Introduction

Some people are more willing to make impulsive, risky, or costly choices than others, which is assumed to be strongly associated with individual differences in dopamine (DA) function.
However, there are inconsistencies in findings relating DA to discounting. Across three studies, we sought to better clarify the role of DA function in discounting behavior and

subjective value neural representations.
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Results
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Conclusions

These findings suggest that some long-held assumptions about individual differences in dopamine function and reward discounting may be more nuanced than previously believed.
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