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* &t % 4 # (Conceptual Framework) *

5 B PR IEFE 25 W AU 1T A R Y 5 R %
REGM-RREE RGHEER

FrF OANARE OKEH KO

(B B R R A7 e 2 N SC24BE, 51 550025)

W OE RARE-—MAERMTEERGEETALTWALGIE LM, KIEANE R LA RIABIT A
PENH A TR FRHAYRBOAERE, AEFRSTER RGE(T - EE—-A %A 22 3858 £ R IBAT H P
ARG R EREGH TR, 12455 mIE ARG IER G AT H TR LK A %AV Z KL
BIEAT A PO AERALH T AR, LA RS2 MR RA IR R H K sV PR AR
H R KAWL RAESE, R B ML SALRIBATH G A (BE B RBEHE S T2 H4E R 60 5k xt
W), AN ZiNd, BB ARE WZYRERREGO T EAER, SEHYRRBARGIERE, HEA
W FERBAR MR EFH LGSR S RBRTIRE, PER—FRANGHRBANZEDIRIE, HIRFH
W YA TR SR L SN,

KEiIE B, Bk, REX A%, WHTRE 24 ER%

SRS B84S

1 ARERREX SRARSEAR 2y . A IR S th B RS
pft ] AU BATI SR Ak 22 26455 (American Psychiatri
B M R R e VARG S (Amrican Peychiatrc

A Association, 2013). W53 &, 7E4E a2
Xﬁfﬁ%%iﬁﬁfﬁﬂﬁﬂi%%ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁi?’i@?mﬁﬁ TR . WA . T A, B
(Goldstein & Volkow, 2002; Leshner, 1997) . /5 A9

ELSIER SECZ Y R A 297 20% li
SN EUG L B T SE8E T LR 26 IR V24 24 W R L1290 20%  (Pascoli

1., 2018; Yiicel 1.,2019), X#w, B a

BTN, R . W, B feel et al, 2019), IXHL, 7 ILARA

. y e e s PE 25 R0 245 1) BUREAT A T RE A A JE B I A

RN 5 AT R R YT, I ELL Y S &KL (Agrawal et al., 2012; Everitt et al., 2008;

FERNTT A X PR 25 M EAR 25 T BER, R Koob & Volkow, 2016). JEJL 1-4E%. 4 e i
FaRIF T AU (1) TR BB 24 AT 55 338 M (compulsivity) ’ : ; ’

Uk EAMN TR limbic d i il
R AR TR SETeTE e sy
0 TENH, TG B U AFEDalley et ’ N .

al., 2011; Luscher et al., 2020; Robbins et al lﬁfrz%)ﬁg’EEEEQE{KE&QU&W%HTEZET??W
. s © s ] Thak H 3 “,m s S, ALz,
2012). BYRBI LI 5 Sty OISR Rk B R A S

. . Bt I Goldstein & Volkow, 2002, 2011; Koob
%o L, KRR S SR e o fE/T(Goldstein & Volkow 00

o o i A 2017; Koob & Le Moal, 2005), Hitt—=, ¥
Y - 7}&‘%“ A Y AE /\‘ EﬁEl
BIE s b BARE 5Z M E 1 4k 2 BN B RS E AT Wa . =R LB B impulsivity ) B 4 LR 25

Wy 1S TR ) T AR A R T I R B R g A KU TA T
Wk M 2020-12-29 (Comings & Blum, 2000; Dalley et al., 2007; de Wit,
* [HF ERE R4 (32060195) % Bl ; 2009; Ersche et al., 2010, 2011, 2013; Verdejo-
BEMES . ™%, E-mail: yanwansen@]163.com Garcia et al., 2008; Volkow et al., 2002; Volkow &
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Morales, 2015; Luijten et al., 2017), % £8{IF §f %} +
Y RAT M E B . dEde LA AR X 2 oK
bk KRG T T EEMF, KW, TR
ARG EIR BB ZAEE A A B UL S 28 7R 259
BURAT MRS 20 kA R R RN 2 A AL
il IR X 24 ) 1 ) TR A P R AE A B R HC
WL T % A % (Janak, 2018; Koob & Le Moal,
2005).

— TS, 245 BOREIR S Y AR (R AR
A2 . A2 Py fe P F A 4 24 ) 1
{5 8 MU (Bveritt et al., 2008), fELLE L, 24
Wy AT R A2 B IR B ) 2 5L 3R Bl i
WEEAR, TR RS 0 SR BN TR 2547 S 1 3K
ofy ¥5 i R E 0 SO A4 /AR B 4% (ventral  striatum/
nucleus accumbens) % ¥ "] T M 80K 44 (dorsal
striatum)¥% #% (Everitt & Robbins, 2005, 2013, 2016;
Gardner, 2011), LN EEY2MER, KK
P28 2R G0 T TE R R A (A 2T A5 A B ™ = A
EPEAT A R HLE R, R T Y R Y R
B TR AR ZR 55 38 1 A 56 1) R 358 1445 5
M RBLEWIIRE . AL T LG, WP
FaRIAZ WL AR . VR AE T TR s U0 X
T 17 T & R Al (Koob, 2017),

25 R 4 (anti-reward  system) & i it £
YRR E RS, EHHREANEN T
38 Pk 25 ) 0 R E G 88 T (Koob & Le
Moal, 2005, 2008; Koob & Volkow, 2016; Koob,
2017)o 5% R G EEHEL T IE SR AR5 00 B4 T
RENLHRIANE, REERE FEATRES RN
PEIG . RO N AL B T IR B A S Y
() I R S N S R 28 | B S P P 3
(extended amygdala), 1§57 1= 4% # J¢ #% (central
nucleus of the amygdala), £ 4 K #% (bed nucleus of
the stria terminalis) . A B# #% 52 &8 (shell of the
nucleus accumbens) %% (Koob & Le Moal, 2005,
2008; Koob, 2013, 2017; Koob & Volkow, 2016;
Volkow & Morales, 2015), iX &8 [X I8 B4 AL B
AL PR M RS, R ERA
B K )52 UL BGRB8 F (AN AR A AR M L ¥
Syttt I mEME AR RS . N R
i S 85 45 S 1 2 A A, DT R i I 4 R
%t (limbic emotional structures)FIHE AR 71z 8h 5
4 (extrapyramidal motor system), [R]H}, X &8 [X I

AR IR 2t 14 55 M 17 4 A 56 0 8B A G 1
M, FEARE: RY IR FEERRE
“F (corticotropin-releasing factor), Z=H & g &
(norepinephrine) . 5% MERK(dynorphin)% . HEP: 24
Y B AR I 2 a2 ik 2 s, xS 4
WMERESW, FHEBAL, HEGE. PUR
R O B R R M TS R A B A
2NN T R U N S NV B R S
Yy LA fif B AN 35 S (Everitt & Robbins, 2016; Koob &
Volkow, 2016; Volkow & Morales, 2015), H1 T W&
P 245 1y 194 2 B AN 2 B AR O™ il AR 25 ) 1 P 9 A
IR B, 10 B 24 ) T R Y AR 2 R A, A
PR 285 Wy W it A2 A DT M B, 24 00 25 BRI 35 i
TR I (AR 22 ) . [T, R RS
77 EE A PR SSORE BCA iR K Bl A A 2 e 0 v
AR ET RN, IR, 258 R R TR
PEPLH S REFERBRER AR R E® . R,
JREEF R GEAE R KN K 2N A 85 48 (hr T LR R
fiti, basal forebrain), B T A H A G4 B4
LB ENLHI Z 58, 4325k A Bid i K2 00 M7
0, OB B - 80K R BR B (fronto-striatal
circuits) 1Y 8 A AR 43 . Lean, &AM AT A
(dorsolateral prefrontal cortex) . # T [A] (inferior
frontal gyrus) & 41 ] HIE %5 1 (lateral orbitofrontal
cortex) F| M SURAR (AR | 524%) IRl 7 ST IR
TR 2R AT S AR AT, IR DY AR
IF-(ventromedial prefrontal cortex). HE%H M- E &
SORIRAR IR . A etk | BBURZ A B
TR F AL . AL OB
VLB 0 3805 i 25 (Ch'ng et al., 2018; Haber, 2003;
Koob & Volkow, 2016; Kriiger et al., 2015;
Moorman, 2018; Robbins et al., 2012; Volkow &
Morales, 2015), [Fitt, 254 pa i 30 PR AE 1 7
VLI AT RER = FPisfe . (DRI R 6E
KR AL TIRETTHE); ()R 2R
BERGEDRRIGCF AT MBI DI a8 = 5); G)nr
WEZM, HAT, REEH5EE BB T
Wy IR I A M AR AL R VR B R 2R R S
PR TCHE LR R A0 R R R R G T Re B A
X 4 7 T 1) & Jill (Koob, 2017; Koob & Volkow,
2016; Lischer et al.,, 2020; Volkow & Morales,
2015).
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AR RAERIEERER . ME by E il L R 544k
2 5 R IR By [V S5 D5 T T i A BR (Janak,
2018; Koob & Le Moal, 2005; Volkow & Morales,
2015), JuHRR 2 ST 32 2L )5 PR AR 5L 56 3h Pk
R P2 24 B A R 2 A 50 2 U 24 ) (stimulant
drug) 5575 I, Bk = NEHUREAT e .
N, PR AR R R 2 1 A U Y
IR UEHE (Just et al.,, 2019; Hynes et al., 2018;
Koob & WVolkow, 2016; Luikinga et al., 2018;
Pascoli et al., 2018), %&-Fitf, A H LI AZETE
LA IR S 25 (10 D) U A FE A TSR, 25
B st A% 07 (W U 5 2 W Y —
OB WSS AR R R B XT R ) | D S e A
B BRSO 2 Ry s L, i —
AR A TR R E AE 245 ) U T Y5245 B e A
R AT A — %5 3R G0 BE % O TR A 2 R
A SR RO 24 W) U Y DG B AR W S A B 22 Y
FES R o

2 BERMARER

21 BEEUEMERAEKXSNEHZE

i 38 P (compulsivity) iy — B & R« 515
BAER . 5 AR H bR A IR 56 R AT 3
NS o G4 A NUT - RN
(Dalley et al., 2011; Robbins et al., 2012), HA7#
AR BT S ACH O RE S RN BMBATTRAT e A
I, AE B R SR TSR A 15 2 i SR A 1 5
JEPE b St R AT By, DI g KRR R Bk
£ ¥ (Berlin & Hollander, 2014), 518 P4 1) A 186
T T 2B, ST EhZIM . SRR
fo. TERES . MlER ek . RO [
HUIEAE . A Y19 R 45755 (Robbins et al., 2012).
LRI SR S PEAT 1) A 52 B SRR |, AFSE
R B (NN RO AN B2 3] 1) A A S (A
FR I HL ) TR 25 SR 2GR B (AT R IR 5
R R BN E R A M 21T R
(Deroche-Gamonet et al., 2004; Vanderschuren &
Everitt, 2004), £ A58 HEAT R RRAE A 5 1,
B F bR AL i R T B 2 24§ Yale-Brown
5 A 1% 3% (the Yale-Brown Obsessive-Compulsive
Scale, YBOCS; Goodman et al., 1989) . 53t ¥4 24
fifi Ff it % (the Obsessive Compulsive Drug Use
Scale, OCDUS; Franken et al., 2002) A M /A £ FL 5%

il 7 3 (the Padua Inventory of Obsessive
Compulsive Disorder Symptoms, PI-WSUR; Burns
et al., 1996)% ., H 1, YBOCS ¥ ini&i I+ HA7 5%
HPEREIR B AR B, OCDUS 24X F 291k
JHREA, PI-WSUR W5 finid JH 7 — M e iE A . 78
N RZ T, A EROA Y SHTAT 2R A B
T AR 42 1 s oz 410 il BE ) k45 A7 5 (Dalley
etal., 2011; Koob & Volkow, 2016), & FH A5
AT 55 EEAAE . SO R SO AT 55, o
Go/No-Go ,Stop Signal , Stroop 11: 55 % (Logan et al.,
1997; Macleod, 1991); &R E: 55 (set-shifting
tasks), 1PN /4b 4 JE ) e 4F %5 (Intradimensional/
Extradimensional set-shifting task, IDED; Grant
etal., 2010); A% R i ¥k 8 5 5% %% > (reversal
learning){T:45, 3T 2 R 50 244T 55 (Wisconsin
Card Sorting Task, WCST; Heaton & Staff, 1993).
MR 2 527 > {T:55 (Probabilistic Reversal Learning
Task, PRLT; de Ruiter et al., 2009), —#ikH, &
o P 58 1R B LA B T 2 1 )2 [ % (response
perseveration), S 1 A4 14 5% 38 PE AKCE T 5
B 2N HH5 F5 (Leeman & Potenza, 2012)
22 AYBBEENREEEFTERERES B
JSAE TR 245 W) U A A PR R IEAS B 1 BIFSY
FEARZ UL, H LT D e i 280\ J ) gy
B RIAOT I s, ATR R KRR . %2R 25
R BT 288 24 9 1 P 5 A 490 ) 42 1) RE T 45040
(Bolla et al., 2004; Hester & Garavan, 2004; Rogers
& Robbins, 2001), ¥ . AR FEZ R 2540
JHAEAE Stroop INAIN AT 55 F1-R F e 45 46 |34
L ™ B T AE B 15 (Verdejo-Garcia & Pérez-
Garcia, 2007), Lk 155 ) B 351 5 1 50
1% DRUFITAT & IR FF 4 R &2 1F #H 5% (Fernéndez-Serrano
et al., 2010) WFFTIR KR, AT+ A 0 HT JE 28 75 i 45
251 B AR I % 2% S 55 R ILAL W) 04 it
[ % (Ersche et al., 2008; Ersche & Sahakian, 2007;
Fillmore & Rush, 2006; Soar et al., 2012), {H1f
R BIFSE A 15— B4 5 (Goldstein et al., 2004;
Madoz-Gurpide et al., 2011), JC/rHrifFsE R M, &
VPR AR R ORRR R R IR T e 24 W i P R
B AR RS AT A £ O
AR 2N T RE Bk (Cadet & Bisagno, 2016; Lee
et al., 2019; Manning et al., 2017), #&/x555830 M
AR S M 2 RN D) RE B B T BE = A () 25 W Tk &
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(3G TR R AIE o 85 AR 55 6 245 9 3 P 55 s il o
SN [ HEAT T A, e P TE E B 4
1255 5 R 43284 55 1 3 B 2 RL 1 81 25 it 1)
(Leeman & Potenza, 2012), St H &, 1Eh—MdEzy
Y RIETT A, W TR % (gambling disorder)5 £ Fh
SR MR DG 10 Al 2 DA R B A7 TR DD G . JT
B IR, Ve 1ol s 4 25 D00 35 3 M 19 A 2 TA A
55 N RIGE | E H et | 1 8 22 ) 3R
B 1P EEE (van Timmeren et al., 2018), #i/~
SR IE PR RRAE T RS BOREA T A B T KA PR 2R B0 AR
A4 PN 2 RU4% BT (Robbins et al., 2012; van Timmeren
etal., 2018) A B BRI o, JLE T D4R
SR IE PEFRAE (IR RAEPE L A R0 S g 41 1 e
JIAEY AT LSS A AR B S S 25 9 OB TR, £
TR . RS . ARIL 2 S5 0 F % (Latvala
et al., 2016; Meier et al., 2018; Nigg et al., 2006).
XU, A SR PR A A S B iz,
BERR EAEZG W) MU T 14 5 PR DL R B A 25
Y (Fineberg et al., 2014; Luciano, 2016; Yiicel &
Fontenelle, 2012),

TE 8% Ty AL J7 T, FERBIE I8 BOBUAE T 58
KB, XAt R (TR B AN U S
AT RSO 245 ) 17 [ Jf S 2% JH IR (siblings) 7E Stop
Signal S W M4 S5 09 3R B0 5 1E 5 % R4 1L
13 R % (Ersche et al., 2012a, 2012b), H.{Ezh{E
5 ] S 2 B TOUI AR O 1) ol 28 B Jef (60 435 P 000 T 40
L HERSTR | ETAHE ] RO SOIRIA/Fe %) R
1B A S A T AE SR H (Just et al., 2019), $2/R)%
I3 T B 7 5 B T BE R 24 W O A T S i TR E S A
Gy R FE N R I Ah, RS )RR i
(resting-state functional connectivity)#f53 & ¥, 24
W UREAT S 1) G T8t 1 IXUIRG: 5 3 B Ry HIE A -
I P 0 A e A 8 R R A B B B i R (i
ZRRR % R HART 10 Y PR AT 5, iR 24
Wy FH B9 FEHT 1 (resilience) W) 3= 5L 55 A0 Fij %5 -
SRR LA TS Bz shIX . RO ETAs i 35 g
Ty B 3 H 1 53 AT 5 GX WA i 22 40 % 2 B 45
R B9 I S R 218 (Ersche et al., 2020),
X2 WY, 53 R G 4 4 ) e 22 3R
% I BETE 25 W) IR Y 4 AR ki v AT AR
Ji A7 s PR 3 kA W0 g A% 22 A B i s, 5 R A
il K Bl 142 6 D BE A DGR M S0RAK . HE&R R
HAMURTA . R0 RO 2 U 2 %

PR (D2R)HE K 1k 3 /b, 7T RE S 9 38 M FH R
Y CEAETRG . IS TR P RORTIEAE)
1Y B L5 1% 5 [ T (Everitt et al., 2008; Goldman
et al., 2005; Volkow et al., 2011); Tfii 7£ 35 IS0k
e IRBEAZ . BT, AU R R AR, A5
fi & A I (Y Syn3 H:P AR R IBE D, JE 585
WIAE S5 2 21 A1 55 T D RE 40 4% Bl ey ik e P 1Y) E 22
AL L (Egervari et al., 2018), H4ab, SIAFIM
il X $0AT T BEAH OC 1 JLAS I B S 7 T SE 54 L il O
Kl (COMT) (1 T W35t fL A8 Ak, 55 538 M 24547
WA ) K R (Agrawal et al., 2012; Kwako et al.,
2018), WFFEiRfEw, mIgnt . EA . A2+
JeR . FIRIMUA A . B MBCREE . RIRESE
22 A 1 DX 11 56 ] 3 WU 35 1% 8 b (A 20 B A8
DNA FEAE . dE4i% RNA)S B R 26 259 siRad 7
g B AH X (Browne et al., 2020), MK 5,
15 25 ) URE B 30 PR AT O 0 R 2\ FRRAE B s
& 5 B, H TR T ARk A B,
PRI A 75 2 I REFNRA M — PR (Lee et
al., 2019),
23 HISIM-RERZRFENKSEEME

MM Z RGN RERr 2F, 259 U 15
18 PERRAE EBR A N ATF 475 il (cognitive  top-
down control)ag 5z i #1i] (response inhibition)X} G
45t (Dalley et al., 2011), i3 Fh 2 ARG 5 55 i A
R R B R 2 H R G AR D AR 2K R A 56 (Koob
& Volkow, 2016), FLan, R i 21 AR A% K £
IR 23 B R AE T ST (glutamatergic projections) ]
DL 4 ol 1) 2 bk HE sh DL IR 4 AT S 8 R
(Chudasama & Robbins, 2006), A& 52 )2 Y v-
T MR AE(GABAergic) 1 2l Z= #L W 7] B & F 2
TARICAC . AFRIATS . 09 il S5 AH DG AT 2l B
[Ef%(George et al., 2012; Volkow et al., 2011),
ZRARAERESE IR W], TR 259 U 3 0 5 38 PR
fECN S R AP HIAS 2 . SO B A A ) (LR E M)
55385 SMU/E SR A L AT L A A
TS XSS D BRI YICR, M5 AY
AH G5 26 [ R . 5 3E A 2l D055 P ) HEE 45 - K%
A0 i 11 47 151 45 47 5 (Goldstein & Volkow, 2011;
Smith & Laiks, 2018). S5 & B, & MNMZCR
e BERRAMI AT A SR M B AT N A K
(Ostlund & Balleine, 2008), TMiRj%% )2 (prelimbic
cortex, ZELTF AT SMM AT AT ) -5 3 40 %)
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e 24T A RO D B8 & (Mihindou et al., 2013),
TE 5 P04 i AH O A % (U Go/No-Go .
Stop Signal), AHX}HEIAY AR . T
PN AR M B9 B 4 Bh 32 301 X (pre-supplementary
motor area, pSMA). v T I& SMU T &7 - 19 47 {45
Tl M sCREGER | BAREE) (Morein-Zamir &
Robbins, 2015). fEHAWIES L, BERMEREE7 ]
55 G100 Wi 2451 et 58] A0 SR A B e 28 A B G, T
R RE 5 SO A - 0 A0 S0P AR Y
L3R A 2 (Morris et al., 2016). ILAN, SMIIE%
mEE AR T AR L BBUR R BRI B SAA
PRI 8 0 LA B N R N D6 R, T 50
8P 2547 A & (Moorman, 2018; Sinha et al.,
2016; Smith & Laiks, 2018), &A1&, 259 iE
) 588 300 AL 5 I — S 2 R G A IR R Y
T ge % AN AT 43, B LA 38 R 35t 4% By Sk A
Z ARG R B ST AS 50 FH EIE
24 AMBMHARVIANR

WRg TR, AT ATE Z IR A R R 2
JSCJRE T 5 A R AIE 1 352 A B SR D R A A -
SRR G BT T Rl 2 A LA X — B A
2], AT H A AR XA R 250 (K )
AT RO, 4558w (G ¥ 5 Hoo2y
Yyt ) — G0 8 A0 S s JH R A X R L R A
5 b 28 A PO 28 A T e i S A S L)
P2 58 2% (U R M 1 TR 150 S5 AN [R))2 IR UE A,
TRASRFE R PE L 259 BURAT A TP A A A R
B =B RGEHL . (1) PR IA I DI RE A1 2,
VU 5 v 3 TR R . Vi TR LR 3 T B 1) — 2
2% a8 (TC 29 {8 FH 19 S 2% B 0K ) 5 T 6 ) B T o
SRR T A 25 5, AR AT ] L 4
Ml RE T . N RG4S, Q) aE
D7, A I A AR = A kA BT R A A
% 5NN R AR 55 B O 0 3 1 A DG A
(event-related potentials, ERPs)fJAZfLENAE, % %K
555 30 PR 55 VAR G A AU BB A67 A5 (40 N 200
P300) ) il F FRAE B L Z S A 1 (3) R R 5t
5 ) 8 M i & % 18 H R (functional Magnetic
Resonance Imaging, fMRI), &G A0 30
55 INFIRIEMEAT S5 . S0P 28 B g s 1 8 A
55, S BT LGSR IR =2 MR AR AU - R R
B A % T (A0 A HEE 20 et — 5 I SORAA L PR HE
B — 0 SR AR A R O S5 5 Yk

ARAE DL, RE 25 W) R 58 38 PR AL 1Y 3 4% 5 Jek
P e e A Wy, DU R RO 24 ) 1SR 1 S
AR R B S

3 WxRME

31 AR 1. WS EREEEMEINN EA5RIE

R EIEESBRRE

CA BT R, AN 0259 i AR FE 2R 38
PERFAE (LG Qn 30 4 1 A8 205 V) 7 T T REAFAE
FHF M (Lee et al., 2019), {HXFILFEIMERAE
Ko isihl by BV R B2 RGN 5, AP B TEN
PRI T T PR 1 DR O T I DR U
A R 11— 255 T (T 245 0 1 A9 L 2 L k) 5 1
BT HRZH A5 0 PR AR b Y 3 (R M R 22 Rk R,
DM 3 — 545 733 5 30 PR AR A 245 0 U 1Y st 4%
Sy BE L (Ersche et al., 2020). 7 A< 45 5 il i 25
FEFPLA | L DOHCEE FiE A rhon R AT Bl R, R IR
60~80 44 T 28 AF PR 75 A9 96 3% U 93 b
I FEERA . W5 IRAE, I 60~80 441K
PR PSR 1) T 24 0 T B S S ARk TR, AR
X AHEPEH 60~80 S TEMEN . AFWS . BE S
THTAH DEE A 1F 3 Bl A T A 2 A RS2 6

ANHLFRUE: (D) EH : 55 DSM-5
FP B BT 285 25 ) i 6 5 14 32 TR 1 (Structured
Clinical Interview for DSM-5, SCID-5-CV; First
etal., 2016), mH— 44 Il A #O °7 B2 Je— 4 28
o BRI RO 2 TAE % T 5t i &g . Bl
FEWy— AT 18~50 2 (Yan et al., 2014), HA /N
R ERI T DL EEE R, BEAS 5T U DG IA
HUE 5 A, B0 808 IE AL IE R A B
PELG Y TG BC Il R R K L SRS RR
SRS . JCIRG W SRR B . TEiki A5 |
TP SRS P S B 5 ST — R N R IR
FHEZ e A 2N T DRE Y B2 2 25 W) % T Sl br it 3
BAFOL, FRVFARAEAT s ()i R SO TG
W T LS IR IR B AR RR, DR T 1%
P AT A HoAt SO E 25y T R IA L KT L RSk
U BR L SRNRHR A, TCIPRT I SR B |
eI AMG 2 BORS PloB B 2 5 SR
— J& PN R I R e e 2 N R I RE Y R 2R 2 ) O
HEBRAT WOARAT A AR T 18~50 %, HAT/hi¢
Eepspn i LR R, AR AE 5E UM SC R TA R
YA S5, ML IEAL T IR (3)1E R IRA
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S B A X S R B A AR 3 i ) f e T,
TEN SRR AE 5 00 4l ™ 4% DC I, 4R+
18~50 %, BA/NFE sy Ll F#ERIE;
TCATAT AR B: 25 M0 FH 22 7, G TRAS T P s M i 1
M, TGN AR BIRBOR MR S S 550
T — J&] P9 oA B 5 i 22 A i D BE B B A 25
AHEBRA ATy, U EL T IE R, AR
S8 BUAH AN S I AT 55 o ASHIEE ™ AR N2 5
B F AR DG AR BRI, Jr A5 a5 T 0 47 W) 1
HIEZSINeFsE, 5 H AR —E SR

HAb, SRR A PR R (SDS) . M2 E [ PE R
P (SAS) PP A% 2 R IR, DA 35 4 2 1 i HEBR
15 2 [0 REURT S5 904 55 45 155t LA B 4% 2 [l % L 43
BB T4 B 38 PEAFAE B934 : (1) Stop-Signal
SR A4 45 (Logan et al., 1997)F1 Stroop i ta—
i) W S A 55 (Macleod, 199 1) 323k 12t ) 317
il ¥ BE s () FH 4 B2 Y 44T 45 (IDED, Grant
et al., 2010) L S HE R 2 % % 2] 1T 45 (PRLT, de
Ruiter et al., 2009)il 4% 12 14 LA 0 52 35 4 B s i
Bl . — ey, SN0 R R N [ T
A A A R B A KO B A O R N TR A o
F AN, SR WA £ B9 A & 3R (PI-WSUR, Burns
etal., 1996)IM3a45 2B X Bk MG R . BR
T — N D 2E A5 M PI-WSUR %45, FrA A%
155 FAETH SR T S0
32 WAR 2: BEERBEEREXHGYERN—

REBERRIBMYE: ERPs IR

ST AE R 2 A B TR 5 V0 U R R R S
PERRAE AR S 08 A5 L W bm i, A58 R T 251140
2% Hi ¥ (event-related brain potentials, ERPs)3Z 4
FoAR, W R ORE & . U R A ) R R
14— S5 S T (O 245 9 008 1 5 25 AL 0k ) A % T %
WL A2 BAT S L B0 il 4E 45 (Go/No-Go  task) 5 IAHN
R UG MEAT %5 (PRLT) 9 i B A= BRARAE . S5 LIAE
5% (Campanella et al., 2014; Littel et al., 2012;
Luijten et al., 2014), it R &I A E T FEL AR A
A, FEIEFRN N200. P300 AYHRIE (amplitudes)
FOTEAR A (latencies), =ZH#R4S 30~40 A, A4
PRUETRIRT . SEO0AR T . Biak Al £F 2 # 9 L T JoF i
FISEE ZE PN, AT H i B IE T 29 60 cm, #E47T
INFIAT 55 o Wik b B ML B E] B 20 300 ms AY AL 5E
BOEHIEL, tein, “BEIE O s«iF 5 EO”, otk
B O B P H A (Go trial, 2 75%), i

I A TR (No-Go  trial, 29 25%), SCURHT
WE LI E .

SEEGAE S - (1) NI4T 55 (Go/No-Go task):
ZH AR (Kim et al., 2017), KA
E Rl <O ” (Go trial, 450 ¥R, 75%)F1«1”
(No-Go trial, 150 W&, 25%), % %25 [ b 411
(No-Go)H 514 N200 FI1 P300 W44 i A1 AR 3] 28
fbo N200 FHICHY B4 X A FERTA F1. Fz. F2
Fidige C1. Cz. C2 SFHMALAL, P300 AHICH R
MR X ALFE TR P1, Pz, P2 fiffde C1, Cz. C2
LRI, QYNVAIRTEPEIE 45 (PRLT): RHIL
A28 7 2 (de Ruiter et al., 2009), 3% A 4r
ZYEE R (L, KA VS ), PORTEE
Z ) AT R (2 300~600 ms), Pz 5 IERRIE
PER I EC A R A R (e, ERRR A 175
A, YRR B -4 RS I (E AR 90%
PLE), SE80 R R 1R (IR 4 45 45 28 (22 Jaly
175 250) Z 1l A 45 30 5, ol a1 ok 9 4 00 8 2
175 &, DR RAT IR L DR A fE
TRHT RN (e 220, AR fE A~ AR DA 60 R
KOV Bk PR R bR . — A, TR A AT
WEIACC). SRS AH I 2 15 £ 8 (feedback-
related negativity, FRN, #l|i# /)5 %J 250~300 ms)-5
ANMA I 524 5] ] 34 5% (Chase et al., 2011; Luijten
etal., 2014),
33 WRE 3: BIEEREEREREESEEM-

REERGHH : MRIBFR

AT 2R 2 ) R R 3E PR AR Y R 2
A YEERE, ARBFITR LS S DI RE I &4
HARMRI & fMRI), LLASHE B G . % H
JUIRE A 1 A R 1) — SRK TR (TC 25 W 1 S S e
TR 55 E B X BB 2H A AT TR A 2 O AT 55 5 A
il 45 AT 55 B, A A T R - RO B R G &
RIS fe e fb . =Huak4 30~40 A, A
SBRUE R AT o S50 A 55 R I H 412 8 37 19 [
HMHIT 55 (Go/No-Go task)F G P 1E 25 005 1T 55 (BRI
#4804t 2 HE /5 /L 55, Analogic Social Exclusion
Task, ASET) fMRI LI )7, INAI L RAE 2T -
(1) Go/No-Go task : IR 7E 546 Hr 752X AP AN []
B (5 € SR ) I T (s 1) i 2 1 P A 7
B, WO TE R s & m)1EN Go
trial (75%, 300 W), SR TG O B 1) 5 %8 1))
J& No-Go trial (25%, 100 W), &>l 44 5 9
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1200 ms, Hll¥# S ETA &R FF 5+ (FRgedy
1000~1800ms), +% % Ji & Bl a5 i (Fra 4
1000~1800ms) ., Go trial 11 No-Go trial 1% 25 i
o PABEAL Y Oy R, SRR E 2T BB
(2)Analogic Social Exclusion Task: 1Z4T 525 %
2 Mt & HEF 925678 2 (Eisenberger et al., 2003)
degmmick, B 7EE B S HE R R T S Sh ik
Y1 45 A3 J¥ (social affective distress)alft £ i i
(social stress)JZ b7, 7] L& 3355 A& A5 0 LA 1 450
I(ventral prefrontal cortex, vPFC) ., HE&fi M (OFC).
O A0F ML (dACC) . AT AL A (CeA) 55 ik
DX, LR I A A = 21 w3 7E w A - 2 -
FEH RB A LD RES IS Ol . FEIZAE
%, AT BB AW R G S P AT — &R
HIBEBE(PIA-Fr B . ¥t 2&8240/social inclusion, #t
2x¥E 4 /social exclusion), TEFLZSIEABY B, PERE
fEf—3k KRR (A, B, C. DYES&AF2IX 7 (5
BLRR PP AL A T3 1k ke 0 ) ) R T i (L
B~ h ASBARUMSSEH IR aa, #
TR A B &3 21 R R B R 5, S iEd
BB, WEEWAERRAIAE 75%09E A5 1H ik =
N (REALAG AL 38, R BRF R —Fh R ), 46 i
SEBUK . BPIERIG . \EE . WAIES. B
WIE RS a5, 7B B O U IE J
ik (social affective distress), [mJREEFE 7R H
OB B A 2 48 1) 55 9 (Likert 7 sRHEERR, 45
ot E FREAETR), thin, “FEGE [ O P4
(I felt rejected)” . “FRIEH A & Z (I felt
invisible)” % 4% (H. {2 Il Eisenberger et al., 2003).

R 3 T 2F 4 R R BE 1) 25 8] 52 1 (Tract-
Based Spatial Statistics, TBSS)J5 1 344 1
Ot 2T 4 0 % B (1 i #5 ¢ Fractional Anisotropy,
FA), % F % F & 2 I & 2% 53 BT (Voxel-Based
Morphometry, VBM) J7 3% Lt 8 45 2 78 8% % B8R X
(RO 4 M K Jo1 28 o5 25 5, I 3 A5 4317 45 2H A IRk
MR IX 2 R, ROL WEHES AT 2 - R %
HREMEIEEXT I X, 4. EFHMUFT
i (dIPFC). Rijfnai [l(ACC). i FI(IFG). N
MIHTA (vmPEC) | IEARI(OFC) | B M ZORAR (TR
Fi%) . BMSCRIR(BIR . 7et%) . Ak
Fi(CeA) . KLRMEBNST) %, RIS
fMRI S50, 26947 N E0AT: 55 109 ] s gk
TP RE IR LA TH, 43 B & A AR ISR IX () 0

R 225 74, RAIIAZ FLE 5238 (PI-WSUR;
Burns et al., 1996)illiz = 20 #{iak /9 5 30 1 A A% {5
], AT IR DX S T2 JEE 5 PI-WSUR 7573 1
FHIE, BRERA MM E DRI

4 FHSERSELEN

FEI B85 38 P ARRIE 7 25 9 O Hh (382 4% 2 8k
KFLAE TR — [ B R G IR B b ph 2 2k W g
T3 —AZ% O[], AT H MR 247577025 254 (0 %
R BB DI A, SR BUGRM 35 A% 24 F 52 R A (245 900 ok
FaE 5 HITCAME RN —FoE B IR), Lih s
VAL, M A B b2 A% A5 R ] J2 T 1 S 50
AR, WIS — LR R W) N & A Prdnic,
Sy R ) TR AE ) T A S 4R L 5 ik (Severino &
Evans, 2019),

TATHY, EFFZNAZEBIR 1), gHE
B ] BB S AE SV IR 45 (U Stop-Signal) &
R —E D HI DI REHIM(Su et al., 2020), 2K
LT A 254 OB A (Liu et al., 2019), [FIA
] BB TE [ 5 > AT 45 (A Probabilistic Reversal
Learning Task)_I- 230 H 50 w55 114 2 o i1 4510 1 (%
¥ 5, 2018), SR M JC IR 2% B I BRSO 1Y
a9 —ZK T8 (TC 245 ) 4l FH A S0 o 4H k) 26 5 3a
PEAF O 14 S S AT 55 A 0 R TG PEAT 55 A7 AE
TIBEELRA, HS5 0 A M T %0 R 225 ) e
K HABFRE ) — 2R 8 A J1WF5EIESE (Brsche
etal., 2012a, 2020), FATHI 2L A5 g% H
FRIRE A 1 T2 0 8 1 S0 o Ak R PT RE 2 R B
FEARR BE A SR A A B S g R B A ), 4R R
5 38 R IR AR 25 9 BORRA T O T I T AR AL B Bk
K (Lee et al., 2019), 7&K H A= B2 1 (HF 5T 2),
TER I R R 3 1T RE 23 AE OB AR 55- (A1 Go/NoGo)
-SRI H AR HIAE SCHY ik F A7 (N200 . P300)
PRI TER AR JU1 R0 I S 7 (Su et al, 2017; FER %,
2020), HWTRESAE UG~ 455 (1N Probabilistic
Reversal Learning Task) I 8l 5 50 [& 25 AH ¢
B R A5 70 (FRIN) 00 09 ¥ AR 100 A ik i 5=
(Riesel et al., 2019), JUHJE, LB A3 15 R
249 BUIRE (A Y A Bl 28 25 BBR T (Habelt et al., 2020),
BT e v A T2 L A T TR R R T
TCE5 Y I S S QIR R A rh . R AR T
(BT 3), FRATT T3 PR RLome 2 6 B g 310 6 4T 55
(Go/No-Go Task) £ FR 80 H B b ()40 il 42 il 45 2
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A BJRE & AR R I e R - R R RS R T RE
GG B0, FRATT I R A A 2 S5 Ty T A B
B ENTECEL AN, 1 3 R B DX 1) 1 J5T 2T 2 o 2% B I
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F I TR R Y TG 24 ) A R Y S o A A 5 g
R B2 A A R R R B R G IR 1 4
T REHEAT R 2 X IR, FRATHAEERE & B 55838
PEFRRAIE 25 D) AE G 1 B 0% 5 I8 M i i 2252 AR b
i (Ersche et al., 2020),

o R R0 e S N T E RN SR I E g
P58 30 PERRAE L R BT R - R H R W&
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TAFI 7 18 9 ) BRI AN 2 (Clndm il 42 i L 8 i
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AUFEE T ORI 259 BB RS 0 AP, 1B
I g2 ) IR L TT 25 W it i fae R 1) — 9ok g
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The susceptibility of compulsive traits and neural substrates of
the prefrontal and anti-reward systems implicated in drug addiction

YAN Wan-Sen, LIU Su-Jiao, ZHANG Ran-Ran, XU Peng
(College of Medical Humanities, Guizhou Medical University, Guiyang 550025, China)

Abstract: Compulsivity is a core neuropsychological element connected to perseverations and persistent

behaviors that are continued in the face of adverse consequences. It has been assumed that breakdown of the

regulatory mechanism for compulsive behaviors in the brain might be a fundamental cause of drug addiction.

Although addiction studies in recent decades have manifested a key role of the reward system (i.e., the

meso-cortico-limbic circuitry) in addictive behaviors, little is known about the role of compulsivity per se
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and the neural substrates of the prefrontal cortex-anti-reward system circuitry implicated in the development
of drug addiction. Particularly, there was lack of a systematic investigation of compulsivity linked to drug
addiction, and family studies and convergent evidence from non-stimulants drugs (e.g., opiates) were rare.
This project thus aimed to investigate the compulsivity profiles of heroin addicts and their healthy drug-free
first-degree relatives (i.e., siblings), compared to healthy controls, from a family-risk perspective of
addictive behaviors. A series of neurocognitive tasks, together with event-related potentials (ERPs) and
neuroimaging techniques (e.g., functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI), would be employed to assess
compulsivity facets and the potential neurophysiological correlates among these participants, aiming to
probe into the hereditary feasibility and neural substrates of compulsivity in drug addiction. Expectantly,
this project might be conducive to future discernment of potential medical or non-medical intervention
targets for addictive disorders.

Key words: drug addiction, compulsivity, anti-reward system, prefrontal cortex, limbic system



