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YRR R R ERPRAAFIE . HUEI T
BB HAE ¥ & IRE WHE Aok

(PEHEIIE KA O A= B, 220 730070)

W OE OAMRBE AR, FERAE A, RETR. LK KA. BRI 5ok F44E,
WEBRFFRENLY BN FHARBRE TR E. Wdnd e EF A E . A NATFAE.
BA=M MR F R LR, KRG R KRR R R, Ao A A TR S AR R R A
A, BT RN EAZTAF TN BRI, REHRERFAUB A FOWGITA; R
RENHERE RN ST VA B4R R S B &k Fm X K g ks, AmRA S RFA LA, &
Wi g, KRIAZeD| LA AEAZ O I R A R TT TR mARA T A dE R N,

K@ AR, RRE RBETH, Fal; eI R, LF KA

HEE  B845

1 5| Wi B /D 32 451 2k (45 1) B 5% i (Fridberg et al., 2010);

5= JRIEE , ABATAE B AR A AE

250 RS PR 2591 W (Drug abuse), %fﬁﬁgﬁméggﬁﬁglgggéiﬁg
254 ] Bl RRE 2 I P A O B 4 B Y 5 R R ) ’

Verdejo-Garcia & Bechara, 2009). 255Kl
f 5 BT, R U £ K A Y %;%%g;gﬁézglﬁgmgﬁgi;i
FEREGRES, XM, KT, KB, 2013), K e 2 ALE T

. o ) T2 (Stoops & Kearns, 2018),
02590 8 (15 L 4 9 3 o O ore
’ AT AR G SR Y R S A &, (H
45 5L B HOKPIEAE . 3E2 3024 (Macyer, TS Sy VR B B8 J3 RSB, |

) Sp; itz CIEAT H EiEES
Vanderplasschen, & Broekaert, 2010)55%, [F]ifH14 S 7 BRI A T o A B AT AR ]l

LAY 5 1 1k :

BRI . SRR, S 0 WL (Baler & Volkow, 2006 Guitmana,
N b ptet oo & Moeller, & London, 2017), W& & X5 & 254
B E G, H g R T RE s b 2 2 W T o i N
&2 —(Baldacchino, Balfour, Passetti, Humphris AZUPAIORER Sy h 9 B 5 A7 2 TR 1 9 22 1
’ N o R AT R, WIREE X FF B H AL B AR T

& Matthews, 2012), Zj¥) R E YR DI REZ 00 . e et v o
. . SNSRI R R B . MWDK AR R
R0 A8 S B XoF A ) 85 SR AT R AN 32 4 o 14 ol T
FIZ54), Touk ed K 955 St A Rl s, LA AT TR F AT g

QUM B, 2 B BRI AL
Ay (e e R BEEE S R S
Wt & By % T (Verdejo-Garcia & Pérezgarcia, P SRR > it

LR RS, b XU TR AT 8
2008), AL RAER R Tasseh RIS, B R
I (Petry, 2003); (3)1EFE KR AT AE A0 » PR AP, TS

TR VBT T IEA 0% (Tschernegg 7 ot I DWIBRERRI.

et al., 2015); (4)flL 1T T 252 3 ) 103 BRI U PR B PR BR A ST,
I AF 5 540 FF A6 AU 4 e e e T

AT R A 5 W B A T R 0 O P

i o e PR RIS o
* KA RBEFIL ST H <3 B RO 1 AT s = 0y S I A T 2R B3R A

SRR NHLE (31660276) %) . ﬂﬁ{n{ffﬂﬁﬁﬁii ﬁ?%ﬁzﬁ%(jté\/‘ens et al.,
WAEEH: WM, E-mail:ccepsky@163.com 2013), [IFEATOR ST, I B 28 (R T o
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15 K2 60 K) 19245 Ui Hok R R FEA IR IR AAAE
I H 2 51 % 52 W A b XU R 47 9 (Wilson &
Vassileva, 2016). B, XF 244 BUIE & P 0k Bt fa 1)
TR A HEZ, RS E KRR RN II%E
(cognitive training) 41 H 5 & # Y %k (goal
management GMT) f1 IE & & #
(mindfulness meditation, MM), B2 ANk R
QN 5 )38 (transcranial direct current stimulation,
tDCS) Fl 1 & 4 /il 4 M| ## (repetitive transcranial
magnetic stimulation, rTMS)% 7 i+ HUE &
) TR S R (1] AT, 3k S T Ty 3 e e AT R 1)
Wy, BARFmEET) . SRR EAE S e gL fiE
JTAEEE B U R v A R IE W RE ST . XTI
Tk B A T AR A R £ T R A G
BRI 25 e R AR SR, IF HAR AR BB 5 1951

T, RIEHN PR A AR Ak, PR TR A A

CLEIAT RN, DTS Bl e 3 i3t B SR W) R

2 YRR E R R ERPARY S BYSE

TR SR DI B8 T LS [] 19 A ke 2 4 4n XU /
BOE TR ARAE . RBCRURME . HIRE R T
#4 (Shulman et al., 2016), M A EM T, il
IR . ABEMNDR . SR EBodily states) .
SNSRI %5 (Guttman, Moeller, & London, 2017),
WA MBS 5 M [ PEA, . SATE . RS R A
IRZ5 % (Gowin, Mackey, & Paulus, 2013), 54 H
e D 22 AL R BF 95 Y 9K 1) BE #Y (Broche-Pérez,
Jiménez, & Omar-Martinez, 2016), A CMINFIS
TP R4 B R AR R SR TR, RT3k )
RE T 2N 51 B B AREC A, i H AT K&
TR 7 W1 24 ) a5 0 00 L 5 19 8% iy #H O
il DX 2 PR W BB 24 ) i A AN (R R R O 45 A
(Fattore & Diana, 2016). AN TN X #4324 2=
R R I bt . XU TR ARRE, 1E R
I G DX A2 A 25 0 R R AL R AR B
BRI RRAE, T2 R R R AE 52 BN TS 1 IRk
XUEE N T A5 i (Knutson & Greer, 2008), TAIHIX
B i X 32 50RO 5 245 ) R A R B R O R
A BT FRATT IS 25 W U LD TR SR SRR ) A Y
JRA, WA B FIATINGEXS BUBEAT A AR T
9 BUREAT R T TR LR AR A -

2.1 YR E R IR ERBE R P B M AF(E
s P A AT ) T X PN AR A o 3 A

training,

PR TCIHRPE % B AN L 5 B R At 7T
BB Sk 1T 1S 3 (Moeller et al., 2001), whzhi
J2 TOUIN TF 4 R AN 4F 2 25 90 URDIR 28 1 B 4 48 A
(Verdejo-Garcia, Perales, & Perez-Garcia, 2007), JF
IERSTANENUE-R &S NI N e SR A1

ENPEAR B IF AR — DG — 4, Bl L
ASFEE ST A R R A R, T LLE AN R I = A
KT Al (Evenden, 1999). #halh i 8 SCIS 25 154
KHERRIE, B H AT A ez it %
faf 1€ HHAT 45 (Towa Gambling Task, IGT)ill & H
M PR BB £ 3% 1 — AR eI RRAE (K jome
etal., 2010), 753 — 2B it Go/No-Go L 1) il 4
Eap QR4 DR Y 8 I ok (11 )= @A N DR L) S £
— R h v 5 = IR R RE A O, X AN
(7] BRF ) 5 8 B9 A [RD U 2 S5 I, b3l PR R 30y K
W2, — M 2 Y A8 R 3T 11 55 (delay
discounting task, DDT) M &

4T % il 7 BE (executive control function)k
I 118 7 5 R0 JBT (45 45 b AN [e] 7 o gl P ) B T
e 3 E Y 25 W) W J$ A (Brsche, Clark, London,
Robbins, & Sahakian, 2006), Hanson, Luciana FlI
Sullwold (2008) #5137 HH & — 4 L 28 A i
(MDMA, 8Bk Sk ) S H Al 245 ) miia # F4 o]
21" BIS-11 (Barratt Mtk FRH 11 M)XK IGT
IS, S B AL 251l A 2 B s o sl PR R
15 IGT 55 AT R SRR ka4, B3R B 51
A OGR4 25 950 BB vh B MR
PSR e B AR B 8™ i 3B B 5E K BRAE Go/No-Go
1 Stroop 1T 55t ] < IR A1 & A0 1 T8
TR A 138 R B W 25 0 SO il B i, JF HL
HAE IGT AL 55 rh il B A0 A ) 358 4 (Verdejo-
Garcia et al., 2007), {E75 & A2 T F Al HE
7E Go/No-Go %55 H S Je i B Bt 22 U 4 T 78 S
e J MR BT R R R A R (AR B A D,
T3 3% DA P 288 TR A 7 B i 3R B T T S e I
IS A 1R (R SO A B ) o 7T R PR ]
AL S5 MR AR AR RN S H gl i, R T
AN ST R e N AR, T R Y
RIEFEARSE, BUE B T e DL VAT 55 10 %
#(Verdejo-Garcia et al., 2007), Garcia-Rodriguez 55
(2013) % B AT K DA R L Je ol T e DA R f
FRB AT B A SE IR YT %, HAERrdn R 52y
Wy R RS TE A DG, SR IR AT 1A ey, e XU
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K (Fernie et al., 2013), #ERITIIREET, 4
TR 119 B 2 2 B AIK (Sheffer et al., 2014).

— BN A AN I ET AR B2 JZ (dorsolateral
prefrontal cortex, DLPFC)7E A% Hil FIHAT T GE
5 i B2 (5 (Barbey, Colom, & Grafman,
2013), ¢ P57 B v [A) R i 20420 /R FH (Camus
etal., 2009), DLPFC i 5¢ & M TAEICIZ
MAE R, AT 5 e RAR S Z IR R A
JNCL, TR A T DA PR S M A 5 A I IR 2
(Krawezyk, 2002), 5 DLPFC 4 X BYFRATHE HI A
TAEICAZ S A SN D) BETE 25 W) U & BEAR T A
JITUES o 140 Bolla (2003)3R 455 7 1GT 1145 nf
R EFIR RS 470 DLPFC 80 B2 B2 FEAIR
Yuan %5(2010)% BLfEI% BB # 4 ll DLPEC )
IR S ARG R A o 25 AR, HL7ER RS
A DLPFC H1Z: N ToU (IPL) By BE P4 156 445 U 555 ,
TN 3K — 5 FEFNHF 22 1 T 9 PR A G, (Rl g
23 3 B0 RO R S A A R D e B A
Moreno-Lo’pez %5:(2012)f# F Gt 1S W 5 43 A B¢
A (Statistical Parametric Mapping voxel-based)#l
JI5k B2 %6 B 1 PR W2 3 5 B R (FDG-PET) 2k iff
FEAlRA ., WFEE . MDMA ., KBk, W ES
&, KB R) ™ =L 5 DLPFC Fli
I X AR i (brain metabolism)ZK - AH K

VL AW SEIE e R W 25 W) e % DLPFC K
PHOHE BERRAR . ZhREAS s 3 UAATTX e sl 4 o] 2
WOt Bawmi, FoR AR, shZ Xk H
P P 2 R P A 4R R T 3 J A A1 T e SR Bt 11— K
SN o 20 U R I R eh B, S 25
IR S IS S RE 1, 38 231G n S-SR FRE
WAE 259wl e
22 YRR E R KRR XS K EHE

TE R e e ok #E v, bl T O SR S E
AT RS 118 XU 155 S5 A ], AT 2 B o A
6 Dt e = DRUIRG: [l 3 5 XU 55K o XU [l 3k (risk
avoidance)$& 4 A W 4> 5 £ 4> ol I e $E TS, A
VoI &, AR BT ] 3 0 KU /N g e 0T XU
TR (risk taking) 45 Z AR, 248 A P EL
ZA AT PRI, AR T, A AR e ik R
IR 35 R ) 2 30

2 U SR RUEAS T BEAR AT 1Y 2
AT/ INAR R ] BEZRAS 1 242 5% (Tschernegg et
al., 2015), FRUIHAE A P KU TR BFAE 123 B

o RURSE SR FRAE 28 AT LA R >R B0 25 9 R
Rios-Bedoya 5#(2008) YA [l 18 5 i WF 5% J5 k36 F
Bl A B9 KBS - 3R 4T 45 (cartoon-based risk-taking
task) R 4 MUK TR 525 &R, KBLE
A R KU R K RIS B9 AT R R 5 R Rk
AR IR o B SRR A1 55 (balloon
analogue risk task, BART)H & B A8 XUES: -3k 7K
TR SIERAN MR IR BRI 5 2
HZGY W i A KU AT R R ARG, JF
H AT RAE MDMA i FH 5 DA ft R s rh il ) 11X
41 i K (Hopko et al.,, 2006), Hanson, Thayer
Tapert (2014 5T IESETE BART 1155 H b 2 JAl
A 8 R RR B JRE 3 AF L fE 5E 2 e o 1 R R A B
Z, JUHJEAE LI AR T 20 R, RWIEL R —
TFUh MR R & T 22 0 40 A v 1 KU oK K,
BRGSO 55 A 2 R AT, 48
IR B Brpdi >, (B B8R & TR
2. [R5 3R R £ KRR 5 v XU 3R AT
B K, HIEG K2 31T (Abay & Mannering,
2016). &ifE1HEFT A (Dvorak et al., 2010)%, X
HH AU 55K AR AIE 2 BRE 3 1 — N ML RURR AR, 2
PR MATHI 4R 2 U 2 W R R R 22—

BT $07T [7] (anterior cingulate cortex, ACC)Fflik
5 (insula) P 55 FERERS 2R T2 XRS5 (Preuschoff,
Quartz, & Bossaerts, 2008), 1M 244 I & 16 XU
R AES5 LRI X B0E 5% . fF BART {1451
ACC TG B R B BLaBE, T ACC B 855 75
TR B Y 28 Bk R, RURS e
(Fukunaga, Brown, & Bogg, 2012), — I 77 24k
e R e TR DN A e K b = (R T A
HAm/N ACC VG Ay w0 1) T 32 15 e XURS: A%
ATREMIZE R (HE PR T 5% %155 1000 JT1 A2
e R E] 75 JT), T E AR L R
PR (75 e T 2 M 75 21 800 TT I AN J2: 95 % A
K455 1000 JC) (Paulus & Frank, 2006)., 1% 3% B it
TR FREMF, MATRF7 4 5 2 sz XU 3%
TR IR Bl, XU 1L T4 B 50X AT 5 1 e 5
T =AU S T, BA &8 e ik
s BB TR AT B2 F A AN W B I EL 451 2 14 M 23R Ao I
ZAB KA RS e 0T, 412 W A TR AT R TR R
P B U FE e R AU EE T ACC S /K AR
T ¥ 1l 41 (Bjork, Momenan, Smith, & Hommer,
2008), W] PR U 78 75 AT WA R 2 E AT
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5, MRS IR IERERT R B ACC TR,
I HLOE AR B 55 A7) 4 8 %) mT R B 7 2= A
%:(Bolla et al., 2004), ACC i sk 53 B bk 35 WG
HTE PR AU R IR B RIS, ASBE M XU B3 5|
BB A 3] T R R RS B A 2 R
WHIRI IR 25 B9 T T4l | (Fishbein et al., 2005), K
BRI F & 76 1GT 1155 45 R R BB Be g | & 1
ACC ¥ B2 e FE R LA, ARk 7E IGT 155 1Y
RIA B ACC BIG BB 446 Ja Wb Br e s 3=
i 2> % 7% (Hanlon, Wesley, Stapleton, Laurienti,
& Porrino, 2011) B, 2449 0 3 AN JBs T A s 2
FELE AR XU 1L T 0] fig 2 R Tl 7] 58 7 KU 6
TA B FUF AU 7 2R i B 2K i 2 R B I AR 1Y

iy 535 5 76 UG RS T 2 A 2 i 19 R ACIR 25 LA
Koit 2 Wt 4245 Bk 51 547 0 I B AT 2% (Craig,
2009) . M5 & 55 FTF0A [ AR 4 A 7R KUt 3 b B A
PEAG 25 R 19 7T B 5 2 % B9 VE F (Preuschoff et al.,
2008), Preuschoff Z&Rk ¥ i 7e s — ki UG
R A AT RS 2B Ak RS & LS — kiR,
RIS R 5 SR B U ALEORIRE, 7R
xR BE A ey B IO R R A B R (50% ik B HE 3R,
T XU R 32 e VR B A o R IR (BSR40 T 0
T 100%) . IR+ H 7 XU P 3R Hh ik 5 3505 5
FEFETT 3z FE RS 03 O 1) A % 7 DG R, AR
T R RV DR o g 5 985 /0 AT T XL
Wor B2 N 22 )5 8 8 i e IR R 5B AL A ) A
Bl £ BART 155 i 5 /0 4F 24540 hiope 2 AH LE A
2H 26 PHLHE AR A9 1 55 3805 (Crowley et al., 2010).
20 S D I 5 ST U 5 2 AT R R
DRRGE 03] A4 R 25 1 fh e DR 00 3k %) 0 R

X LRI 2 B 24 ) 10 DR A 1 R X
R0 B R0 5 FAAE D RE S i, 3 AT X
W 3R B AL IS 8 T IR R, R KU A B By
TRas, e 3h R A 3 B R RR A 5 T OE B B
o 3T N R A R SR T B 2 1 R A LIRS
VI, 7E AR A £ B R KU TR AT, K
Wz SR AREAE W] B 5 A AT T SRa 25 8, I AE
TR 2 e S A W B A
23 HYIRTEE R KA E K FRHE

TR SE NI e NFSHA 2R 2 H A 7 51
AT A B 1) P, TN 22 B 5 A ] B o] Wl 2% R AR
I HARHE 3 S TR AT e 5 i 1], %480 AR 2
PR o B, R R ORI A B kA P &

W BN BRI & AR PR DR SR e B 2 T, A2 M o 3R
Y F5c AL B 8] 25 (Knutson & Greer, 2008), U115 54
TG R G RG R SRR AR
S it AR rp A PSRRI RE T, X PSR o AN R
(Balodis & Potenza, 2015),

245 IR PR B T £ 52 BT 15
M) B /D A2 1 (FE ST R RE IR, 22 BT AT
SISRE I, BT AT AT 5 SR s,
P 2 F T2k U Y R AE (Fridberg et al.,
2010) . FRAF BN Tk R b A7 By 388 245 0 1R,
JUHZ 25 TR AT A B I B Dy — Tl 22 H /i A
MR ERBA . 259 BORE 5 24 ) 5 Ak S0 s A 2
BN BURAE G A 5, T LA O i 2 E U
PRGN T 25 %) UG A9 5 R M (Baler & Volkow,
2006) . I BUREY) B A 2 SRR FE R B R
GEAE W IR I 25 ¥4 RO T RE B £ AU, XN
S A E #Y Kk Bl (Torregrossa, Corlett, & Taylor,
2011), X — M A5 AL 32 3 — S f 2 1 P2 R ) S
H#(Noél, Brevers, & Bechara, 2013), iX2uiiRIHL
FRH T R R G AR b A R B A O 1
o XFh LR R R X 2B R G R IR
D= AR B sZm, 518N HA H & Z6e 77
YRR o 51 4 S ) T 5 3R WI D 1 AT I 18 245 4 4
FH 25 5308 RO Y 22 5% B PR 42 155 (Kenny, Polis,
Koob, & Markou, 2003), AZRAF57 R 254 F1Zy
PR DGR 28 25 . 35 4 5 25 0) FRUJR 5 2 B DX R 33
I (Diekhof, Falkai, & Gruber, 2008), #8254 %}
259 U AR B 5 TN o X KRR IR
B IGT 55 RIMMBRI 3 Hr R0, A e E=hl 4
LAY Ay R S TR /0 B2 451 2 0 7 M B 22 52 WL 1Y) 5% T
(Fridberg et al., 2010), X —HF5 45 R4 5L |
FEIHELT | i e 25 FIFE B (2009) 1) & BRAH — 2L, B2y
YRR XA R AN O, T AR R R AT R PR L
PRI XT AR AR T U T s 2, DL =T 2
R PSR A SR RS2, 33X 150 W 24 ) e
I 2 R R AT TR SR B A R BB R

RS B BRI B (T LA S 5 45 R AT K
By 1 AR IR 1, HE %51 JZ J2 (Orbitofrontal cortex,
OFC)7E H: fh 43 1 T 5 £y (7 (Krawezyk, 2002)., [7]—
FEYE R RIS T LR A B AL TR R
ARSI A B = 1 OFC BUR/AKF-, R TEML 2R
T E YRR B AN ERRAR, AR R — T o]
PO A R BT SRORFE, X H R E b A [
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(Kringelbach, O’Doherty, Rolls, & Andrews,
2003), REEINYIES LA KES+ OFC
ORGSR, U AE BT Ve R ORI
(Roesch & Olson, 2005), 52 M, Stk
23 BT I X — DI O 2 I8 . OFC
003 (0 NGE R B AR RAAE . S E R A AR
16 2R 110 25 2 BOTC 12 738 A8 3 I DR SR AT Oy (O A
TR 24w OFC il AAE IGT Ml CGT
(Cambridge risk task, CGT){T:55 = #R 9k iff IE7F phe
SR I AR P I R AR IR B R RO AR AR A A e A A
TR B e A2, R e #E s =R A 1)
H#4iF (Rosenbloom, Schmahmann, & Price, 2012),
24 U A TN 245 W) AH G2 R I OF C AT 3 B2 i
15 P4 (Chase, Eickhoff, Laird, & Hogarth, 2011),
25 WU E OFC U K2 1 TE TR rh 24 ) 2 B 2k
REEN WAL TR R A LR R A AE IGT
1E55 1 OFC G R B2 B g, R WA 2 B AY 3)
T He i il 41 9 5 (Bolla et al., 2003), X i8] OFC
Xof BB R PEAL 5 T B A OGO AE T, T 24 0
FaF I —RE R

T3 AW B S AR N Y i X 2
M SR (ventral striatum), SUHRATESS AT LA
3R A ) AR B A% (N A ) TS ) A1) 572 4% 45 R R A%
PR ER 3, shIBE ST & B 1 1) R IR A% N 5 i
DR P 28 TOAE F WU BT AT O B 0 (AR 15 R A T
oh b B E (Lau & Glimcher, 2005), Knutson,
Bjork Fong, Hommer, Mattay I Weinberger (2004)
KAE 4 R il 4E 3R 1T 55 (Monetary Incentive Delay
Task, MIDT) 2 A s i il FH 25 SR A AT B 56 21
BSG, I ELZe e At X RS 3 0 0 BIUIR 285 7 K
SR RIRRRAE A I SOIRARAE MIDT T:
% I 4R MK B K SF- (blood-oxygenation  level
dependent) [t % il 4 5 (Nestor, Hester, & Garavan,
2010), Hyatt 55(2012)[R1HE R FH i 0K K 70
FEAR K BURT A R W72 A L 42 ) 28 SOIR M B0 5
U A X WA A B8 U 45 2 Al s Rz A A
FARMZIR BE T o e RS 7K 5 X 45 1 0
WA {5 P £l A 5% (Samejima, Ueda, Doya, &
Kimura, 2005), A K 08 & 52 A% 800 B 21 3R
WA AT 200 A A IR SR gk Bk LA I, X5
AT 238 g RS BE R A GIE . Jia SE(2011)R
JH fMRI HeAR % B8 AT R R BB & AR L 45 i 41 7E
MIDT £ 55 i 15 0242 5 245 LB 2 40 A SR AR

AR ARAZ . A 0 G T 3% AR T S Ko
Y 22 8 1t WE 8l 7 12 N 1) BE AL Y (hemodynamic
response function), 249 WG # TE YL 3R 2k £ B Bt
Bt =2 AR -0 2 R G L AR A AR TR AR Y
WO, TAE DR SR 45 A S A5t B B T A ) A0 55
U BH 33— ol 28 T8 % 114) S5 B 2 3 L 245 0 I 8 RO
BRBE Y JE K Z —(Yamamoto et al., 2014),

25 LRTR, YRR NEBIM B2 2 . IS
PRAR G5 Jii X199 52 54 36 B AL AT 22 5 TR o], R
H T 2B 1 SR A AR RS 0 S R Al AR PR
WALZE R R 1 AT R RE R e Wk 55 A T8
ARSI IE SR, 1 RSB
24 PHHIRTEE R IRERBE R IR (K R RS S Bk

FFE

XI5 45 1 A 3] 7 2 5 P 4B 17
FAF, MRS 5 BUREAT I B Tz i B
F, TR U R XU I X 45 2 1Y) 245 ) 4
JH 4 51 ik (Cheetham, Allen, Yiicel, & Lubman,
2010), TH RS BN PR 5 AEAT A 0 2 T AR
AR PR, TR R AR B FE BORE # RE AR P
R, FERE R A RIS (A0, SCR) MK
X JE L2 P9 i 45 42 2 (ventromedial prefrontal
cortex, VMPFC)32 41, T B 44 Jo i i il 14 7=
A SCR G2k 51 sk, BIVE A7) 560 T8 326 436 1) %o
55, RTTEMUL ERTE

VMPFC i i fEIA MR B A5 00 8 A ol
T PRI J R ARG, T RAHE B A
H P # Bk 98 (Bechara, Damasio, Damasio, &
Anderson, 1994), Bechara #l Damasio %(1997,
1999, 2000)#H IGT 1L 55l VMPFC 2 #i fr)
g NFNIE 8 N, [FIB 3 s Rz A9 Rz JBk: FL 52 o (skin
conductance response, SCR), & ¥ IE & #ik & H
JUR IR Z 5, TEABATER B T 2 IS £ 0E — 5k pit
ZHTE IR A2 SCR, i VMPFC g AAEEFEAT:
g 2 BT A 2724 SCR, HifT RAEW B 45 5
BRI A SCR, Xj& VMPFC #i5 A\ 5 1E# 41l
R A[F](Bechara, 2005), Damasio M _FiRAF5E
Mg RIS A ek h R ¥ AR A,
YENPRARFR AR 1 25 F03R T X e — 47 AR 45 2R
HIAats, FEAE Bl —Fh o] 8 i 7 2 i AT
PHES FE o Bechara & BURVE IE W A HLA I 30%
ANTCHEAE IGT 155 ik B HE S AL B B (3o 43 5K it
SR B ELA S 4 BT I WA B AR AT AT g
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B AR, 1 VMPFC #5455 R AR E A
50% 1 Lb A8 T LA S S AE A AL B B, (E At 7] 47 8 48
& YLK . VMPFC i A48 W (1 2 IR 81 4
XA 220, AR INE R BRI R AT 50,
AT F IEM P, Ao FEE RS,
Bechara Fll Damasio (2002)%5 & B 245 ¥ il @ & 11
FBIEYS VMPFC Hifn#AHZE L, FHHEE 259 hL
T RES VMPFC MIREREAEEIRR, AN
R FL VMPEC 5 A% T AR B AT AR ARL A <
L B WF 5T R I I R R & 7R IGT (145 1 45
R BB B VMPFC & AT el 1 4%, Hk
My A IGT (RS PIIR B B4 R 55| & 1Y
VMPFC 0% 28 R A PR 7E B 5 120U i T )
SEMZ, WRRREA VMPFC BYEE 51555
I A U B AYHK 2 (Wesley, Hanlon, & Porrino,
20110 X —HFFEEE AR — AR T ARAARIC L,
R VMPFC 7k BRI 5 75 52 2= 1 55 I XT
AN E Mk AR X P s B 51 AR, 2 WA
Fa# VMPFC JIRESHH, 1R b KA =
BT, WikG T ABA S DL Aok

& 58 W 15N N 75 17 4% (amygdala) J& 22 15 i T
HIAZ o548, BB 26 50 00 5 323k M b ZL45 1,
AP SOA N S AR I T . SR A ¢
% (DeMartino, Camerer, & Adolphs, 2010), JG/H7
2 W 018 2 X T A 3 2 B S A A S A
TR, Zalla 45(2000)8F 5% & BEAE D RAT 55 Pk
(B0 ) 1A MR 28 0 0 vy B 2 I A A R B 0, Tl
(IR ) 1) ARE 23 7 ke el v s A 287 4 A S o A5 1
AT B VR X A 75 5 0 A 4 ke 1) 280 R RN A5 2
FT 5| & (1 4 B N 55, 3k S i I E BN BE AR
SIS PSR T R, 16 IGT R4 i IR
B85 PR 3R 45 B ST AT R I IR IR 4, X2
51K 211 B A DR BB R X — A R
(Verdejo-Garcia & Bechara, 2009), 7 K25 91
DT 5 0975 D AEFE BART AT 45 WP A A2 08006 Va5
(Crowley et al., 2010), & BIFERSAH & A {4
BN, FETE IGT T 55 o 3R 20t o 3R sk B8
(Nacewicz et al., 2010), XL R4 24>
14 K4 (Davis & Whalen, 2001), A 4% 523
P 32 458 B8 U v 55 B T AT R EOE RS
R R R D REE S IR S XS LS . 245
YRR A TR SR BHAS T A A R i
B E RS LRES I E, AR T R L

(URERPS

W0l 8 iR 2 R G — 4, A E W ERM 5
HCEAETURS . PO FIWTnT(E R . Pemepe | JbA
SRS T N IR ZS) R RO, 2 MR S R BRI AR
JEH BRI AY 0 LR (Craig, 2009,
2010). T HIWFFEIN N MG 5 70 1 S P b R R4
18 B LA {0,(Sridharan, Levitin, & Menon, 2008; i,
Lu, D'Argembeau, Ng, & Bechara, 2010), Bechara
Z5(2005) A Jy R AR — A TE RS A Bk
F B R G2 52 T B o - A AT 4 A /40 o)
RGEASTE A EAE R R, 5 AE R R AR i
A 8 F 473 8 PR I J o T R, TR AR R
RRORY) 1 5 | B A AN S PR S5 b, SR L AT DR
st i J5 A %88 5 199805 7K - (Shenhav, Botvinick, &
Cohen, 2013). 254 B B2 FF Bl iy A= BOR 2551k
AR ZNNIRAE S, RS — R IR e AR B
(CH R4 245 W) 1 B i 2 BORTHAE T AR 2R), |
O & 5 OB AT AT % U0 K 2 (Droutman, Read,
& Bechara, 2015), M U H B (5 5 1] 45t
gk RGEDIRE T R, BRI T ABATR IBGE B AEAT N
(Paulus & Stewart, 2014), K& #7165 56 T B BE
GO QL (o R o I R N o S A S e B
sk i i 5% AR AR TR 3R 3 IR 4 ) 41 (Stewart
et al., 2014) . Hij ik & FIAR T [0 D AEIR S5, TEWRE 2y
Py RS T I 245 R SR IR AR A A T 4 ) B R Bk
(Preuschoff et al., 2008), 5 XN, J& i 5 A
FRAHT 101 3y R 335 T R A 7 TSR T R o R DT A PR
PENIRA I I REZ 0 . MAMEA I K BT R
[H B J8 % (Ersche. et al., 2012). ¥ 3% A A %
(Gardini & Venneri, 2012). KJi &% (Lopez-
Larson et al., 2011)x & JK 5 AR TN F 6l 4,
FFIN ik 28 fig 8 IR SRR Y T B 23 Bl 4 25 9 1
AF BRGSO Wl DA S AR R
TR A il I Ty e 45 AN B AT PR R LA T RO,
JLH R TEHATHR 2B 0T o i & PS5 Bk,
S 24 W) R DR SR Bl B 1) S PR 2 —

S5 RTIR, 25 IR I VN O AR B 2 S
FEAR D RE R W, 3 AR 7 RS o A B
SHEG; AR, EE TS
TSRS G S A R, U LA T X4 2k 45 L i
TG 250800, AHTABATTE BE S 7Y 28 45 b JL ik
PR TIORGOS BB P IR
BTG I, X SR 1 A 24 ) R e ok
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B 19 LR
3 HYIRIEE R RGN TR

AT R IZ TR, 2459 U & o R B %
AP IIMECE B . o SR, 15 i
M) . KU T SRGEM . B, R R
I SH . RIS R R T R RE T T %, 5l
SR VL NN YA ERE S P s e P E R &
DLPFC. OFC. VMPFC % KMiIX . H i 52
WESE, —L Ay, W EREIIS% . EE
RS, W QISR T, WE A M
BiR, ATRVA RO S X AT e R . AR R A
Ji ) 3% AT AR5 DLPFC \OFC %5 i IX A9 380G R 2,
WO L i X T fE, A TR 52 30K 6 i IX A e ok
RS o TR AT A R SR R TR —
(o) R A TR R AE, PRk, o 25 9 B g o e 3 e s
BT Tt 3gh W BRI 97 B — b A4
3.1 IAEIIZ (Cognitive training) Xt R 55 BB AY

T

H #5 4 P Il Zk (goal management training,
GMT) L) 3¢ 22 14 25 R 45 P o B il (Robertson &
Garavan, 2000), 7] LR 47 Hh ol 35 P47 T BE 6k [
(Robertson, Levine, & Manly, 2005), &—7F &1
R MR A LB 5 H AR S BLRE ) 928 B30
GARIT o FRELTE TR RE T2 A A AU LY B,
J& DLPFC $AT DI RERY — 83 o WRFFERIE E R G
B, . ARSI E E S AR T
fEiE Z R B B AR, FEOTANF LR U 5| & 55
AT, 3R VR S BT BB g N Y TR R
1t GMT Y 2 H LRI R 5 IE AT
HYAT R LAAZ XS AT O 535 3 B Ap 02 & AH A7 O AT
HFRI

1F & 548 (mindfulness meditation, MD) ) %
PSR ]2 K R RS O ACE Y R S
MIRE ST, W IELESEAT AT NS B AR IR T AT
TRHF— 2, (2315 45 1 B 3R 5 %¢ (Brantley &
Kabat-Zinn, 2007), fe AR RE ST | K
FEAL BT 2, B0 PR S R TR, T s el ek
555 A AR 2 TG HAR SR T
T (Verdejo-Garcia et al., 2007), 1F &AL 7] L)
Y5 1y wh 3l K - (Yao et al., 2017), BATEY
TEZEVE R, Xt i ) 5 £5 1B K P-4 BTk (Tang,
Posner, Rothbart, & Volkow, 2015). & E & =AY

5 R K2 S B AT SR B b Y R 22—,
AR BT B U A G AN R 2 RS R DAL
X BACSE BURE TR BB A DT o

Hir 8 Bl 265 E S A MY 5 (GMT +
MM)If AT LS AN A 5 3R s ], GMT fé 455 15
ARFN YR — A T 1) Y R aT LA 04> AR 7E D SR i
B IL R[] (Slagter et al., 2007), PLENE#Z,
FE 1T R AE: 55 o 0 3% 3L 8 47 (CohenKdoshay &
Meiran, 2009), [ i 2 550K 4 75 DR 5 2 5L R 1Y
fF R L, 78905 R # & ki . GMT +
MM I Zrik Ry LA H AR e Sk il b i R 2 n T 5 4%
XPERAE TR E R SRS, EAMRESR T LIS H bR
1] WA BT I AR, SR AT A R A
i S ) PR AT S 2Z (8] 1Y e 728 BT RG (McConnell &
Froeliger, 2015), AT 38 G A~ R AT A 38 4 1Y R Ak
A SALRFAE, AT e 1 RGP 5 3 P
SR, 2R A I EAT 0 5 BARM 22 0E, DLE AR
1], AR JC O T, AT R R DR

Alfonso, Caracuel, Delgado-Pastor Fll Verdejo-
Garcia (2011)RH HAr4E B4 5 E = AHSS
A (GMT + MM)RYFEARXS IEFEHEZ I R bR HETR T
FROTRDRS A5 25 O AT ) 7 AL, RS
W, BER 90 Jrah T 14 AT RRINZES INGR,
% GMT + MM #3255 40 7E T 1E 12 14 ((Letter
Number Sequencing) . Jz i #ll i (Stroop) Al P& 3R
(IGT)%F O BRI BE 124 T R 2 b dE IR I7 1 %)
fH4H , Valls-Serrano, Caracuel il Verdejo-Garcia
BA(2016)7E 4% 52 Bkt XA Y7 19 2 F 25 W i & 5
L EUE T AT LR Z B, UESE GMT
+ MM fER S AR IR 5. B Bs R U
HYAT: 55 =X I [RIAE AT LA G 2 24 ) i 3 19 A i
PCE PRI, AR, GMT + MM &1 LA
B FRARMA R TR o X — BRI T Z AT
K, HE—UGEH GMT + MM YI| G 259 e &
1 HE G S T AR R, SRBTX FRA I 2R
ISR AMUL R IR TR = Z A,

GMT + MM Il 252 BT At 25 24035 24 ) 1 &
AT EIBE RIS R I, FTLUH AT GMT + MM
X T T ) 22 I g AR B B ) O R R AR A
M (DELF B RS TARCIZE R, )
e G)UTER S T A1 T S HEUR B ARk
HWHET; (DT RTTRE I, B R
WIERAR S, 5 DR SRAR G A e PR 5
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3.2 JERAMERHRIE(Noninvasive brain simulation)

FF R FRPER T TR

% fii 3, ] ¥ (transcranial direct current
stimulation, tDCS) I & 2 /il # H i (repetitive
transcranial magnetic stimulation, rTMS)#F 2 E7
A T K Bz 23 K- F 1 =8, tDCS
AT DL A5 R Bz )2 24tk Jf Hax %
P 1Y AR AE R 8 45 R S HF 2 17 #F (Nitsche &
Paulus, 2000), S2Jiti tDCS 735 ki X 77 Bk 245 2
SUR U2 SN LN R VA ] S R S s L b
e (10 1 SO LR T SRR P R S A ) L R R
Bt QE MR IR 2 i), 1EHLA tDCS Sl &t
ARG TR 7 R R 244, MK DCS i@t
BB RACRRAR f7 )2 2445 1 (Nitsche & Paulus, 2000),
A I AR S L UESE tDCS AN G 3% T 1F B A
Z W Bz B e AR B, R RE LR e T SR
AT, LSRR S I X A5 2 B
AT 5 0 380 B2 E (Weber, Messing, Rao, Detre,
& Thompson-Schill, 2014), ITLTIMEREEWF5T
HESE 15 340 1 mA RYIEHLK (DCS 1 LL 5] & Hli%
T X 5 SE Y HbO? (A MLLLEE 1) We FE 3 hn, 70k
& tDCS AT LI Ry FR ARG () 1 g B 3G 22, A fifE
PR AN B DX 1 28 ) BB A5 LU 5% (Merzagora et
al., 2010).

Fecteau %:(2007)% M1E BART £ % 552 W
il DLPFC iEHL % tDCS R #k, 1 Kz
A58 985 R A1 TR 35 ) B R R B L AR S L XU R
Y S W XA o Gilmore, Dickmann, Nelson, Lamberty
AT Lim (2017)%F SCER A1 520 2 mA 58 P Reak it
tDCS I (471l DLPFC FH#%, 7241l DLPFC FIk),
BRI I A AH LL A I ZH7E BART AE 45 v AU % ¢
BRI TR 46%, LSk R s £ il S it A4~
AU R 8 1E . 259 B i Ay & Bt
tDCS VEHI TR R AW & & /9 DLPFC AT LUy H:
XU 9 3% 7K 3F- (Gorini, Lucchiari, Russell-Edu, &
Pravettoni, 2014), HIERMEX OFC #17 tDCS #l
BT AR A AT IGT 4155 A 9 B sh il
BT TR RY i BE J) (Clark, Cools, &
Robbins, 2004), 3P fi# % R 144> 7k B 4 i AR 4
A2 B AR 1Y 7 Ak Al B LR PR AT SRR,
T4 TH e K F- o Ouellet %5(2015)4F SEH 41 47
0 =5 00 2200 OFC X 3845 T 30 4341 1.5 mA 9 tDCS,
5K (DCS Fhl 7E Ao Mk 24 il OFC,

S 2H LeAR T 2H R I T 2 LR R AGT 1155
3 BCHE Tn) B G (0 A b Bl A K OT O £ B
i) Stroop 1L:45 THLRFEAR . [ REAT B 4E) . DL FSEE:
ULHA tDCS A LB 45 1= 1 s i B S B T A o
PEFE IR

28 FURE R (' TMS )iz FH — 1> J8 387 1Y) fL T 3 i
LR AR BB 5 | A — R IAD 1Y L o 9 JBE 0 0 ik o 2 i85
SN S = N ) N RZW N 15 8 =S > 24 QUL
AR R X A — N I LR BER R4
JCHY EM AL (Rachid & Bertschy, 2006), 3 i ffi7e
SRR 19 a2 M L A ) S DX 22 0 Bl
BOE ST PR fTMS ARIEAS R A 4528 | SR EE |
TS R AT AT i U] 4 i A 28 0 Y 5 Ml f5 HL L
(Muellbacher, Ziemann, Boroojerdi, & Hallett,
2000). fi4n, R4 (1 Hz) B0 ' TMS S50 A A7 i)
5 156422 4b (Zanto, Rubens, Arul, & Adam, 2011)
o 22 5 M) DLPFC ()% _L 5 (Marios et al., 2011)
3 ) T 0B T I T A s U 5 R R i R SR AT
REAR

Knoch 4(2006)iz F| CGT £ iR & 1 Hz
AR Y T TMS $# 252 15 4354 F T 9345 fill DLPFC,
R AT 55 B0 KUK TSR iRl . Figner %%
(2010)i2 I DDT £ 553 & 3 1 Hz (K551 rTMS
FE8E 15 A E A TR M LPFC (lateral-
prefrontal cortex)# i £ P45 S I 22 B M 4k 4E R
WBt, M rTMS /B A F LPFC B A B o
sk R HI DI EE, Fecteau (2014)k Flia
JHEY rTMS £74E 30 43404EH T4 ) DLPFC 7] L)
b3 AR W R A 3 %) A R P i, LA S i
{45 (Ultimatum game task, UGT)HP S 56 2 H 4 il
2H X8 5 T 7 M A AR 2 1 43 TE 48 T 1Y 5 4 450 I
Jin s Wittkuhn 45£(2017) F = By B 5 4 2 JR B ok
SEAE 45 & B 1 Hz i rTMS Jiti i 78 2201 DLPFC
B IE PRI KGR PESZ B, JUAEAT S &5 R Rk
BB s . RIEAT N R R YRR A,
BRI R W, UALE rTMS JECF 8
R BB AR ES . DL SC 5 1B i rTMS
38 22 M55 A5 0] DLPFC A B 7= 4= R[] 180 R, A%
4 1 Hz B9 rTMS Jifi e 2= M DLPFC, mIRETHk
DLPFC {3, 520 if =0 41 i e ) a1
KRR, R B R 0 B AR R ST, 1 TMS it
JNFEA O DLPFC A] LAREAR BURE 25 W i fii FH 1, 48
Sy MBI PR AR IESE T rTMS AR 3
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PR AN, A B0 i DA TR0 Bl i D 3R
I REA AR B2

PLE AR5 BT i RN 25 L AR R A i ]
AT LT 25 W RS ) DR SR D R HEAT T, X L8
T5 S BA — A LR Y AR R 8 0 s TR
12, FERRFRREE . B RIEE 478 A ]
J1 EbR 1 BE 7 S5 B OB B e F R,
AN T IR I 194 300 R i R 2 R VIR i A K
e s o JEALRI RSP R T R B AR T
AN S 6 2 R B ST AR AL, X 28
P % 3 o o R B DR SR T RER AT R B A
T S BB L T AR

4 MRFAESRE

41 IR TEE R R ERPAR AR G — LA R B BE

T2 R O BT 18] R A2

H G T e 5 e B 7] R AT 48— b o
T Passetti, Clark, Mehta, Joyce F1 King (2008) i/
g, DA A AR AT 55 1 2 D 10 1B Dok 2
TR R, SIS h DR ERA
A RELS ALY 89. 7% Jhy R SR 2 A5 403 11 43 2k
FEFERYTHE S5 LA k = 0.0523 R 2 & i i
M5 2k o AN Fl) o3 O OT IR A 15 310 38 3 1Y
KNFEAHET, 2R AR 55 X b B 28R 1)
OB R B A 1Y 3 R B RTIR IR 5 —
e o XTI RE A2 A B AT OC T2 U A TR SR B
WREGERA—FHWENZ—, NRHHZ 55
HEFRAT AN 245 0 1 38 R0 IE 8 A L A8 ok )
BAAE, EREARE/NMYTEO T ST 6 4
BF AR, I BAE N it — RN IE T it
Ja SR RE 1R B BT AR R B A R AR T
g BB R M. 78 LUE BWFSE Hp REAR HE AN TR
14 255 W) 24 B RN [) 18 DR SR AT: 55918 X0 43 L T 1
TR SR Bl B 0 T A e, TR AT AR Ry 40 2 ol e ™
EREN—NSFRER, WAl LUK e & A A
TIRe 2 B M — A48 4%, X U AU R YT AL
RBEAIENE L.

H R OC T 254 WU 3 D 3R BB A=
KRR B IS, 2454 £ B ) 5 P o
i B R 6 R B ARUT 3= g A2 th Ze v e [a]
BB R, BA LG8 ML B A
R, AR B B R 24 W R T 4
REBG IR, JORThRERBUR L, R

W REH B —ERER, MEREHEMS
RGN B 2 PR, RRAE ) M B
HREIFE 1E— B KT L o 2590 Ra = W — ARt
[i) B e 5 Ty R 4 1) i B A b, B S BN A
] Be 2z itk A — N FaE K, XA A 2 e A
LR, IR BRI 4 I IR A 4R, X
AR KT Y IR R — A2 5 ],
42 HMIAMINGENXERETRH SR

BT B AR BRI ZE R IE & S ARSN H AR I
G AR BV T I B E AT 2 . URE S
4 o gy AR i DG T i 42 flh S0 245 90 3 e s JE
SRIAVEE S A Y I A EE A A, A
Y 25 AT L3 5 gome & % B AT o B 4D e
e L W T Go/No-Go SLHE, fu-FhE
F VB R N7 AF, P AEAIIHIRRAF, il 05
F &z kg i, WB) P A e AR s e rp vk
1B F R S R, B2 0 &
P FEME RE F, Wi RENG RS
SR A O XA LRI N, YA KLk
KENEERN - NEZRNA, Hid X%,
BUIRE AN ) 5 1 e 77 3 N (Houben, Nederkoorn,
Wiersb, & Jansena, 2011), XF 2540 LR K
[[EWARUN P

KA TGN 254 B 2 %) iy ot B A
A g 1, 38 A DA 0 R 1 I 2k (Cognitive  bias
modification) AT LA 238 245 4 1008 2 %o LI 245 W 1)
INEUR ], SRR E X A S BRI, &
BURERER TR A Sh ik AL, it
B 5E 3 H 30 98 B o B bk A ke B 1
A PIER AR, YT pL5E e AR e ) 5T s
iE B i T B AR, £ T B GUAT (Wiers,
Gladwin, Hofmann, Salemink, & Ridderinkhof,
2013), RIEE S INAEIE, A AR 5.0 RS
ZIHHEEREEE R, A FAR R s O B E,
S ZIREK o 38 3 5 AN G R T e 24 ) 1 [l
WESIAE, ULBE LR AT X BURE 245 W 1 25 B o 1)
Sy lnlike, V8RB BT DR E BORERYT o bAh,
A TAECIZINS: . THRIBE U2k Al g ol
Y, PR HEH G T IR . 704 i 58
TAEICIZ e 551X L2 B Al N R0 68 07 WPk 52 5 wb AT LA
Th IR R SR Tl P AR AR B — 8 TR B W 92 i
4.3 JERANMRRIBLRRHRE TR EMNRR

B TR FH AR AR A I 3R T 100 e A7 4
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WMok 2, aA B 58 AR A= AP i R 3 T 13
JIE A 25 W) ¥ SR B (Wang et al., 2016; Su et al.,
2017). BRikPEICIZ(Javadi & Walsh, 2012), T.AF
1042 (Trumbo et al., 2016), H F#% il (Figner et al.,
2010)5%, 10 BT B IER A I % 22 5k T
ARE L RIRSFEAUEZ Y5 & BT, K
R ATR AR PE 5 B a2, mi Ik E B i
W FE R EA Y R L vk, B AR A
i Sl e RS TR L vk R LR BE ST L A
MBS MBI AZ, AR T 53, B W
BELERIE SN, H AR BV 25 5| R 0P SR BB
BN . ok, W5 EZ FEAER AR ok
AT BURE T T K 2 3% 4 DLPFC IR IX, FARTRAT]
ATRIN DLPFC fESRFEHER] T A0 A1,
{HUNASCIBIE, OFC/VMPFC [l B X e 58 Dy R+
Sy B, OFC Je iU %50 T AT H RO
XHk, VMPFC JZARAR AR 5 )™ A O R0 X,
TEH G IS IR B 5 T A AR, XL
ot DX XA~ R A DL A e S B, BT Bk
PR G DX St 1 8 LA i T RS0 55 1 SR B 0 T 5
AN o XEEAN JE IS T U B A5 A i R A R
BT T IR A 2 [E], S5 AN ZRAERAR
S b P SR S B RO T AR S BRI TR

Ht: AMtBELSNFERTAIRBEGETRE
W, Bt A R IR U AL a9 35
SR B IR SRR R AR AT R XS XA R e AR
5%

S 3 Hk
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The characteristics, mechanisms and interventions of drug addicts
decision-making defects

YANG Ling; YAO Dongwei ; CAO Hua; WANG Bingiang; HE Yuanyuan; SU Hongting
(School of Psychology, Northwest Normal University, Lanzhou 730070, China)

Abstract: Drug addicts have decision-making defects, and show the characteristics of impulsivity,
risk-taking, dysfunctional reward processing, and lack of signals in bodies. Neuroimaging studies have
shown that abuse of addictive drugs may cause damage to some brain areas such as DLPFC, ACC, OFC,
VMPFC, Amygdala, Insula, etc, that may be incur addicts' decision-making defects. Cognitive training is
beneficial to improve individuals' decision-making ability, for instance, goal management training and
mindfulness meditation can improve working memory, promote self-awareness and goal oriented behavior;
while, noninvasive brain stimulation can directly change the active state of addicts' brain regions that related
to decision-making, hence, the cognitive function related to decision-making is improved. All in all, in the
future cognitive training and noninvasive brain stimulation still have a broad space to expand in the aspect
of addiction intervention.

Key words: drug addiction; decision-making defects; addiction intervention; impulsivity; risk-taking; dysfunctional

reward processing





