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In the present study we aim to push this analogy one step further: is it possible to perform Pavlovian
conditioning by systematically coupling confidence to previously neutral stimuli?
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Preliminary conclusion

Our study provides first evidence of classical conditioning effects induced by confidence.

H Conditioned stimulus (CS) and unconditioned __ On the behavioral level, we observed a significant increase in subjective pleasantness of
vs. stimulus (US) presented separatelly the CS paired with high confidence compared to the CS paired with low confidence. This
i conditioning effect seems to be independent of awareness of the systematic pairing.
= Additionally, our skin conductance data showed increased responses to CS+ compared
| to CS- in the acquisition phase, indicating a conditioning effect.
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< — to analyse skin conductance responses ! extinction block) The skin conductance responses to the CS do not take the form of canonical skin
€S+ US+: high conductance response function, indeed there is hardly any visible response. Nevertheless,
the response is elevated for CS+ relative to CS-. We appreciate any feedback about
these results.
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€S and US presented separatelly _J Hezfm rate and pupil d\\fmom are not yet analysed. We hope tha‘t these modalities ”can
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