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AR A DHIRE, RBERBYRGERIEA,;, BEREREHFIFHABEZHANDAF-FE”
M, ZREBBEFHM. FZNE, 2RENHF T EA XK R F ML R IE AR, B RS RH LSS
AT . RIBH RN R HU B, AN R F 915 1L s,

LR RBATH; Atk FIRMAHATH, B AF-FEITH

DS B84S

DR, PR R AR = 5
SREE . JTEE. B3 AEAWEE. ABE
ROSEFT NS A K. TEIRNIT NS5, &
WEBAGERE LML R (Pattij & de Vries,
2013), EEHEEAT N EE I KR, Wi
ZMAEPIBE AT R A, 45 ADHD. kb AA%
%% (Whiteside, Lynam, Miller, & Reynolds, 2005),
TEY) B U R b R R B AR X — A
B 215 3 iz 3L LR E B (Everitt & Robbins,
2016, Jentsch et al., 2014),
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Iy — BN O R R B T v gl M g A M e R
(Negative Urgency, NU: & i P15 25 RS T R
A3 by, Ja T NS E B A v ) 0 BRI L
Sy Ak B kA BE AR Y o — 350 PRl 3 (Vanderveen,
Hershberger, & Cyders, 2016; Espel, Muratore, &
Michael, 2017), X —Z5 R 2R stk A2 2
B2 S OB G . 75 0h, TERZEAEA
SR EN Y RAT A R LU I, RS R IR E
14 5 35 T 52 B 5 I ) 00 T 1 D Y b 3 P AR
1% 55 (Sharma, Markon, & Clark, 2014; Dalley et
al., 2017)c 5t Wi SEAN [a] J2 T 14 e 3y 1 S e ) )
AEIFAE R — 59, BA1& AL, ATk
AR, SIEAT R . B, AR T e s v E
P2 B — 0 BRI G B il b 22336 5 (LY 2%) 16 3
AT R A 4E 5 (MacKillop et al., 2016), &zl
F AR JURA R (4 0k 37 R 28 E AR AR T 2T 08 50
AT A B R, T LAE GF A ph Bk R,
BORE A WL AT DI ER SR 5 Z ARG ATy 5 iy
PRHE TR A B A=A o

HRiE, FEAS R D 5 7 v v A i gl 1 52 2
WEUT =255 vhal: WRREE s,
J5 WX SIE 3R B AR AT 0 SN DA B v AR B3R 4
1wl . SRR SR A, AR TE B S
R, KBSk T 2R s AT . 2 AL
T A4 HIALRE Hh SRR, S e il I 34 3 1k 1Y
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RE1; FRIT RSl A AR o, A R T
VAHRE S, E—Fh R TR I RS R
EATAT LS Sy b sh Pk i = 28 IR R, St B
AHC, IF5 4 BT AR A A2 E 1Y 2C & (MacKillop,
etal., 2016) Aik, whah PR B A2 R o 45 4 S
WML A Z B G, whsh M A R & A
R ML B 2 (B 22 Rl A o B . AR
ST v I M R %) 5C R R IFIE, 3K K] BH b
PR Bl AN ) 45 b B H A B e A e R ) R TR
Beiy Ve FANAILA, B A BORAA Tk v b s e 1 1 T
R IR I PRI T B AR — 25 i e SE A,

1 {EARBIT AR R : R
BR 15 R/ Eh AL T BE

1.1 EEEHFRAIENRINSER

BURAT S, whsl vk B 52 Y 3R IR R
BB A RRIE . SR R 8l i R (BIS-
11). UPPS-P FIHAh— 2L A4 TF By H T4 & 0t
TR, BT B w3 PR R A A 25 4 0 A AR
n] HE A9 A 5% (Argyriou, Um, Carron, & Cyders,
2017). AHIGAR 250X BREE, 4 B0 a5 B 5
7K/ BIS ¢ BT i1 31 (Zeng et al, 2013),

NS AR B2 T 1) e Sl R R T b B
(Bteany . FeitRIPE | ROKSFR I, 1ok,
FLIERE . BRI R S S HURE . X SERREHE S
FAE HE BB BT R U, 0T ELBE A R 5t
i 1Y i 8] f 39 4 3 — 26 n R (Verdejo-Garcia,
Lawrence, & Clark, 2008), B W55 £ H, FH/4FEH,
B B 38 RO 5 )R 24 ) £ T 06 &R B S B T Y
— 0 BURRAE (Chester, Lynam, Milich, & DeWall,
2016), XEERFAE, LS I Ty A REAR U # 1 4)
YA PR B, el D 58 25 ) O i 1SR 0 o ) 25X
PEL BURMER . — BRI, RKCE p 4R

1 23 S A AT AR X st S 00 Tt 8 A P O 68

BRI, L E U — F R, BHE L
AT A o i HL, X Rl e B A A RN &R
TE N« 2000 & AT A 55 — 10 St s S ik 7E BIS
& B S 2 AR) ) 4 B i Bl (Brsche et al., 2013),
A%, IEARTSCITR, B IR 0w sh v
RS MR WL TR A ES, XEWRE
T T A s M I, B R S5 AT
TR B S R A OG0 b B M TR] Y0 AR
fiE, Sharma (2014)INNy, il A EMEHRHINS

PRI PEAT A DG B S 457 BT S I 1) 2 ih 3 P rh iy
15 B/ BIALHLE, 47 8455 T EAG B 2 vh 3 PEA T
A BN FIAIL ] (B 7% S5 A5 vp 3l A 1k b 3l o 3X R
KR A bz, R LA B A AN ] B B il 4 2],
HEXS U AR o U B U A TR B BTG v
e P O B (1) R AN ph B — S P B
BN E L, PR 2 AR R R st . H
t, BT W AT AR, WA KB
Pl 0 B0, XL R IAE TR — Mk, i
ARERIEH RN EAE . KR, X—EBAThe
A LA LA S5 e b — A 52 S T Y R, D
PRSP S K 30 245 0 A0l T3 1 1) ot 22 40 1) 45 2Rk
ST TE YR F 2 Rk B 20— R S R T AT
1E? WK, MHABAELE
1.2 pIEE R R Eh A1 E AL

RF ST Bl P O SR R 48 AR BARR AR D E 1Y,
S MU (Ventral Striatum, VS)/fRFE#%(Nucleus
Accumbens, NAC)IH I RE B HH 6 o JE M 20k 44/
PRI A AR 3 22 1 52 X ELA I 43 P 4 B0 9 L
AT RN Y JE )2 R, H S BOE 2 g2
PR AL 5 22 269 B AH G (Everitt & Robbins,
2016).

i BIS-11 7543 5 IE M SCIR AR 2 ik D BE T B
H K5 NAc 1 D2/3 A2 4455 5yl /b vl T30 42 g o
Zfj(Belin, Mar, Dalley, Robbins, & Everitt, 2008;
Dalley et al., 2007), i 55 &80, MR BEFEER
RNERNORUIES RN ISR N R Al A R IN e A )
Jiie 2. 3 Z AR RO EEREAR, X RO 20 T
T2 BB . BAREMSCRIE D2/D3 Z 12
¥ 52 A AP 1] LA T g v 2l M O BRUX AT PR
19 2y A, TR HCAS W 2 v B AT R R AAT
(Belin et al., 2008), %} A& PET (Positron Emission
Tomography) B 58 3K WY, Wi = BV < 301 1 75 =
HEM SRR Z B 2 Z AR5 0 (Dalley et al.,
2007).

A PR B 5 E W) B Al P T AR A T B R B
i 3l B A — (I ) SR 1438 [ (Fronto-
Striatal) A% 45 ¥4 5 & #H 5 (Ersche et al., 2013), £
WA 181 (IFG) 1 5T 25 BE /b . 7 i K BT 25 1 4
Ko Wi H, AT IR AE kB 4 o i) [a) Bl 2
T 0 38 7 S 2SR Mg DX 33 3 R B 4 £ i AR 4k
(Ersche et al., 2012; Morein-Zamir & Robbins,
2015).
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3 — 5T W, RE T Tt R X R A
R, RS T & TE R AR G I R, IR
U4 A % 25 SORA O G 5, T EL 5 0
SRR 3% A0 2C (Chester et al., 2016), BbAh, W)
EAT I 4] BsF ) 4000 HEE 250 P 7 J2 S 5 B 3R
G BRE L Jen T AR A OG, X e
N S 2 BH Tk A R A RL Y B I SO T
(Morein-Zamir & Robbins, 2015), iX L3036 7] fE /&
TR, HR A TR SR BB S R 25 W 1 v Sl i S N
(Everitt & Robbins, 2016), —Ii i 2000 24 14 % 1)
FH/DESNNAEY Stop Signal Task PR 7~ . HES A
FVER 81 iy 1] i 80 BE fc A 280 T fi ] 5
BIRIRS . RSN R 25 W) R 6 H] (Whelan et al
2014) 33K B0 DX 14 90T S 45 48 R ik U B R0 1 245
Yy AT A B B B i e sl S B HERT ] . i
|l AR B AZAE R BTS2 ShPLPLREAHOG . S35k, A
& 2 TH IR BT b 3P | B8 K (Novelty Seeking)
Wk 2 U2 KL H DRD4 f74F — & TR
Y ¢ BE (Kreek, Nielsen, Butelman, & LaForge,
2005),

gi b, MUREMA R R BE A AT S5
T RE 0L PR 500 BRZH 22 5 (9 HIE 41 S ik T 7E 25 W) i
FHHT, 5 2 0l © 28 SEBn A7 7E 19 A& R S5 1)
TXAE AR BT LA S 00 p 2 AL R A, 45 2
FNAENG B S AL I TSR K ) 4 (P sl ) DA R
AR 1) e 58 A o e, e A AT S B O i s 24 Al
FHEAT y, IR & e O . BT AR 24 L
99 )R B T A 9 T AU B AT A ) e sl 1 AR A
18 R i 2 B 28/ 23 2 S T WA AR, ik
Y — N ER R . T DUES, R
PE w2l 2 W 5 SO Y — i 5 SRR IC (Everitt &
Robbins, 2013), DI AR S E K NE
RURFAE,  BIVIE AU SOIR A — 8 A0 i 4500 (VS-mPFC) 1l
PSR BE S G AL Y S O AR R RL, BRI
IR0 U L) D N T O i 1L X (N TiTp
e 245 1 T R AU

A, SRR gl b R 2 SRR AR R 5
SR PR R AE IR B T i 3 T R S A A
., Holmes %(2016) AR 5T K B, &3 Tk 51k
IR IX, (3% ACC FH45 P [8] 1) iz J2 J58 3 vk
D> B i fee ) 245 A 1 728 At s A At B FR AR
SNAE Pl AR, An T A ARORE ) T 1Y 4 ] R AL
e AR ARG | AR B Y AR T EL, X

SRR AIE 55 ORI 445 4 1 G 1B () A 2 I AE T A ]
KL AF BB BT ) — Mt N & I (Deserno et al.,
2015), X R A O 4SS 1 B & 7EIE M SOk
. NACC B4 v 5 2% 56 ffk 51 45 46 5 08005 19 5
A RE IR AN S ) BB Y — PR R R B
MBI A P BRI TE AL & T 2 4k b 3l itk 14T Ry AT
RERSpE T MRENMAE., B, &y
FHG S TC T A2 ) 1) b gl 1 24 9 £l P 1 A DR 3R 2
fra?

2 WABITRMBAThEE R TN : RAR
INEIINRE

2.1 REEINEEMAHMNEES. SEBESER

BT TR EREWERE . HEOR TN
Je v T A M AR AE T T A S R W AL A g
Ia] e RS T 3R R G 3 S 0 i il [ B, s 3k 2
Wl 5 U AT b % U A 3¢ (Brsche et al., 2013,
Smith, Mattick, Jamadar, & Iredale, 2014),

AT UGS T R B, U B R AL
CEBFOBN 2 P i il A, 2B AE | R
AT RS AT (T R SR 27 2T, K g i 40
1« B R—2 1717} (Volkow et al., 2010), XFIFT
J B H W, JBSREEE SR, 172 ERM
B FMEYH Y . Zapata, Minney F1 Shippenberg (2010)
KB AR W AE R, B B (AL
(devaluation)2s 324 W) TR ATH Y 10 REAR
I, MR GURE S AFAE W A o S YRR, TR
BB, whah PR B T2 o) AW 2[R 1
e AT ] AR 42 ot 33 b e 22 B H b ke Y 52 1]
110 WU Bl AT o — B RSt H 2R .
MELLFHWT . XSRS A S R . Rz, W
AP B PERR BN 2, BO7E I 1A A5 A 5
Hph, Sy, BARAERE ehsh, WCH bR
0] (AT A AT REAS B, A A4 1k sl fi
FH IR 5

B bR = 1047 A TR 1 B, RS
2P R BT S A DGR R R 4
W5 AW, TE. RORS)AUIEH, ML
RN AR (25 R B L & 3 5 32 ) 7 A=
1S 2 C S E= oS vl B S L e I E B e 1 S
24T R IR R DG R 20— S B (25 ) 47
X HENBUMOCAR R, w4 T A shik
) FoRBUE AT AT o XA > AT S {1
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H PR AR DG ZR R M A Bh 51k, B HbRaL
HEERENSH, AR T 22 500 (2550),
MDA, I AKOK O B R R R AR . AR Z
W R B, W)U # AL Stop-Signal E:55 3R
H B 22 1945 1F w3l (Stopping  Impulsivity), HAG H
FZEN B AN RE J1; #£ 4CSRTT (4-Choice Serial
Reaction Time Task){T:- 55 At & P H A% HLAH LAY
REAG . A LAY SN M2 ) SSRTs (Stop Signal
Reaction Time) (Ersche et al., 2013), iX iF 2=l
s R . MO H A AN AR E R 2
A2 ¢ (Disinhibition) B K2 I i il A f
(Response Dyscontrol)ZRikiZIswhsh, #H,
PERR N REAS AN F SR ATE G S T I 5 SN

A, BT, MRS OCR T B2
T2 MG O, —Fh 2 o & ] B AR AR
28, MR, AHOCR RN GRS HiEE 0
TERK . ANHER YT R 55— R
U2 25 AN AT RV 4R A (FE LT i A7 my 2 3 L 3K
RS R I AG O0), AHICZRER S KT BHEAT A
0 10) AN BEAT B 38, T ik X 254 s 0.0 R
K, SIPEAT ) PRk Ak, A Dy B bR
W4T R AL ILEY B« BAn—Fm 7 AR e
KA, STTHIRAR, Z—FEN A R AR
2 J% [ (Dalley et al. 2007), /™A B 5 % 4 2 1
A5, WMEAED) . S KIE LAEAMA
FI RS2 4055 S ), A Ak SRz AT, 2 —Fh
B Bt T, wETIEEWITNNE
EHER IR ion, AL E, BT
VAT AR, XE LUV BR 259 SR S e b3l
R BB E L AR R, AR RS SR
fifi 7] 45 [H (Pelloux, Everitt, & Dickinson, 2007),
FULD W AR A T2 AT N

AR, X A E kA vk B M 22 ) A R A R
FRo T, XFREEAMES . RSt
I E SCIRAAMI G Y RPN G B R 2
KEAT R, 5ERMEREAEHBHKER, A
2% FHOEE Y45 S (Robbins, Gillan, Smith, Wit,
& Ersche, 2012), X $8 JEAF & 2 0 M A5 5 30 1
FHZGAT M R RRAE, JL 85 S 2 7 A7 A i 2k I,
ECEULE LT AR R DIRE R R E . AT DAL,
G ISR 8 R T 25T by 2 felt U A R B i
GELSRULTIT N

hEl HEAEAR 22 16 RAE AR b &5 i — 2Pk i T

FEA AL ATy, R SRR 2 — . H SRR AT
SR JE WA LA 2T A s aE v 2517 o R B vh sl
PE AT RE-S LT AT R (S REAE) p B T AR G
SHR ELE 1Y) o St e B A 4 R Bl Ok, 3
AR LI 118 0 742 1 BB 2 5 O FR T S AT
Fag A AT AL, HEAN TS (Boisseau et al.,
2012). MR, 7EJBERISRA AT AR A b
WAFTE I . PR L, B AR KA TR AT RE7E T
EATUAF s ZLH S5 280 il g, F 3¢
VRN A

ok, IWEA MBI R E, BE R 7E
14 b Bl P R T 2 AR O O AT S 1 R A, R R Y
Gy BEMERR D RIIERY, 7R BUREAT N K AR Z iR kR
B4 % B E AR (Belin et al., 2008 ), 7EZ591K
ERF, WU Bt — 0 AE N0 2 i F s Ak e o)
P Horp, ARSI O Y o sh e S )
P 3E 25 R5 v sl 0% Ak, 2 Ak LA 3 il R0 < H
Pr— A7 R E— 0 A2y, g A
T A 8F, BN > 15 HE o 38 1k 19 FH 2547
Sk, M LA 3 0 ) 2 e s il o A TR SR, e
KT 14 SR 0 5 4 I o 3l R4 R v Bl
X, FENE 3 o6 (MacKillop et al., 2016), iX
AR T B 25 6 R B B i R o ok
EUl, X TRUBFENS, aiEE W orm, 2
WA FH 2 000k © 2 A7 7 19 3 ) 155 IR/ sh ML 3 1Y
R T o Bl 0 R A B 5 R 1 2 TN S Y T
fetE gl . ORI RE M i 2l SR A AN [ B Bt
PAF RS AWEHMEAEN, #E—50did
BREAT RGN 4ERE . LGB AR—Fm». 25
PERISRIAPEAT N = AP B, SRR RS LR w sl 7E R
I (4 [ B AT RE VR FH, AT RE 3G [t FH 2547 0
KA
2.2 IhEEME BN 7E R B R E4T A A B RO AE

5
2.2.1 “BF-5ME”. JIRER AT ROHEEILE
EESHEHMEHNXR

“HAR—T 107 By B0 2547 S e it 3 1
PR 1 . X S rhEh MR TS ehsh, W
2 K B 5 R B AR M DG X, kA
S0IR MR P IR B A% (N AC) Y Hh o0 R AT R 3 2 301X 4
D& R R GG IDLHI TR, UK DA D2/3
2 A 5 AR RIS (Dalley & Robbins, 2017).,

RIS PGB B s, Hoph 28 5l A %)
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S0 B T e — R R A% 1 32 % 1) SR AR —iz 5l e 22 [
B, TN SOIR 1A% 15138 M SOIR A (Everitt et al.,
2016), WFFE IR, TESZ MR 259 <K A AT )
SRR N AN ) DA (b e | AN AN ), A7 AL
AR AT RE . HP i 22 L e b 28 T (X Rl oA B R
M) S MEBE B T A - SR AAR SIS A O
0 5T v S SOIRAA, oy s bR R SO e 5 A M
SORM, FRAESORIR N %B%Tﬁ%(Haber, Fudge, &
McFarland, 2000))%) 52 mli, T BEJE % 45 B M A
TN SORAR IR BE 04 1 2200 B 25k o 2 0, IR
AN e 1% ) SRR A4 5 48 Sy <A 28 S LAN RN iz 3l )
A AR ELAE AL 1 fige o3 A LR

Zapata 55(2010) & B, FHZ5)5 M, & AMUZCR
1R JE %7 9% 1% (inactivation) BY 1% 0 T, 5% MR
RO X2 T R AR, b 254 SR AT,
[E]H220E B DLS & SR PEAT S i b 28 B o X H
B SR TE s, ™ E RS U A T s
AR DX 78 B g A DGR RS, R OB & T
AN SCRAR F T B 2 s T SR B O
[, 76 ™ PR OB B L, AR G RR
T AMIN SCRAMATE Bl 5 5 24599 5K B IEAE G, T
AN SCAR A 14 355 20 J0) 5 983 3R 5 67 AH DG (Volkow et
al., 2010),

FAb, IBHEAT R R GER T 5 AMU SRR
FIHT AR (aDLS) s AR5t A G, b Hizdh iR
fiti [X. 5 Bk & (Balleine & O’Doherty, 2010; 4T,
SR, M, BREE, MR, 2015), EEWE
5% 55 4 Bhiz 34 X (Supplement Motor Area, SMA)
Al ) D8 I — T A SOIR AR — 2 iz Bl B
(Sensorimotor-Fronto-Striatal loop) (Jahanshahi,
Obeso, Rothwell & Obeso, 2015), FFRLRT, K
H 12 8l X 3 10 15 5 75 3 35842 28 th 2 52 (Substantia
Nigra, SN) XI5 £, MA MR R
J (Ito & Doya, 2015 ), X =F MILFEIIEH, T8
FHOCER R T 2 BHE 2547 i e o

UL, 25 AT O i T A SRR 1
IS A HLE], NGRS S B R, fE it
SJRPER 24T I . DLS 5Tr2 3 &)=
i) S5 Y 1 25 S-R I ] IR AT A 1 i 2 Ll
(de Wit et al.,, 2012) . Z4b, £MI% T [IFT ACC
A LAY R A5 L AR AR 5 R B Ak T AR
T3 1 B ) A T 5 TR A Bl 5 A ) A 55
(Go/No-Go task)¥iI[], F4MUTFIA A 57 2 (DLPFC)

A B A 2B TS AT LA T i 3 B 4 R AT Ry T
55 52 il S 1 R O B SR A 8 385 A FE 25 Tt
P AR S 33k T BE TR IR A 15 40 o 42 o AR G A
M DLPFC Y D BEXS S i il i 21 1 2 A4 H]
(Martz, Zucker, Schulenberg & Heitzeg, 2018),

P, 35 S SOIR AR — 20 1 i DX [l g 22 5 )
BUEAT I A RN L, fedt 1 2 R A s ik
FZ4547 M9 . DLPFC (1 5y i I 56 13— > 48 1
oM EAT IR, I B Re A, DU DL il
2BEAT R FREE, U AR I B ZUAY 45 1k
k.,

H B AFE R ) R, X T 20 M T 2547 Y
B, 2 T (R 2508 1) 4% 18 S 30 3 i iy
F L2y, SISOl i AR, i8R e
Bt gl vk © AR X R S AR w5l S B
FE . Hogarth, Chase F Baess (2012)AYHF57 &L,
“HAR—S ) il (IR AT O 1 £2) 5 BIS il
R B SR sl B AR OC, IR AT AR
Fohh P rp T RES I T D EER MO, XA
TR, B 250l A SR 452 1k vh 3/ S B,
WA RE 2 Fe 2 IO B A R B h, 50, TErh3)
PENKE T, A St S 1T ARKSF BSOS R

JIRE A B G S o Bk 1) 58 A 14 IR BT 25k RIS
MR A A B KA B 4 (Morein-Zamir &
Robbins, 2015). wHIWFTEINN, KLEKZEHG , J)
AE A 22 57 7R O 1 24517 i B2 21 ) AT
WrBeA 2 th il B HETREEE B, 52 BHtT
R KR X LA Bl A i gl (S0 400 1 ) 7 A A R I A
B 5 T HURAT A MAETE, I B BRaAT i 5 IR
PR 2R (P A T 2577 S e 72 g ST A T 24) o R a2 3
] RE IE 23X 86 22 S e A T 24547 S kA P B RY
A5 (Ersche et al., 2012), Aid, X X ITCHE R,
T ATE LG IR, IR B B TR
MZ55 R, MR 25 b, 2 250
SR RZEHIE . AT RERY I DR 2 - B & 4 o]
TREAS Bt SEAIG, JCuk i 253 R vh 22 s 1
) I MR HR S o TR, S 4 2K P SO S I
FW PR T e — D RRAR, TR~ RY A Sh ik
2o PRI B EE . AR PF2y ) T T 157
PEAT g B b 22 BEAll——52#%/DLS . 512 3y i X fY
LS, IS 8 X B SE AL R 2 B 2 5 B R
TN BYIE i (Ito & Doya, 2015), [, R &2
AR B U AT B S5 AR VA4 T 24 W) 3t ARG 2 RE P 45



Fs5M

MG gl id S 7 R [R] B B b 3l 1 B AL 839

1 (55 BURE 5 O AR AE R T v s B 2547
T PFC THREMIATOC), B, JE 08 i i 22
IR, B SM-DLS-PFEC FRE&AE g 5 4501 FH 25 i
2L

222 SREMAHITANIGIRES X R

SJBEAT A Be, MG RN T,
ANTT ARG, U 7 A B F A Y SRR, T
FHEGAT S0 ) e A g L A — e o) 14 S 1) B 24— 1)
2517 o (HMAT HE A TR . B R B b
Bl AR 2 S SR RE W0« B x-S ) 4T
B U LA SO A4/ BR B58 A% — T oA 000 iy 4 P )22
(NAC/VS-vmPFC) N ZE Rl 1947 o BEAT Ay« H br—
WA O R AR AR R BN M ST AR PR ATy B
BZJE, Ha Bl o &5 m S sekik-iz )
G DX [, A A O Uk R S iR B P 8 25 R R
AT A, T PN SOIR s (R A% )~ P i
I 2% (DMS-vmPFC) B 42, [ ik -5 45 ) 3l 4
fisi X B9 TR /) 5 5% (Smittenaar, FitzGerald,
Romei, Wright, & Dolan, 2013),

HEMNFRC A BIR, WaE e B
S ECRAR R HERT S5 5 . SCIRIE -5 H
D10 [ Y 32 45 055 14 A5 A7 G IR (Grrisser et all,
2004), J& LRSI — IR S W) R0 NS H A
ST R ARG T vmPFC T P SUIR 4 S
#B(pDMS) Y AH B4 F (Shiflett, Brown, & Balleine,
2010 ). UBKAR, Hl 82 vh Bl vk SR ) EEEHL,
P E 5 G AT R R . M Eh AR v B 1y 5-
CSRTT Y LS, 55 10 15 1 J2 18 T 0 14 3l 2 A
0%, I AR 23 0 e i sl R BRI eh Bl AT A,
ki 5 %oF % R ik 38 PR AT Sk i fUER (Belin-Rauscent
etal., 2016),

YREL K A5 (Diffusion Tensor Imaging, DTI)
FFEEFIRZE MIEA 245 HT(Voxel-based Morphometry
VBM) &I, U IR T R RS BRI T B 3
B BT R TR Y 5, R S B A K 5 B
e RARAZ R M SCIR A B 2R, XA
28 XA R 2 5 S AT R e K ARk R, g B
BRIAREFIPEA Y | ALk H AR - ] S 0 il 22
i ——FEWRZ Y5 vmPFC 3% 25 3R % (Tricomi,
Balleine, O’Doherty, 2009)FJIE i, 5L J2: 1 B JE
NG 2 45 T L T RO A A R B AE I B B Y
“HAr—Sm 7 MRE . 1Ak, R RETES
SIS | K ARG T SR A AR O, A L X R

20, TS AR SRS R BN 7 A2 ) Rtk
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Impulsivity or habitual behavior? The function and mechanism of
impulsivity in different phases of drug addiction

WANG PengFei; YAN RuiTing; MIAO Xin; ZENG Hong
(Department of Psychology, Research Center of Psychology & Brain Science Guangzhou University, Guangzhou 510006, China)

Abstract: Impulsivity is a type of risky behavior or tendency of carrying out such behavior without
sufficient consideration of its consequences. It could be represented by impulsive behavior-related
personality traits and also delaying discounting or proponent response inhibition. A large number of
researches have indicated that the impulsive behavior is implicated in the stages of initiation, maintenance,
and relapse of drug-secking behaviors that are involved in drug addiction. However, how impulsivity
influence and facilitate the process of drug addiction is yet to be clarified. Analyzing the impulsivity of the
different stages of addiction may lead to further understanding. At the beginning stage of drug use,
impulsive personality trait plays a role of motivation to facilitate the drug use behavior. Then continuous
operant condition learning leads drug users to enter the goal-oriented stage and presents impulsive selection
tendency. At the third stage, classical conditional learning promotes the matching of related cues and drug
effects, forming a conditioned reflex. Addicts enter the stage of habitual drug use and show stop impulsivity.

Key words: addiction behavior; impulsivity; habitual drug use behavior; goal-directed behavior.





