVICH
THAEFOMIEREICESLY H TV,

2. ERNICEET 2 ERBAR
2.1. =5 —KIGICEEd 3ERPHES

LT — IR DOHER (electromyogram: EMG)
FEGES SN R W2 CNBEFH T2 &, #EFY
100-150ms \C ¥ — 7 Z ;R TERN P BIE Eh b
(Gehring, Coles, Meyer, & Donchin, 1993a). ERN
HEZIZE 5L, 7 — KIie##9200-500ms D
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EAM 7 —BEENEM L TR T ) v

HHHICE — 7 2R TR Pe (error positivity)
B E SN D (Falkenstein et al, 1990,
Falkenstein, Hoormann, Christ, & Hohnsbein,
2000). ERNIXHIEH—H.LICHAT 50108 LT,
Peld . —HIEEZI5A T 5. ERNIZLS — &
HeRBEL, Peldz T — DM % T HNTME K
MLAbDEEZ LR T/
Hohnsbein, & Hoormann, 1994).

(Falkenstein,

2.2. ERNBARE TR oM 38

ERNFFECR LT —RKIb %2 FET 5 REILE
b, INECECHRASKTEZREE, K
ISBEHRE, 4 RBUCKMESE, Go/Nogoili# o
FETAHIENTES.

BES o LB RASR TV AREHAES
75 —RETH2S (Erksen & Eriksen,
1974). Thid, BHRIEE /4 TR CTHRA TS
XFFIBRIH LT, EMNRIEOKTET 200F
TRIGT 2 (& 2 TENREIHZ SETF, S
BOAFTRIETS) BETHA. XFFIPRI
BB AEARIB L /) 4 XHEAEET 2541
& (HHHHH, SSSSS), Bl#z %2 k% {#HWR
JEHES LD, —F, BEHHBE ) 4 R
BHEL WA ICIE (SSHSS, HHSHH), / £ X
RIBSLE ) RISEAIRE I Y, FIckEIIE
L, ©7—-FIWATH. ZORECI, L
HEWLT —REAELTHHEIBONL D &
5, ERNBIZRICE L/2RREE o T A, 1Ih
I2b, 44 EYFHEE (Leuthold & Sommer,
1999) R 2R X F L — TS E (Masaki &
Segalowitz, 2004) % EASRIGHEAREL LTH
WHERTW5,

ARFCHFHRRETR, k508 —BIUE
O VENE*HVEERED*475
(Bernstein, Schefferes, & Coles, 1995; Falkenstein,
Hohnsbein, & Hoormann, 1996; Gehring &
Fencsik, 2001). IO KIEHRE THOERL T —
IV VELAREFHTORIRLS —DF», =
T-RHBESLEE. COMBEERRBLT,
ERNO LS —BRHEBEFVIERIE STV S
(Falkenstein et al., 1996).

Go/NogoifB T, HMd 2 Vi3I KiskEmE

PR D RITH I 27 & NS NogoHil B f L
TRIEEHH L 205 5 v, HEUoOEEC
X, GoRlERREICZ Nogof:ﬁ:?ﬁ‘ET’éh%X
N T YT FVERE S S B (Logan, 1994). Nogo
R L CRIEELTLEI) LS —id, 740b
AT T —24 (false alarm) EFRITH 275, 20k
DI T —=IZL>THLERNIERE R S
(Falkenstein et al, 1996). 7 4 WA 7 5 — A3k
TERIEMHRITL OERRIEDEETH 5 12
0, GoNogotbl CIIEIRFUCKMEEELI N =
7 —BHPBESHTHS L\ (Falkenstein et al,
1996) .
ERNFFZECIXEMIC & o CRBE L EE Y A
L, LESCTBEEZMATWA. B L —
THTHMRZEBR LT 2 EkTId, LE0R
BERAVDLILEPELI LY. 2010, 79
N—-RERIEEREE L BT A8 H 5.

2.3. ERNOTS—RBHEFI

ERNE L7 — i KB L - BeU B TH B &
DIFH S, Coles Sllinois 7 )V — FHHREL /-
I -—BREBEFTLVELTICEA Té(@m
Scheffers, & Holroyd, 2001) . 24 9 - |
Falkenstein, Hohnsbein, Hoormann, & Blanke
(1991) DDortmund 7 )V — 7" & FED E 70V % 32
BLTWS. ‘

COETNTE, T —0BI 701200
MOPOBEENDELTVE, —Hik, =95 —
ZPRIETAVRATATHY, HIX, =5 —KH
S TR T 2BETH Y AT 4 (remedial
action system) T 5. &L, #% (inhibition),
BIE (correction), #if¥ (compensation) & \>9 3
DOLT —~YEICHEE L AEEREYEES L TY
. LI7—FEIF) YT OLEBEICIE, Mg
(comparator) A*HE & N, kK EE M
(basal ganglia) #SEDHEEZEI LE 2 LhTw
b, CORBHTIE, ERCICETIES L ER
DRIGICETARF LN SN L. ERIEOE
FRITIIHTIERTEF (prefrontal cortex) 2SS L T
5. b LEBRBEFHREZOR AR LEE
Wi, BTOLT MBI AT ATH LHEETE
VATALILZT-RBEFELNE. ThiCEo
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T, TSRS, ELWRISICBIES
nb. 61, BULI-RIGERI S ZVE)
12, FWERy % (strategic adjustment) A3 &
(F1E), ROBATCTIIRICHHOBIEP;BHE SN
b, LI-BBEFMCLBE, L5 -EENE
EATE Y AT LAICEEL 2L &1, WEwREE
(anterior cingulate cortex: ACC) 7% ERNDAR
ThHEN), Tho—EDLTT—NEBIZ, 17T8F
= %1 ¥ % (action monitoring) &\WIHESE L
TaFEENTWS (eg., Gehring et al, 1993a).
BEREH 0, mRF-I YA
(mesencephalic dopamine system) & B -J1)72
EFNVHPRBENTNW S (Holroyd & Coles,
2002). IR L T 72 & ) DEERMVEVEEIZI
F—33 VEBROFEHE —ABEICET 5. 2
DB/ET, FF—NI v RZPLELRLEFTI
Lo TACCIZHMIHIATE L, ERNZEB S ¥ 5
Ewn.

2.4, ERN:2RBE I IR ELICH

ERNDOY. b LA ) By ik, EMGRIGRE LY
BEPICBENTEEINS (eg, Gehring, Goss,
Coles, Meyer, & Donchin, 1993b). & LERNZY,
IT—RINERIE) REPLDT 14— NNy s
BHE, FRICICETIEREOREKIZL - TH
HIBLEMTHL 2L, FONELENNEAL
EMGEIZAH#M100ms | CBE SN 53T ThD. L
PLEHS, ZORZEIZEMGLERNE OR:REK
MRICTFET L. #0770, ERNZRIBEEH
13, b oL BEICERET 2 NELERICKRD R
Wik bR, KL OBRICKEFE S, PR
BB 74— FNy 7 EREFIHTREL T 5458
BRLEL RS,

FDE) nBEOMD BEHE LT, BLED
¥ — (efference copy) #°® % (Angel, 1976). Z
hid, EEIRS DI -, KHICELhLES
LRI PRAERFICENR, ERICORRE
OHBIZAVWERL L VIHIBETHE. I —K
BOF LT E— ik, EERAPHMRBIIELN
728 ZB\EEICFIATEEE o T A 72, ERN
ORBIAIVIEHFBETHILNTEL. Le
Lade, BiR¥d2 L5, EBSIERCLE

2 HE1F

2004

b, 74— KNy 7EBILLsTERENLVD
W3 74— KNy ZERNIZDWTIX, TOHIEA
HZALNBEHENR R, F0O72%, ERNIZHE L
o -t ERGEREOEOREBE LIS, &L
HABRHENLZIHTIRE (22 THOE
B) PRBLTVWAUEEDIZREINTVS
(Gehring & Willoughby, 2002).

2.5. ERNORBEST VT « LOHUELRR
EBAL
ERNORAEFIZDOWTIE, ¥4 R-VIHEEED
A RPMRIC & > TACCICHEEINTE (eg,
Holroyd, Dien, & Coles, 1998). i B & )&
(supplementary motor area: SMA) DH 5 L &EE
TE %W DD (Kiehl, Liddle, & Hopfinger,
2000), TX AEDOMFEETACCERAERE AL L
Twh, 7z, SAIRSEHRIEIZERN BB ICERE
M5 LaVwb oo, RISOERMICLEREHR
FACCKE->TWHIHATERELETFTH S
(Gehring & Knight, 2000).
ERNIZEEIEF OEB) & (3T LT, ACCH 5
TSI LD, RALEE KL 2B
ThhreEZLNL., LI2h-> T, ERNIZFED
EBENEALIARIE L 2 WM Z R T O & Tl
Enn, EE, EBILXbT7— KIS (Holroyd et
al, 1998), v 74 v 7RFKEHTOL T —
R (Van't Ent & Apkarian, 1999), HEFE L7 —
(Masaki, Tanaka, Takasawa, & Yamazaki, 2001b)
THRBOBERSTINE TIZHEI AT
5. Fiz, b A LS, EEULEIIEDY
%<, BRGEEAAL T4 —FNy 7EFICL-
THLHEUOBERITPERLEINS (Gehring &
Willoughby, 2002; Miltner, Braun, & Coles, 1997;
BB 2By - LK, 1990). b OEER,
I -y —FRIZL o THEEINLIEHE
BALDS, FUBH & WML L, FRALE % L7z
HETHLIELEREL TS,

2.6. FRHERLOMEE
ERNEEEIIFEEZ L OBE TR/ A I

ITKHRESNTEL, L, A¥-FLE

BB B L= K 71200 THRE L2 KB T,
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EARM D =5 —HERE ETEHE=S ) VS

FHEVPERENLLHFCTERNEZHE KL 2
(Gehring et al., 1993a). IE L\ RIC:EIT % MEHe
LI E$TAHEBETTR, 7 —REIEZELILE
BEEY), RERTICATIEFEZFHOLIIL L
%%, ERNOEEIELIZZ S L-EE0ETH &
KWIZEEL TV A,

FERFEOBS FEZ EBRNICRET 59 2
T, RHWLRTE-FHEIC_EREELVSH D
(e.g, Kahneman, 1973). FiE8H & BIGEE % [E:
BT SR, EREOHSERMECE BIRED
NI+ =2 AMETHS, EERERSTHRT
LBFETHL. —HOREEELEDLZ &I
LoT, MAOREFITICES ENITEEEE
PRI S L ENTE S,

b LEND B THNAFEEEIRE X ERNAS LS
5DTHNE, —HOREBEEEL*»BDDLIZ LI
Mo T, M5 ORETHE S M AHERNICEIRIEL
FELZ2ETTHS. M- AR - &g - LG
(2002; 2003) %, RIREBEOHZSFELHIMEL,
I —FRCHEI ERNE EERIREE OBBREHRE L
fo. TIZTR, MR TERECZERY, B
BEORGEYRIET A LT, THRETOE
R S ERNDSRR S N7, EEERES OBIER
o, BIEREOBE LA M) FRERICEEO
BEE, 27O LAPLERINL. —F
ERNIZIZ, EERFEEDICHE D RIBETIED S
nr-.

ZOMICd, F 7 RS SBIIET TOER
EHETIC L o THIE R ¥ 2 &, BEETICED
ERNBA B3R STV % (Scheffers, Humphrey,
Stanny, Kramer, & Coles, 1999). Z @ Z & 13:E
BEFETROEFTRERIC L > TERNIRIESHE S L
LIERRBLTWES., 72771, RADHEVIREE
CEEORET TSV —RELYFITL-EBT
X, IREOFEIZERNTIZZ {, PeDIRIERHL &
LTROLNBILBEY, LI —-HRHZOL DI
REDEES SIFEZIT RV LSRRI TY
% (Murphy, Richard, Masaki, & Segalowitz,
2003).

2.7. 74— F/"vy JERN
ERNII SUSHL & iz U CIEH# ETRAIRE %

RY. RIBESY 54 & OMVHEL ACCHERD
BN THHHEFEIL, ERNFRMUEE KT 28
THLZLEZRLTWAS, bLEITHELD
3, BB —RRUERE R HNNES
2ERL7ZHBAICD, ERNIFEREERLEPEI H
BERENWF—<TH 5.

Miltner et al. (1997) &, BEFREISEMMERE % HER
FHIERL, $ROHBEEZ D 74— FNv B
% (ULTFBES) BRICERINLERP 2K
L7z, FBE®ICd, RERH, BEMNE MmE
o3 BEE AW, 202, W€y
TAEDL Y, MR EORKIG % {ER HFB
B3Ik o T, #H230—-330msiC¥—2 R 1L,
B - PLONES AT I2RMEMEREL
. TRLDEEEMNOREFIZACCIZEE S
L, GEHLT —RIEBR (generic error detec-
tion) % BT BEMEM & L TERNE F—H &
Nz, FRTIEZOREEMEZFB-ERN S 25,
FB-ERNIZflE DFIT LT~ % BELBICLE
2N AT &5 (Miltner, Braver, Hecht, Trippe,
& Coles, 2004; van Schie, Mars, Coles, & Bekkering,
2004), T —BEFEZOZML NV TOMREZ
KB L7 EHEME V5.

BROMBE LTERENAFBERIZL - T
BHRSCEEINLZ LIE, HES (1990) A°
BICHEL TV, 5lEE&0ESTENSBEES
MO ARETIE, BUCEHSELFBRESE
RICE © TH210msD ¥ — 7 &8 2R3 R S
PEEINZ, BEREWC L2, SEBHTEi
DI E2EOEMETIE, ZOBRBRGIIEAL:
(Fig. 1).

LT —HRIHE 7T, FB-ERNICH LTIER
IBRZLEBOR G L OERELEREY, =
F—BEEDLONPERNERBH & TnB LER
Twvib. L2 L%&A5, FB-ERNIZHWERE O R
BT A TFHIRRLEEBO 71— FNRv 2 5L
PERLEVEHEICERT LW MEREEDRR
NTwb. #£Z T, Masaki, Tanaka, Takasawa, &
Yamazaki (2001c) (X, HEREEEELIREEEH
W, RUMERICMTA2TFHE 71—y 7 E
BLo—EMH, SFB-ERNZ WA L7, K&
WRE DO REEZ FHEE, ZOWEELTE

—7—
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-200 0 +200  +400  +600 ms ~200 0 +200  +400  +600 ms

ER . FB-ERN

DR

Fig.1 BERSEERNBEECERLLZT 4 —F Ny

7 EICHEDERPER (FED, 1990). BRIE
74— KNy 210X o THER#H210ms i Bk
aHERIN BER). —F, ERB74 —
PNy 7 CiE, BERSEERBIRL o7
(FE#). Nd (negative difference) i3, BRIE
T 4= FNy 7 BREEOERPY S ERIEG 7 4 —
FNy 7EEOERPEFIE L TRDO/-ZER. N
dDKEBIIIRENTVB LI, BERSIE,
RECEL R o B AECHEMIT NGt TRE
{Zzofz. ETREELN, DIE#E&H,
Zﬁ&ﬁ&#&@ﬂﬁm%ﬁ, DR: & & B ST I

WL7. dL, PHERELE VA —FNv 7 EBD
A= DFB-ERNOAREN CThHIIE, ERE%
RX574— KNy 755 THFB-ERNHED 5
NBEETTHE. EROKEE, BRE74—F
Wy ZREERETTERL, FHRRL 74— Fy
IREEOFR—HEEICOFB-ERNVEHE SN
(Fig.2).

HE LS AOED 2 ZERE  (Gehring &
Willoughby, 2004), E— 7 EBEOERE B
L FRIMETNOE TFB-ERNEERN & O R
BROEHERLTVB 00, EERIEE LD
L EHBBTESL LV FB-ERNOE#KICEH
T2&, FOEMESEILNEELZONS. BR
INERICEHET L ORBAML AV TOLT —NHE
BEEAHRZ 21800 0, BEGERELE T L
BREOLS — IO RITREL 2505 TH
5.

2.8. #EHETS—&LERN
B AR YBFEOWLED, FHEHTELY
BE7 - L2 BHEIT_EF LT AHA, B

2 %15

2004

BB EROBELDORERZNSCTR LN
HEEFBOREE ENE. —F, BREETIE,
HESEPLORER, =78 L THEHNES
RS h A, BIE (BH) 250REERT
7 — (continuous error) & L C/H4ET A2 & 5T
&, REOEERILII-—BEORELLLTERRS
N5, BREEKICLZ2RY DL EEERZY,
7 —BIIENE PO E LRyl b2 E R
ZEL T L. CoERT T — ORI D ERNIRIE
CRBEN D251, BPBARLFMT LY -V
ELTOBHTREESRAZ TL 5.

EBZ, EFT T — LERNIRIEE ORI % A~
ZERETIE, WMEBEOMELRO-®mE (HF - F
A - @E - LG, 2000) CBEEL L & T BHE
(de Bruijn, Hulstijn, Meulenbroek, & van Galen,
2003; Masaki, Takasawa, & Yamazaki, 2001a) |
GhNTVED,

& EDES | TRIEEEL BT 5 E8%E
T AV, BB O IERE R ESEEEN
LB L7258 Cid, AT T A HEMERL (readiness
potential: RP, Kornhuber, & Deecke, 1965) % &
CERPEIBICIERB OZ I 2 h o7 (EEK - 1
%, 1992).

Masaki et al. (2001a) ® [E/R% DA (95 BE M i
JIRREE Vv, BRYSAREME & ERROET SREHE &
DIREDKESIDPLFITE 3 2IESL, #hF
NOERPHE I B L 72, ERRIER 2 AEfTDH
n, MTECHRBREOREELXRER L. 5154
DES | R 2 HREIPE 2 METEY LR, &
BERICHEBTREVEREEN (ZZCEFERE
I monitoring-related negativity: MRN & I£.5) %
TRTORG TRz (Fig.3). Z DMRNIRIE
1, BRSREED L DREPAZVEITLEED
NEWFATHICE R o7z, BREWI L1,
MRNIZEHEEEICEVWIELRBE L 2R/ 1T T
L LAKEDPo. ZOBHREMRNIEE, £—H
HOERICOLBEE N, $THHE CidboLAt
ERVANVETIZHD L2, MRNIZZ 7~ DK
EILIBHE L EVvi72®, ERNE OERFIEARHD
L THEH. LPLRFSH, BEHIGEVIREED
HIITEE L7 S ICIRBAREDP o728 v I i
RiZ, MRNPZALDPOE=Y Y Y 7THHE % K

— 88—



EAfh: =7 —BERHEN LITBIE=F ) ¥ Y

DAY 2

- Ml
——- MMI

Fig.2 BEEEEHIRETCORE 7 1 — F/3y 7 HROERPIE (Masaki, et al., 2001c). WERZOREETFE &
EBROT7 4 — PNy 7 LOMIEH D 4 FHCHHEL.

MC: ERIE - FHEIBH 4G, MMC: EERE - AR

A, ML BRRUG - B4, MML BRI - ARG, BEESME, BRE7 1 — FNy 2 23Tk
C FRCRLZBHIDGENRETOERS L, ZFHOBALELHETHEETH 7. Rz 7 ¢+ —

Frvy 7 SRR TR

ML-bDLHMETESL.
ERGREEEDERETR, HBREIRENEW
BETHSD 74— v ADERY, 71— F
Ny ZIEHRP R LD HLBETRIIEVYTS
TENTEL (ER, 1994). #0718, MRNE
REZECHEY OWBEL P TELT LIS R
KT & (salience) ICEE LD DONE LNk,
b LD ZOFBEPE LIFIIE, HEBREOREEC
o TMRNDB KA FREN DA, EBIC, ¥
BEOWBENE» > 2B BB KXo
7z.

2.9. BOtEEEERN

BURLTREILALS —RE%2H<ES Ak
WHEWTHA). LA, I 2LoTHRORE
FE—BEICELHIETTH L. RHERIIE

BLHBRTT A JEORF L, AOEHOEHT
HDH. ZDEHI, TI-ERIBEOEEE LY
DBET Z e TELRW. F72, < iZPapetz® [A]
B% (Papetz, 1937) IZH BN B X D2, HIREE
FRIXEEIREBR L OXURCTHR SN TE 2. ACC
ZREAFETHERNI, BOFEHEOBBRLY kD
A EIRHBRTHAS.

1EAR - g (2000) 1, ¥4 EVEREXRTED
LIRS LT, & (RRE . BREZINCT
Flof& <&, 95dB/SPL) %52 24Mk, %
SXEVEETERNE LB L2, Six5ions
A RO ET A0, LI5—F=y )
FRBOBXIIME Y, ERNIEATLLNDLT
Bz, L Lids, EERICIZERNIZS &N
DFEFBNEPo7 (Fig.4). ACCORMERILE
ICERALER I, YHIEIZ B OBEIICFhENREES
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----- large deviation
=== small deviation
- close to target
—— simple

Fz

100 ms

Fig.3 #M LT — LERPIHE (Masaki, Takasawa, & Yamazaki, 2001a). H#iZ5| X £ OFEF| T BRERSI
HB L7222, BEEBEEE DRI RS 2B%KS (monitoring-related negativity: MRN) 754 & L7z,

MRNZ, BEHEED L ORENHE L ERRTHo 2.

MRNiZ A E o 72,

Lo LG s, RESEEME IRV,

R ft 325 ESHBAGR 2R T, simple: B2 5] X £DFEF], close to target:fZHY

SBEMERBEOW S, small deviation FEHREED 5 OREDV/N S VIS, large deviation:BERYIREEE D S DR

EFREVEES.

LTBY, MEICII—HOEEHAHEICL > THE
DFEHFAFRENL LI EHRBEEYH 5
(Bush, Luu, & Posner, 2000). EM$HNi2fE S ERN
DEIRIBILIE Z ORHIBEGRE KB L2 BE»D L
nizv. b LERNORAEFEISTACCYHEIE L v %
HHFET 5% 01E, SR PRIceE S Y
HHBOIGEIFUEIC X - T, ERNAYMEARIG(LL 5 5
"o THA.

FOMIZH, BOBEIFEE® ORTHEE T
13, EBRFBERZICHIRIEOERNSERESK, £
DHRBHRT 2 EFHEEEINRTVE (Luy,
Collins, & Tucker, 2000).

FB-ERNIZERN A —EfL & A SN TWw5E &
ITHIEH, ¥v o T NVEEE M/ 2GCehring &
Willoughby (2002) OHFFETIX, PEIRTEERME
ff (medial frontal negativity: MFN) & L TERN
EREBINRTWS., Fhid, Z“HR--CHEE%
BIRLBE, BUFOIRLN O LAEEE
BIEIBOBHEZMINIEB L2720 TH 5.
EES (1990) b, &HBMEHETOLT —1C
& o TFB-ERNAEREBICR A L ZRBLTW

% (Fig.1). I b O#ERIE, FB-ERNSPMENA®
BOBHEZHERMT LI E2RBRLTVS.

3. IS—RBEMEIEIYTU Y MER

3.1, Ei5av7U09 MtnEE
ERNO#ERENERE, FORRUE, =5 —#%
WTHhaBEEZSNTE7 (Falkenstein et al,
1994; Gehring et al, 1994). L& L %275,
Carter, Braver, Barch, Botvinick, Noll, & Cohen
(1998) PtMRI% AWVT, FILBERERTHO
ERERICS 22 b 5T, ACCHRDES %%
WMULAZZECHERBEI—-ELA. HoDHEEL
2702 M3doThy—3hwv] RRT
TACCOEFIEONT DL THEL. TORKER,
ERNIEZ T T — TR <, 1E - EBEKLOKE
CHEIEEISELL TRIET Y 7Y 7 b
(response conflict) | % RBLL =B TH 5 & £
REND I IR0 DTHL. THNE o)
&%y, ERNOVWHLY S [T -G ~
707 gl P o7

A TVFNOLT -t (Falkenstein et al.,



Fig. 4 HOEEAR LERNEE (A - 1S, 2000).
LG - RIGCA L CH % 5 2 % L ERNIC{EIRIG
P EC:. Mhoftad, X7 U RIcHS%
T

1994; Gehring et al., 1994) Ti, FRIn L 8K
IS R E BT 2 KBS HE ST
72D LT, CaterbDEET A (K7
V7 M CTRESEBEIEEILTVRY, IO
HPEETVERHL TV A2 H LS. Ll
AL, EBICE, 27927 PoBBTh
BEPEELELTWE, B2 > 7027 P EFLT
i, E-R2OOREREOEFEHR LTS
B, CHERIEREL 6T L2k 5T
HbH. F72, Carter5 DFVRETCIE, KBl
HRIIBITLLT - PERESITICRAL TV
TREb 5 5. Z0g4, MERILLIDE, B
e —RIETIE R, BRTAEMGL RV
TOG LT — (partial error) 75, ERIGRITIC
BATAUREMTHS.

) LHERPS, ERICE, T -HRlER
277 NOMEF N2 HBEICRKNT L2 &
BHEL ZoTWE, FRICZOPPDHELT, T
NDEFTVHFEETHLPERFAT 2EBRS
Falb=varPIhFcifTbhT i

3.2. RIGaAV72U Y b eXZBT3H8

L, ERNARIEZ Y 7Y 7 MalETid%n <,
I -RMERBLA-EBNTHB% 51, [ERN
BHMLRIZ T — B2 KRBT 2] &) GEs

L -BERNEM TR ES Y LY

FEHENZITER SRV, 2084, ERNIZK
B2 7 7 MEREEOERSEIZIZER LBV
ZERA. L2LENS, MFICENMTS LS
12, EBRERORIZIRIOFHICKT S L O
HEEINTwa.

FICHASRE TR SR X » TERE N
Riga>79 7 Mg, KIBEEEE WY X0 I3sE
ERRECFEBHLTWL DEEZONS. F0
2%, RG22 7)) 7 FHFELVWOTHNL,
RIS 2R S CINE T L 2ZERPIETR I RG T ~
TV FPERBLEESYBEETEIARTTH
5.

Carter 7V — 7RIS > 7Y 7 MO IE Si%
PIRY 120, RSHAREOR BB NE
N5 REREER & EREEROE SRR L, #
BUIER & D O GBELHME L7 (van Veen
& Carter, 2002). S5 777 —BE»mMT
L, "ROBEHLENSTZEXDE XRFEFER
o, HE7ZEPO L ERAEFRIER2T) L0
BECIHBRLE. ZO%4, SSXSS, HHPHH &
V) UFFIRRTIE, BRI 4 SREE
FREOHT-BLE2WIOD, FH UG
ELTVWHAHETHHFIIARLTEY, HENz
77 MUBEREEREDDTHol. —F,
SSPSS, HHXHH & \» ) XFEFERTIE, /4 X
I REROSREED 20, Kivar 7Y 2 b
FIBLIERC LA TEL, —R+2E, MyA47
DORF L SR LXFFHEO L ) TH BH, e
AY 7YV FRIBOARPERIICEORIEZ T &1
CTHEED o TWA.

EBROMKRE, RICERICE, —30g, #EmN
a2y7Y s N, RIsar 7y r MEEOER
BERALNI:. $i, FRBEREIREZ Y7
7 PRIBTRECET LA —F, HEERES
2 EMEINE T L 7-ERPIETR 121, B340 —
380msIZHIEE ~ F LI T AN 2 DB I ns.
ZON2ERI2 7 7 PSR RIS
ExRL, ZOREFIZACCIHESNS. =
DFERIZ, Carter b O FEFHFIT 0T, =
TR HEFEHTI2RENFROL S 10H 2
5.
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3.3. RIBOYJUY PRDLZab—2 3y
IC& BREE

Carter 7 V—73&512, Ity 7) 7 v
HAERPIZRBLE N A Z B EETMICL o C
¥ a2l — L (Botvinick, Braver, Barch, Carter,
& Cohen, 2001), ERN& X7+ —< v ADFE A
FOEHAL VS, S0EFALTIE, 207
U7 EZFY Y TERBILLoTary 7Y s bR
i &, FOBEIEAREPRIIESNE D
ET, a7 POMBIIENL LW, 2
. T, 7R P2 F¥% (crosstalk interference)
TN A BFVREP BRI N TS, 2702
b2 8, TOOHBIIKH T A MBERRITEY
LTWaWHEIZE, MBEBIFETLLEIRS
2, b LI OOMBERERN L ZHhTRET LEE
i, WBEEEARAETAZ L LY, WMEE
HEWIZFEHELD) L2 EBEW®RT 2 (Mozer &
Sitton, 1998). Carter5 I D7 QT A f—7 2%
PERNA RHEEE2{DEEZTWEL, DF Y,
ERCHERE L AR E D7 O R b~ btk
CARIETY 72 MZACCHRIEL, ERN%
BERSED LV, ZORIC, RIBLBEHRE
ERIBLICELLEVT T~ KIG (impulsive
error) TIE, FUGH b RIBEEMIERET AL, =
FOGHELDDH A HEHPTH LT —BEEEITIE
FIOEVBETITORLEZLEZETFTWAE. F
7z, BIEERDSIEE T2 BEOMT RS 2
L, BHBTEO R WRIETIE, =9 — e
REXTHIZ7OA M7 3&EUEW-®, ERNIZE
23N 7% %% (Dehaene, Posner, & Tucker,
1994). DX I, ENBIEEEIX, Fhicsk
TR OREE A —1N—F vy 7L, av
TV NEERIGLEEZTVD,

oY Ialb—Yarytid?, Ribar 7Y
7 VAR RBT AL ANF ~EIX, T —RIb
HOFPIERCHEL DA RE L, HRTsz e
REN, FhI5-FROYIalL—2 30T
12, HEDERNEHZEMT L 00 L 912, Kb
ary7) s I - IBERP LA LED,
RIeE#ICRKRE o7, —F, ERGOY I
L—=2aryTi, Rinar7y 27 M3 hBELHh
LARL, HICPEICE—271GEL 7.
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L—a ViERI1E, EROERNOHRY S $ <8
BHLYILLDTHo 7.

3.4, T5—RBEFOERE

—7, ERNO LT —RHH & T 205250
FRZ, RIEI 7Y 7 bOBRWERETOLS —
BIBZ & > TERNDVERT 5 &0 ) Hith o7z,
7o & % i, Falkenstein et al. (2000) %, H#iz
PR B 3R R Go/Nogoih 38 ¢ b ERNOSEI 22
SNHFFEE, 7 - HREHELTENIERT A5
BTHHEFERL::. BRELND, Go/NogoikZ
DT ANATI—HIZiE, Kz 797 M3E
BLZZVEW) BRIZZR S BV, KL%
LEIEBEN LD, bk EREETLE
IBREERPRIGI> 7Y 2 P ERIZETHLER
%EN) B HTHS (Nieuwenhuis, Yeung, van
den Wildenberg, & Ridderinkhof, 2003).

Lo —HEHTIRES, 25 -RINPBEERE
BOKY>, RETHLHELY SERNIIKEL R
LIEFFEEINS. —J, Keary7) 7 8
T, 7 —-BREIREELRERORS, 207
7 MIHMCAEL A28, ERNIFKEL 252 L
T E5.

Go/NogoiR BB IC BT A2 7+ VAT I — KR

2) Botvinick et al. (2001) X, T %7 >3 =X}
EFNVICETWTERNE VI ab— L TWw
5. FEOFEHIEZICEL Y, FHRIOH
BRIZLLTOEBNTHE., 7507 —HRED
e, AN, W, gEO3IOOEV 2 -0
PREENDE., AHNWETVa—-VHOXLF2
=y M, ZEEEL=v b (B, Pk, H)
Eha=vy b H, S) KWEAFRBEERIC
wREINTWwE, —F, EVa—- VRO
oy PEHEHEHHBEEIhTYwE, T
5 A —FEIPRENCTFIIRET 2 HE
ThsrlD, YIalb—TaryrTiked, b
ROZEEEL= y MADT TbR, X
XFEREy Ty MIEA L TE
BEND. +OKE, EFLIEHSI=Y F
PRICHEBEIGET A2 T CRIEERBVET. &
2, BIBYA IV BIZI VLI AXEE
22y POBIELVAVICERAT 22 LT,
A G RUCTEREZIEY L, BiZidzs—%
FlIERITLICTERENRTVS., 5T,
BAEYV2a—-nicLTary 7y s £
)y IR MNCRET S LT, KB
Borixnv¥—fEx#EL, ERN* ¥ 3 =
L—FLTW5.
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3, MOBRCKHEEO L -RILL ) R
HIAThbhbEEZ LN A, EEICERNIEIEIE
TANAT T —LOHENREL, E—rERD
%\> (Falkenstein et al, 1996). X512, 4K
IR L V- EBRTY, FERIBL LI —K
IEDREENKE VRO BIRL 7 —RIFDH
2, REORSROBRLT T —FK4T L Y SERNIE
BRI T & o - (Bernstein et al, 1995;
Falkenstein et al., 1996). Zh o6 DKERIE, =
T-BREHOTFRUEXFL L, LE LM
b, MBI & 5 4 /RFICHREECRBEORD %
WFE L 7= Gehring & Fencsik  (2001) D EET
i, RIS 70 7 bbb - &850 2%, FM
DFEROFRLT —BICERNRBE A E o7, 2
DEHEZT—FIe & ERE & DESFME % B
EL MR CRART—F L T,

3.5, TSR DOEBRARITE

Masaki & Segalowitz (2004) X, Rz > 7
V7 POREVELRDL 3 OORB—- K a v 85
¥ 7 4 ER&E (stimulus — response compatibility:
SRC) ZHET LI L &, BHLT— (ST +—
TV ALRIERIETH>TH, FRIEFTLTHE
RIS OHRESBBEINIHE) KEHT LS
ET, TI-REFHERTI L 7)) 7 FEORY
HERIEL TW5. 22 Tid, Komnblum (1992)
DETFMZEITWTLREN L ZBEOF 1 £~
ARE L ZBA M- THE (FRFR, arrow-
task: AR, arrow-Simon task: AS, arrow-orientation
task: AO) ZHBLA-EZ A, HEHRBORES
LVLT =D EAIIARKASSAODIET KA X
K&y, B2 Y792 OERSHERINT.
b LERNSRIGT > 7 7 MaH L \EERchH R
&, T -2 VAL DTRBEL TR L, ERNIEIEE
ICREBMOZI LW EFTRERS. L L
25, ERNRIBED /87 4 — < AFEBEO BB E 5
L, ARSAS<AODNHIZH AL 7-.
CORFZETIE, FAT T —I124E S ERN (B4,
1998; IER - &% - LI, 1999; Vidal, Hasbroucq,
Grapperon, & Bonnet, 2000) [ZEB+AZ & T
b, K> 7Y 7 P#EERELTW5. SRCE
ATRIUSEE NS —KIEAE LR 2

RIGEIEIZ#ESEMG
N

#ars—eMa /N

/

4 YvY
T REaL 295k
Fig.5 B7I17-LBESELOBEISELLR
w27 ) s FOBAR. KIGEAEECTE
RVFKRE L R DI T, BEEEIIEET
S@arb—c). eI 707 ME, 5L —
EBEREOREIRET ABECELS. 3
Z, FOa ¥y MVEER, BEOELRYO
RESTHREEND. KIS 7Y 7 FETI,
b>DNETRICTI > 7 7 M 3G9 e B 720,
ERNS ZDMECIERIREILE ¥ — 7 BEEBES
RTHOETFRENS.

S, L, BBREFBRKIGEERIES®TL
ToTh, HEELZI —FKI (overt error) %2
TR, ERIGHORKIBIZ) $<{BETER
i, FOFRTRERIGE LTHEHEIND. 20k
I RRITIE, HOHOTHEVIS — (covert error)
THY, BREBHOEMGR2EET A2 TI3E
OTHEEENS. ’

FISMBIE % i ko 728525 —ik, ERG &
LTHEEINLDO0, BER bR VWIS —K
IBICHRNERIBI Y 7 7 P BRwiz T T
. Lo T, e 797 FalcEs<
&, ERNIRIBIZES T T —RITEED HMBIED
WIT—RIGKLID b KEL 2200 FHlsh
2. Carter b DEF NG LT —RITFICBHT
&, Fig 5OXHICHBENE, ERSHKIC X
LEEEMGO ¥~ 7 B3, FHIIROAE &
S TERSE. RIB2 7Y 2 ML, ERGE
DBEEEMGEF 0 BB DEMGH T & 53b 2
RRTEL, 20RBERAZEOEL)OAE I
HWREENDY, LHFoT, KIgar 7y » k

3) RIBI> 797 FEFAMCL B2 OFEIE,
Cameron Carter 4 & U°Nick Yeungif 425
BEEERE L2 72, MRICERHL T4,



£ BLE

FICEOCE, THHROHEKIE > TERND
Y — 7 HREE L ERIBLSTFRENS. LAL
A LERERIE, (1) ERNERIREHS T —
OFVPEBLELZI—-LDBH/HEL, (2) E-F#
EMG T DO SIBHEIX, ERNOD ¥ — 7 B (2§
L5220 b00, RIgEr LAMKIEZ
Es, Ry 7 07 FRICKATFRIIRT 5
bOThHol:. BEEMICALNIERNERE, =
T =T HEAN R D& (salience) 25 b
HERIBZLEERTE L, ZOERERIE,
N IS A aik sk = A DY AR X ORARY B

L2 AT, ERNRIBICKKBEE NS LT — MR8
Bogl»o =7 —HHEHIE, 2rErid
(all-or-nothing account) & Z&JBELRYMEI (a graded
account) D DDA EEINT WA, HiHE
X, T —FBMHL2E X3 woTHESOERN
FHIETHH, ERERIEEBERLEZVnEN
FABTHLH. BEIZ, T —-BRHEICE> TERN
BHEBT L0, =9 —BHBRORRICL>TE
OWBEFREENLEVI VR TH L. RO
mAKE, TRENOIEEZRL-LDOEH A
P, REEITHROFEER, BRI &
(salience) T (distress) & Vo7 LEMHK
&, BOBEEROES, 12X o TRIBEIZEL
T5ZEH%E L, ERNOHYEHBREERE S A
AIEWNTEA,

3.6. BEOTAH
SCETEELTCELEI, tary 7y s
FIHE LT —BEBHEOWTRPELTH L0 5K
ETAHZ L, ERICEBOTHETHS, FAL
ERNOBEABEVEAWEFADNTFRUT LI DL
{, EFVHGEE —BRE: 5 —HI2o>Tw
5. %7, Kearyryrzbho “Rie” & “av
TUI N W, FRFRAREIAIRLL D
BOPICDOVWTRIBRRE ZAPEFTIHE. B
RATHMAC KT A BIEE 4L BB B2V TR
{, TI—RRIEIHOFHERI RS TS
D, THIIBIFCOBEICEE T T, Haz
VIS FELRRREZENTEL, Kear7Y
7 NOERIIFFRER CHEPTORL->TEBY,
ZOEFaAr TN FEOBRE S OIEMICL
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TWwWah.

IS —REPRIBI 7Y 7 MREDE VS
FiL, LOHRETVERHATLHON, ED L)
REBCESVTHREYBETL2O,L0T,
F—BEE2RE255DD L ICAHATVAIREMED
b5, TOBE, BETFTNEXHTAMELESFN
FND, borbHLVHIRZRLT, HHLOE
RABETEIFRIILROI L LS. 29 L
BB, YFmFE, FA-HRORIAIE
WL 7-FRERD (semantic) BIREIZHE 2 WITHE
HLELTL S,

WEFERIZL TS, MIREFLS -l L e
77 MREIZOWT, AN X% HEC
LTI ol A lhRERBHREOERTH
5.

4. ZDfhDERNEAH

HERAMOBR IEVEEBRE TIE, =7 K
IEANOF I X » T, ERNARIEIEILT 5 & »
5 #E L% (Dikman & Allen, 2000), A4 %247
ISR 2 OB RICH 5 HHEIEE LERN E OB
PEHENB I ol BETIE, HEAKR
ML BEO D 2 MREEMCREREICOVTHR
Fa8hTwa (Pailing & Segalowitz, 2004). 7
EROBVERE CIEIRRLEELRITT 572
&, ERNIZEHEHTMEICEL LT REVD, WE
OBV EERE Tl & BEIAC X o TERNIE
3%, 7, AREETNOBVHEES D EVE
ERELRY, S8BMEIC X o TERNFELT
5. ITEOT =7 ¥ FHERED 54 5 ERNIRNE
X, BRFEOBAZERZ DB ) BT
o, BEVWSBTCORRAIHREINS. 4%,
TEA OVAREPE E ERNE OBBRFEEMR Eh, b
FOATEIRBHICKECEBTAbDEEZLLRN
5.

ERNIZ3§ 5 55% - MBOLBIZOWTHHRE
FEZTWE. HEE TIEHERNIEIRIBLITA &
N (Falkenstein et al., 2004), FLIEREEN I T —
2T AERNORERIIEERA L ELR LB IC
HEENh Tw A (Dywan, Mathewson, &
Segalowitz, 2004) . F7z, ZFEH (7%) »5F
R (18%8) 12 THOERNR A BIFE T,



AN ©7 BB ERN TR E= s ) > 7

ERNDZEERREZ T TlE R, BEHCBIT2%
EOUEZERNA T 2 L\ ) BIRIEVE SR
HEENTWD (Segalowitz, Davies, Gavin, &
Schmidt, 2004).

BRRIGRIZ OV THITEIE=5 ) > 7 0B L
LTERNEHOB AP FH & NE, ZhFT,
N=F vV VIR, MAKRE, HBUMREsE
(obsessive-compulsive disorder: OCD) 7 & CERN
DEEFRSNTVD. A KFERE TIIERNICE
RIELBALNE 30D, ERICHTLERIGL
FEDORMBRSTBE SIS &\ ) BREVEER
PRONTVS (Ford, 1999; Alain, McNeely, He,
Christensen, & West, 2002). /N—F >V VKR
THERNOEARIEL S BER S h 5 48 (Falkenstein,
Hielscher, Dziobek, Schwarzenau, Hoormann,
Sunderman, & Hohnsbein, 2001), OCDRE X Tl
W ICEHIRIBOERNS B S5 (Gehring, Himle,
& Nisenson, 2000). EEEICHIZDWTO#HEIX
2%, SBOMERBIYE SR BERT
H5.

5. BhYIC

AR TIIERNO MM ERICHET 2 MR %8
L7-. ERNOMEENERIE, BRI, Bz
I.5 — (overt error), 7213, o5 bThwr
7 — (covert error) OMBEEZLND. Ll
2HL, CONEARIZaCTY 2 MRBEWS
BeTRIETILITESL, 25-Lary 7
7+ OSSR BIOBEEL £ 7%, ERNOKEENES
CET2@mFOBEICH L. WTROEFTNE
LWBORZHED L) ETIENE, YFHSE N
TLIEERISELRZ LD R PRk,
FARTHREBI L7291, ERNOBIEREZESRR
WA =X BV THE, EPMENLRZOS
WEHRL TS, LA L%DS, ERNOIESEN
CHITLIMROEEFI—REL-ZLT, 4%
3, ERRICH R AM L2555 COmEE v E A I8
FrEFE->Tn<{THr.
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