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tiet*’* me*&
* w my, k~~ :**- ~t-a
d- **m or ** ~ ~e me
wards may vaty k, from the m-otiy
& food * to the 8vo*m of @in-
e(s). ,M *tmta *y, ~ b Othw
hand! is common to aU the team separating.
h-h case the cue ,bm the respo~,and the
reward.

E ‘the faflu~ of, frontal nnimtds on th~
widely va~ig dela~respon-t~ teak is
due, in ~t; to an i~rment in bridging an
intratrial deky, then f~atal qrates should
show @pairment d= on delayed-reward-
type tests, i.e., tests in wtich a delay Wparates
theu and the mponse from tie reward. W
present +at Wa designed to test this
@ction. Positive results wodd provide a
new be of evideati pointing to a relationship
betwq the dehy fwtor and behavioral defi-
dt in ifronti an-sr and wodd suggest that
tests mvdting the two types of intrati de
by measure a common neuropsychologicd
fumtioa.

Learning with delayed reward is extremely

‘restudy wmsu_k@bya@t to
K. H. Pribm, Institute of Uvim, =rtford, “COM.,
from ttte Deptwtment of & Army, tit- DA-
q--l.
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Group A
-- -._-, j ..’ ‘;:;;;’f~

th~ ~ntmh in the rate at wtich they I;arned
the d&yed-mard M. Finally, frontal aai.
W in both groups continued to perform at
about the 90 percent letil on the final teaday
run at k. delay [see Table 2), again mat&-
iag the xorea of both oxrate and nonoperate
.coatrok.

E=~~ ~: ~R~ H~EASE W DEtiY

&d&

The 3s learned their ~ond tirimina! ! -
td under the condtions of i~~iale tc
ward in an ave~ of 10 da~, wi~ a ran:w

Of 3 tO 19 d8~. There were no tignifiu;l!.’
diflereaces among the operate group.

After they were shift~ to delay~ ~\\’iir,$

however, differences among &e opera[e:
groUPS appeared. The measure used for Com-
parison was the average score~obtaind II!
=h S on the last. 10 W* of tie 25day N!.

Site there was no significant C- in t!.c
Ss’ avera~ m= h~~a Dap 16 and J,1’:-“ ~

Prwerfwe

Tbe ~tive H~ in fiperiment I may have
b ~ed. to & twhnique of inca the d~ky
intervat mly gradtify. Tbas, delaying t% re-,
~&8@W&~y+ bs~~aikd to d~t, mmti@4.

tion prfo~ _ and Da~~ 21 and Z (the means equaled fib
they bad been brought to the fid &terioo by i ~ . and jO per cent, ~~tivdy),, the :~res i“.
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