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Abstract

Risky decision-making is an important cognitive activity in which individuals make judgments and
choices under conditions of uncertainty, and its underlying neural mechanisms have attracted con-
siderable attention. With the development of cognitive neuroscience, electroencephalography (EEG),
characterized by its high temporal resolution, noninvasiveness, and convenience, has become an
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important tool for investigating risky decision-making. This paper first introduces the concept, the-
oretical foundations, and common research paradigms of risky decision-making. It then describes
the generation mechanisms, frequency-domain characteristics, and technical advantages of EEG sig-
nals. Finally, it reviews EEG-related studies in the field of risky decision-making, with the aim of
providing a reference for a deeper understanding of the cognitive and neural mechanisms underly-
ing risky decision-making.
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BEE NP B2 AR, XU TR SR T B B2 BT 78 A B0 — o BRAR M T 22 AN E 2%
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2. MBERE
2.1. KEARRAIHEER

A R SR A AN AR BT AR5 S TCVE s AR R, A R £ T B8 3 B0 R s R 5 RS 5T R,
BEAT T VPG 5k B B AN BT NI R (Tversky & Kahneman, 1992). TEAEGAT WA T % 5 08 %0,
JRU: P SR PRI AZ OO RPETE T 45 S 0078 S e, RV 348 00 190 705 7 A A e B HL R A T ok 3 e 5 i WA A 2 e sl ]
HERNI(Edwards, 1954), 53 75 ZAE TUHME 5 R AR FE 2 (8] 347 WAL -

BEAE W TCHIIR N, SR 0 XU Ve SR & I BR AR 2 7] T N8 i 22 5 2 M N B A R e R 22 %2
YERAEMIEAS . TR RS SR E B (B B, DU RO e KA A, B R 25 R T
MR A 0077 2 T IRAR AN O B 22 ) 25 T A7 PR FRME R AR, SRR B SIS B h S E R N L 1548
RS BN 0 B 3058 B A1) 22 I Hh P 3 W0 XU A R 45 XS ff 4 7 S P (Simon, 1955) 0 i — 2D ML, N ENH L2
Y DA R 55 5 5 SR K i T 34 T = WA B R AE 5 U\ e 42 1) ) BeAH EL AR I Sy s i 72, 30 R HERI R J2
SUARAA LA B HI AT H- 25 22 AN i X P B3 R0 0075 15 48 L3 & (Rangel et al., 2008). XFP 2B 248 5 A Jnds
TIE,  HA T RIS ¥R S MR 2 1 5 2 P 0
2.2. P H

PR R 55 HE U 1) 2 R Fik 4 2 B IS5 B pr A PR, P T R T B 00 R G T ) £
ko BRI 5140 U e SR 78 1) ARG I AR AL R B # 30, HAZ O AE TRV SR N 2 ]
HYERR” o Hodr, DUAERE T 20 1 EE R B R (Marschak, 1950)8A T i SL5F 4 13k f . %38
WRBREF 2 B BTN, BeOE RS T R AR R M2 5 H A Al JFidEidia
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SRR R S R ARAR e it 4 . R, ZEBSEp st N SRAT Mm% Hh B Sz B 1 I R (A iy 3¢
T218) (Allais, 1953), IXARER T 7] SqE P “S2br B2 i ks ” MifiA % .

ERZ HR R T, R )82 FRFRITHESR BT S B i HL AR R L, B BEE T IR e 3k
BRI . BT SR HR Y, AMARTE DO XU I R AR5 T4 0 & AT VP4l TR TIHE— “SH 47
KerE SR SR B G, HLNSSAETH N 33 o 380 5 R I PR I3 , 17 75 TGS 453 2R B JU 788 g KU 3 5R . B8
HERJE, ZERIRH TR PRI GUB LB RS, R HAMATE OB b 20 R U A kAT AR 2
fR(ED m Al /M . ARA KRERR), X — RIELARZIH AR 7R T AU P 38 Ja BN i 22 A

BEE NSO R DG, BF 70 P AR IR T I SO B SR 2 A5 5 KMo TALE, M AR
TWARG IR LA LGP AT EEAE . SARGEISIAA, KR U5 i B AN IR L
ARG F RS (Evans, 2003). R4t 1 (B RG)RP0E . B2 HAZE RSN, 0] T 5008 78 1) RV 22 5
R A AR BRI 28 B R4 2 MR G)MRZIE . 9% ) B2 R4z wl I3, 57 53 0 ME 3 A A 2
WA AT IR AR I B 38 & (Sanfey et al., 2006). 5 22 AHIE R AR T FE 18 i3k — 25K IR ke S A i)
SR E A RAE 547 LR Sh g A R, 50 2 BT RGNSCIRMR . IEFL Z) 5l
il 2 Can A0t Bl AU ATE) 2 (8] i B AR BRAE S 18 48 (Padoa-Schioppa, 2011) . IX S 2R 22 B0 (1) 42
H, ELERNG RS P SR 1 BRI 78 2 LI AT D G 1] 1 Wi 6 Ji WL 1) A AT

2.3. KEARKER

2.3.1. EBFERIEES

% fuf AT 55 (Toplak et al., 2010)72 5K FH M xR #E AT MU TR S — S8 SEIe AR K . sedad, it
HNLREHE b4 REUYH AR BIFRIE A AL By Cy D), ESRBGREAT & 4T b 84T B i E. PUZH 4%
P 22 Jh 5 4 SRR B AN A F) . A 2R B 4R “ARNRIARRER” , B I L Ae IR A5 = A0 ) R 225 (100 JT),
B2 A 2 WP RE R S m A RS, KR FBUS T8 C 4/ D A8 “HRIAUR” , &I
SRAZ (P RIE 22 B85/ (50 J6), (EAEBE R RE ST AR E AR, KM EOL SR T R IS A o S50 BT A 15 Fn ik T
AR AN K, A R Rl I S SRR AN W R R A e RS P BV S Gl R B R R B R
F

2.3.2. (FESKERES

D7 B ERE AT 25 L 7 XU R B304 2 (Lejuez et al., 2002). 7EHENLRE E, BREEF
—AEVER AR DA A IR R ) g ST R SRR R, BRI
—, RERRSIEK M, R I P At S SR e B R L . ARiTT, A ERER R
SE T —ANBENLR YR P (B0 1 IR B 128 KT 2 M AR AR W SRR e SRR R S T < LBl
A, WA RTRER BB P S e S OGRS I SRR Ak s 7 R Lk TR NE, ARk SOt
PEBEIRIERS, ZIRR R PR A S E .
2.3.3. FERERKHFHEES

E3E S TF 76 XK U 54T 45 (Biichel et al., 201 )P 8 MATIERE % EHE—4T, XA T, H7
METH ARSSE RS TN, RN 1 AMEThURRE ST RS N7, MR
(i B BENL . SCIGTFIR S, W ™ R A [ AT B AR U e R A o o SR iR AT IR I 4 7
WH ST, HAHTRR e R S ARRGE I SR, — BgRREES IR R R TE T A
WM, ZR IR BRI S E, HAZ R R R N R . S o T DARE I e
152 1 TF A DAISCEE AR IR 1) BRI 2
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3.EEG EAR
3.1. EEG E 58975 HH

EEG Fric i A2 L, FFAF AR TCaN A R Ar A B SORE, TR K B2 2 TO AR S i i HE
WL 22 18] B 0 T BRI 2 W HL 3% (5 5 (Buzsaki et al., 2012). MFHEAFR2E MR, BEG Fricd kM HME
N EE SRS AL AR s AL RS, TSk B IE S B EEG {5 5 R N 2 23R Ak 1 L i 3 7 5 i A
SR R B B AR R T . B A R R B e B 22 S SR LRI (AR (20 1 = A0 H.
ANEIRP 2R TOI] K A 2 B S0, TR e AT B AT Bk B A AR AR U B 1 B i 37 AHELZZ R, R R
PEFF S A (FTEE 2 LA 2=, )2 T KREHSITT A — B HE A 22 70 [F) A 7 A 5 i s iz
i, HH A RENSAE S A LA BN, T RE DA 3 5 Sk B AR T Y LA AR . I IR ST BT rh AR R
TePRIHL M A - W S 5 B 2 2 1 T ELAES AR IR LR B, B0 h BEEG R fi 2 B 28 R AR U iR A
(Olejniczak, 2006).

3.2. EEG 15 S BYSTUs R AE

EEG (174 205 26105 [ 38 % 7 0~100 Hz 2 [A], Fr a8 1 KM AL BRAE B 1) 2 /N OB AR B, X i
B R A [E] A A A D e BB AH G . ARFE AR, EEG 15 518 H kI N NG ML : Delta
¥ (1~3 Hz). Theta % (4~7 Hz). Alpha 7 (8~13 Hz). Beta #(13~30 Hz)f! Gamma % (30~80 Hz) (Newson &
Thiagarajan, 2019), A [EJ5 B I3 ] 5 B B — O BURAS, T A2 AT LE AR 8 A1 551 B2 b S BRAS [0 n ik
FEo BB HIKT F, Theta 3G aNH S @I T oM INA G AT N EEA 5 ;  Alpha 7§30 R]
S XSS 2 200 L R R B RS G s Beta YE BN R RE S K E SOt IOV AE A A IS 4EFF AT K Gamma T
NP FeS 5 R B EL R PUERE S . IRFEH R, Theta 1 Alpha %% 5% X 73 KU K P
LA, 5 J5 82 AR B S i T 3d #2 48 58 (Dantas et al., 2023; Téth-Faber & Kobor, 2026).

3.3. EEG HARMMB S HR4

3.3.1. EEG SR8 S

EEG R H AR AAE T HZR YA B 53 52 . EEG B[ 3 Fr 1 7, R LL=ZM &%
PP, XA AT DASEE 8 R A SN i AR E A AR A R DU S AR, RS AN i e SR AR A
[F) 0 LB Be (s En b M ELVTAS - SOSIIAT « 45 55 I5t) o0t I (4 43 2835 BN [A] JERE 3K A2 A0t i 22 7K
SPARE R FAR (0 IMRI)ME LA K fI(Abreu et al., 2018; Xue et al., 2010).

Hk, EEG BAAERAN . AHRMCRA G D % . M8CT fMRIL PET. MEG % KR
AR W%, BEG RV RZMFTE /N EEG KB B A ARTEUN L SL50 AR, Bl REAERE B A R .
Xf#E15 BEG B TIF R KFEA . ZHRMEGMEN T T REREHF M, X RALGEES
S B R AT . SEAERUBE . phah iR R ) R ISR R AAEERE MEES, HEETR
FKAEAS B [ B LU A R TR T 0 465 18 O R s e D A B 28

PR, EEG Refg S AL U Siug A EAMA AT HESL . 7ERT 02T, ERP Z0 Ml id xof 545 5@ Fif
() B PR 00 FLAS 5 R AT B 0T, RIS AR LI BOAH DG RS FBAL %, 4 FRNL P300 4%, 1&&%
SN B 2R3 B R S It AR S5 AT 46 (5 B PRI 48 [ B (Helfrich & Knight, 2019); £
AT B A T, B 7 AT CAE— 25 A M AN R AR A 8 41R 3% 1) T 2R A8 4« AR B DA B 5 i [X [R) 25 35 31,
T HB 7R R R SR AR PR R A A ) A 4 T 1 R S i S SO R S I Bh A I THF{iE(Cao et
al., 2021; Roach & Mathalon, 2008). [Ht, ERP 5B S HT 45 G RE00 N “WRRT B B F “RpaldiRes
TEBN” A A B AR RS e S AR AL o
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3.3.2. EEG FARR R

J4E BEG TERS ) 73 E28 . SO0 m] Ko M R0 43 B 46 1 75 T B A B A3, H L[ A 77102 SR PRt 2 6 X
W PRSI T R R VG I P A — s I 2, R BRI LR LA T

%, EBEG 23[R HERAXBAR, LS e S S i shokIR . Sk i Ak ic B s 5 552
FIE . B Sk R S U PR R, R — Sk B2 EAL A A R RS A 22 FA [R] R PN R B0 AR
Ht, BEG REMSHCIT 1 R0 2 KU Y s T “AaTisf k287 (il i, (BFERIZ « BARR A F oAl X 7 A7
720 55 BR il (Burle et al., 2015).

¥, BEG X K2 TFAMMBURMEA R KSR LRt fuarbl, & 2 X, H
HIEMSURA . B . SR NG, XU EAL BN T A T aUR M . 1 i
FEABIHLIREN h AT m AR . AR, k¥ EEG 52 S M RN B JE A0 4 oA R G s AR I LA
PRI X B R J2 T 45 A4 30 () ELEE R B8 7% 55 (Schrooten et al., 2019).,

¥=, EEGE S EMILRIL, BHZINZMMNLTH. EEG idkMEMIENLkEES, B5 23z
IR, ERZ). MESULHL. SkEBIEaN. O HLIE Bl DSRS0 M P S5 TR R R e o UG, R SRAT: 5 18 5 B0 2 R 2
Dl R R, SSRGS RPN SE 2 AELIAT, BORIEAT S R IR Bl . RAF BB S R
Fo Sl #1RT RE 5 M0 AN PR B B BRARIRST R M BB D0 S Pk R 2R A IE S AL 9 R] LAAE —
SEFESE KR P RE e, (HOX S IR AT B 5T\ 7RI R I M, FRRE AN R Fe gt SR 2 R ) r] B
SVERITT EE A

25 b, EEG BAREAGZ I M 03 AR ANPE. MIXHERA LA K ERP FIAS 4743 M1 AR 45 & 1) 22 4
SIHTRERE,  CRCH AR PR SR T LT 7 p ) BB AT, EEG tHAFRAE 2 (Al HE AR 0K
XF B JE N AR AU E MR LUBUR DA R AR AR AR AR R R S R PR

4. EEG FER R BT PRI A

ITAER, BEAE S0 OB M R 2 P IR FE R G, B T3 X XU PSR B AR R ML 3R 1S T 5
IR FINAR . ThRE M i IR % (Functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging, MR 70 &I, KU B 3 51
R — i X, T2 R RTAT 2 ATdnasEl. SORPR. RS2 AN X S TR, K, [
B R EENME R SRS TR R ) s R FE E AR, A% SIS R X Sk R B U 5 1 2
15 B S AU AN XS W 31 15 25 DI AH 55 (Ren et al., 2024; Timashkov et al., 2025). #R1fi, % fMRI &
AR A B e, REREBCAAE I e A DX 5 3l LIS [R) 3 HE 2R ARG PR, M AR 7R e sfn T #2
HHEGE AR I #P 2 B A RFAE

M2 N, FHA4EA 2 H A7 (Event-Related Potential, ERP) 3 R Z AP LR I 0] 4> HR,  GEAS LB B
RAE PSR AR P B eh TG B0 A4k, R T iz B - RS R SR 7 o R U3 G 571 % (Feedback-Related Neg-
ativity, FRN)IE # H BLE SRR 2 IS 230~330ms, 5 &5 SR B S R 2 U1, Bl A =
T AN 25 AN B PRIE FT . P300 5 — M H LTSI IS 29 300~500 ms, AR IIE B BEUE 4 AT
Ko A BN TR . R3] IE A% 7> (Late Positive Potential, LPP) I 5 B2 6 K B I S HL 2 SCRPA A4 435
PEERIN T, EAHE R SRS 25 VE st 7t v B B 28 Y (Fields, 2023; Peng et al., 2025).

BRA&48 ERP F3HiTAh, IS # e 7 KR D S AR AL 3 8 TR A ST A - 5 ERP £ ZCIE
N [B) B (1) B AR AN [R],  ISA2 A e 8 3 — P A R AR AR AL B e B AR DA 5, AT 25 AN 6] 43
B AR 16 S i T A G S AR R I Zh & EH . IEERAFFE KB, Delta 1 Theta ATELTE BN
LA BAEARFEIRE: EWERGT S, Wa R 8 5 175 K B 58 Y Delta #5301, 140 2% & 1ot W 5 25 5) 175
K Theta i #3558 (Bachman etal., 2022). Theta &% 15 R 155 115 25 5 J Ja S0 OE ARG, WTH T
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SARLE SR REAT AT I B AP 2 R o AEIESE KU B SR AE 55, Alpha A1 Theta §R %8 REAZIEER
XA T i B XU ST MR B I AR AL, $R7R H AT RES 5 KU {5 J2 0 A 42 B I PP At (Toth-Faber &
Kobor, 2026). A, K ERP 73 4T SIS AU HrAHSS &, A BT I [RIBERE AN ph e 4iR g AN 2 i, B8 4T
HbEy 7 B2 2% RS R SRR 5 AR 22 I AL o

5. &hig

R e S A AR AN S B HAT 1 L (A AT AP BRI R RS IR B )
R, BFLE R R MR T RGN, EEG SEASSLRb N 1640 M 2 415 S 028,
R A AR T KR A R B B (L i) o T ERP RIS BF A8 78, W e 0 IR 2
T R SN T R B ISR, B AR A AR 5 M LB B B AR, ok
WESATE 5454 BEG 5 INIRS. IREISEMAHA, DIRH K~ BEG HORTES A5 R A SRR
BRI, T, ol s 2 Sl SOSRB BE F IS0 e, S0k MR R A&
IR 26 R AR 2 T RO RO, T B 9045 S 2 A R B PR
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