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Abstract

In recent years, researchers have been interested in the emotional processes that play a role in human
decision making. Traditional economic models excluded the influence of emotions in decision making.
However, their important role in decision making has been shown by findings that oppose such models and
functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) findings that link brain regions associated with emotions
to decision making. In particular, the ventromedial prefrontal cortex (vmPFC) , which is thought to be
associated with emotional processes, has attracted attention in studies on decision making and emotion. In
the present study, we tested the association between the Iowa gambling task (IGT) and the ultimatum game
(UG) ; these two tasks are typically used to measure emotional decision making. Additionally, we tested
the association between the abovementioned tasks and a questionnaire that assessed the vmPFC. We did
not observe statistically significant correlations between the IGT and UG. However, a positive correlation
was observed between the minimum acceptance amount in the UG and the psychopathy scale. Therefore,
individuals with high psychopathy scores have a stronger preference for money as compared to individuals

with low scores. This result can be used to explain monetary decision making in psychopathy.
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