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BN XRE R ABRBAT AN EEZFE, € LBEFRCEBRARAM R B-E 8 X A S
EAZNFROET 2R PR TR ORE T . EREIET, REF Ahsh, BL-H1K A

GEMARERE PRI T ET2/HA. EMNETRIERTEN RIS TSGEEATZOEM. 24
M FHEZE B AR A BRI H A K. 79, IR BT BT B £ XA A Sk e E X 8g
HARFAS T EZNER. EHAGIHE 20— T RIEE.

KEBIR RIBATH; MRXKEREL; A, Bifars

%S B84S

AHOCLZR AR 5 245 ) 87 FH Tm] s A7 1 PR 5 30
WM, BEHATER. aifE. &, AWEHFEAN
MO8, A SAEER, BT R R
(Bossert, Ghitza, Lu, Epstein, & Shaham, 2005). 7&
BESE, —HARLREI, e L FEHEN
AP RST, AR O ERE SR BRI 25T, X
ik 2 A 96 28 2 ) (cue-induced reactivity) (Kihn
& Gallinat, 2011), #HICE ZR I N A2 UREAT S 1) 56
BRI, WA . RIT SRR E WK
P i T B4R 10 (Jasinska, Stein, Kaiser, Naumer, &
Yalachkov, 2014),

KT AHIEL R MBF5E B AT EEE P A=
K EHLH L BTIRE  22 ST sl
ZHIGTINR . BB YRR T £ B (DA)ER
W% . IEMISCRER . A% S i
HIA0 B J2 R % B9 4 7R K S (Hyman, Malenka, &
Nestler, 2006; Nestler, 2005), &% 5 R4 Wk}
Hofth AR A R, WEY . K. R, HE5Y
W FH AR A 2 12 e v Bl IR TR R, Bl B
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ALl

(Kelley, 2004; Nestler, 2005), & i i 2 B¢ B2 i
WA AR BLR, IR T — D H(Z5))
BRI EE B iC A R G MYLIE AT R, X — LA
AT Ry BAE 22 B8R 93K 3l T 75 21 K 35 (Everitt
& Robbins, 2005; Kalivas & O'Brien, 2008), AWK
B 25 ) H0 A FE AR SR #1525 A
RILRR AR AR, — B S e A
W, Sl ZEERNER, TR ME
FRF R] 4 4 2F CAS B st £ T 25 900), 2590 AR DG 2R 11
BhAILSE 51 7% W 14 558 (Robinson & Berridge, 1993),
FEAEL Y LR T I I, 51 Aok B T 0 el
T n i SRS 2l 38 1 I 2547 0 (Volkow et al.,
2006; Wong et al., 2006),

TXRE A DG 2 2 28 I 3 o B R HLdh 2 L
il 2 245 B K E AP 35 (Chase, Eickhoff, Laird,
& Hogarth, 2011; Engelmann et al., 2012; Kiihn &
Gallinat, 2011; Schacht, Anton, & Myrick, 2013),
B2 T 0 H AR W B T 2547 R B4 AE 1 5
B, 2] | R Z BN LA B a0 0 ik a1
25l AN TC R AR I 0 B 3l Ak ) B Sh 7R, B
TCE R AT T 254 1 R, 7E B R R
i mtEERE, —BATMHEIELXERT, 7T
EER A C TR WA IRER . 8B K
Yalachkov 7 #H 56 2k & 5 52 A5 0T 9% 11 5
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fifi b, 42 RS- S E R BAEM KRR T,
I S Al - S B 25 ) S A BEE, X2
LR AH DG 2 B S B BIL AR A T B R T, T A
2 TR 3 R S AT Ol o AR SCHEA Y IR 25 2
AIAEAR SRR SO P A A el L, 25 T 0
S-S M R GUAE A S 23R N P 9 1 T e LA
JOL i DX AE AR G AR R T B i i B0, [ k2
TG 2 RS A L2 B9 A S FEAEAR SE R R RO
HR R BIL A A i R

1 BEFIEEXERERNEA SR
ER R ZHF

BRGNS AL Ay, O 1 T 24547 Sy e
AR A B AT R, BRESS - R A
B TEBEMNEM. =T WELE R A% ERA)
PEm 1IN T-BORIR R 58 2 E i R, L Rp
BN T BN (Milton & Everitt, 2012), %%
RN 245 ) 5 HH SGER 3R (SR AR R B =2 [ 7= A= TR 4
& BURAE ST TR, 258 200 SUAR il A R AS e
FHZY, B RUERAE SR AR . B R A4
11 MAE#RSEITABBHKITA

59 I, 259 0B Ak (R ) RN, B
B R T 24545 2 11 130 2 B2 o S A TR, A
AT RNARWIRREE T £ (R N-5010), TE R B
#r5 1m47 A (goal directed action) (Volkow et al.,
2010), Mt ey, 259 (AE S A1) X5 R DG
KRR GRERE . AW . TR, RR%)
KA VGG, #5280 56 2 R om Ak & (FH 25 19 60
Pt . T A RAZ) AR RES, TR A R BN AR I
SEM SRR, B A R RN A S, —
BAHRL R BB, w2 oA D i 5% 14 5 4, B
HZ54T R

309 1) 245 90 it D A ARG 3 Ak A 0z 1) [ B, 3%
W ST A AR R, T 2547 R 18 18 N O T
BFHN(Z5%0), PR RS (REE), BiRSgn
B T 2547 2 788 e 9 (R D6 4R R ) - B g (FH 24) "1
N HEWMIMERCER, WA ERTIN OB K
A kB 2547 S, T JC B B A I I Y 4
OB AR A SR R N AR U S bR, Rk
TETE AR i -

R A, FHAZES, BMEX R ity
K#AH (devaluation) SO HI 2547 Ak LAAEST, skl
TR 244 35K U (Torregrossa, Corlett, & Taylor,

2011; Zapata, Minney, & Shippenberg, 2010): {1,
B 30 P FH 24 1 sl i Rl T AT, Ak
2 2% 55K [ i (Belin, Berson, Balado, Piazza,
& Deroche-Gamonet, 2011; Belin, Mar, Dalley,
Robbins, & Everitt, 2008; Everitt et al., 2008), iX i
W R, - =00 B Sk 2517 h DL 4
3, RBHURPERRAR, AR EREM.
X — G AT L fifk R 1R A T X PR B 2 Ak
YRk, A5 B 259 AT N BLEEEOR BT DL
BORE R B X AR A S R R e
M REEMFEAF), THSRTC I8 il AH 5C L & N (18
SRR A Sk 2547 ), Ak 259, B L
e 3 M R AT O o

1.2 FRIT A FHE ROt 2 B

25 FRTIR, MR R RN MIE A & T 44t
FERAEME S I P ST i 18 . B I AR A A
AER, EARE . S R A R R RS
N R A — R, AR RS T RHLR
AR 5 T AR A T A A 2 > T B A B O
S KA AN S ER i A = i A e S A R )
Al - 52w (stimulus-response) 2 FH 2517 4,
T AITA G L R N T 1 2547 A8 i — b A 30
1k 1 >J 18 ¥ 47 J (Belin, Jonkman, Dickinson,
Robbins, & Everitt, 2009; Milton & Everitt, 2012),
X BRAT A AR LR . HERS T i
Pt 28 J it J2 EF 0 BT 450 B2 )2 (dorsal  prefrontal
cortex, PFC)HI IMIZCR {4 (dorso-medial striatum,
DMS) & % (Yin, Ostlund, Knowlton, & Balleine,
2005), ¥ NN SOR AR B 2 3 A 002 AE SR - 25 2R
1% =  (action-outcome  learning) Fl % 45 4 Pk i
N F) 345 (Belin et al., 2009)H (IVE R . & MIH AL S
5 3RINGE R (G S50 S 5 1 W) R i DX, A0 AE
Bz B AL RS A A/ #% (Schoenbaum & Esber,
2010)3: /R, (& BinSmiTh .

STARAEAT hy i b 2 Sk 0 2 T % B JR Y
HMI SO A (dorso-lateral striatum, DLS) (Belin et
al., 2009; Zapata et al., 2010), Vollstadt-Klein F1H:
[F] = (2010)#R38, AH LRG0 AS OB, TV
TN RO 6 T AN SO AR X 7 B8 & A9 A DG 2k
FOE BTG B, FROBURE R AE R SR R R A
R R T B E N EOETE ), W, A E
ARG RUREE & b, X AR R SMU SR i
T B8R B 5 25 R SR 2 IEAH &, 1 HE A0 SO R 1Y
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W 5 iR 2 A, AT, EAMUSCIRIE S
5T M R R MER

i, REWRAT 0wl g SRR R A B,
{H 3k S b 22 30 PR RE S AT HRAE . Rk, ARG,
TERAEVE 2 S B, ARSI N, B i
MZ5RELAN, (RAERBES G, BREET
RIS S5, JF TEARORE T AU SR A
T ol 2 7 e 2 s S e R AR Y ISR Ak B A
MU BCARAA B B A o 33X 0E R 5 T RO I A et
A B B AL ) 5C 8 BT 7E (Belin et al.,2009;
Vollstadt-Klein et al., 2010), Zapata %(2010) % #t,
M SR A4 (1) % 8T 2% 35 (inactivation) 23 i /0 24
WIS SRAT y, BURE 2 8 i BOIR R P Y 2T B S
2 AL, AT ER S 2 W AR SR B R . B,
B AMUSOR A AE S B A S 21T T, kA
T EE {E M (Claus, Ewing, Filbey, Sabbineni, &
Hutchison, 2011),

AT L, B2 E s B2y, B
4 BT ] 7 45 4R 1 2% 1V AR 2 T o 3R 98K - S
w7 2 B A 3l 2547 4 (Robbins, Ersche, &
Everitt, 2008); 1M £ Ht 4% {4 /5 FH U fef Ji] [ B 355 46
LR AU AR R . Toit L I8 2
LU, X — SR RNESE (B, W, PR,
2008). 1M H., AMIFEFERTES T/KF BRI, Bk
G525 1 X8 ORI B S Ak 25 AT R B T AR
YERT o 2459 REAT s e 2 54 I 2 I AR R i
X NPTl b & AR v Sk A, filn, R
HWREAEI /RN ARY 0+, HlEz 0% DL %
&, PTG cAMP /PKAICREB {555 3k,
5| B 2] R R R A B RN AR ik E HE, I
G fpl K S e Az — R A R E T 8 A A A (RIS
812) . XFARLAEAFL R TR IAEAE, 2
Ui 2547 2 3 B T 3% S i X 2 ik 3% 422 7 =X ) 4
WU CRAS, B EZY, SEK0%, PR, 2011),

AW IS 2 T L2, AR IR 38 1 T
FARFE TR, XAMCIZ T ok T SOl 2 % 24
W) R AR R R W U, TRkt B,
MY B R EE 2% 5, RWTE 3R, A TE s 5
FRESC R Y UL (context dependent sensitization)
P4 (Tronson & Taylor, 2013), 51 &k &ML R R
JF LA B A T (9 REAC AL o (B, KRR IR ZE AN
R BN RBNL (R G) G HRL RIS, B3 K
B SR (R -12 3 RGE) GAH LR YIRS, .

2 BH-EHMAFSHERERERE

iR SR R IRAR S ALPE D RE I 1 1M 4 & A
KRN, LA E i st b B
Fe AWK TR 2 5 H A, AR RN e
Ao AR — AR, ERSEFBIAEN T DL B R Y
X WMSE5TX—MT., &8FEr. BERTH
REZ 53525918 A LKNIE, BRIAGR
BEJE, 4 AR R BRI ZI i A X 2
zh /E K 2 (embedded stimula-automatized action
schemata), iX— H 3L sl e B — N EL N3
EER, BE THSMNH M. SATHB|IBTH
(g HLA {5 B (Tiffany, 1990), BEWEZGMHI Lk &tk
W8, BB HSMCH 2T, Z 5% —H3)
25 SR R B G X BR T iCAZ RGe 06, 3l
ER G RE BT

KT BN RGE S 5K LR RN L H 2
Ak 2T MR R B AP RER, —E3h
YIRS, A 5RFAYN I, TSI
FAOCER R BN T AT ke iR AL o — 28
)RR AR MR B, 38 2 ) A0 56
LRI N IAFKX A BOLD {55, FIWi kN
AR X I AEFH LR T B0 -

ST R . U2 Y 2> e IR 4 55 25 )
i FH7E 23 [R) A st () A DCER A SRR Re iy & & o
X 6 5 2 YR AE ) Sh VR B RE T A8 5 IR 4 3 i e
T AR I B TR 45 2% ST I RR AL I ZRTE WL 1Y 245 ) £
FHBhE & —2 9 (Willuhn & Steiner, 2009). Al it
NATR Y, 5 25 feft A 5C 09 8406 -1 B0 i 1X [
U BUREAT N, B RS ER TS A A
BhAL T B S #E AT R BE SRy T AR FE, TR R
Bl shfE, (R RN B Rk, A
B 58 o

2 ) 5350 07 1 R A DG R R SO 1 IR - 18 Bl
i DX A4 i 3% 2y, JERE-12 Bl s TR 2 L
PRI T, RN T AR, (A DG LR R Y R
-5 R IA (i A A Sk s VE K ) TE 4 2 3
T, X Bl AR 2 5k 1 AR A 23 BEARAE OGB4 (U 3h)
AR, A E A 25 S EAE A S T IR (A )
TR LR gt BRI R & I 30 (Logan,
1988), Al fii pRE A 7R/ D b IR B IR A 1 B0
T, PREE SR RN, HEES R B3
b it 25 ¥ SR F A7 (Yalachkov, Kaiser, &
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Naumer, 2010),

—WAE T 11 IEFXT A B 2L Y
AR R B IC iR, MM RS, B3R
GETE A R T A B2 E 1 Al 58 19 #4075 (Engelmann
et al., 2012; Yalachkov et al., 2010); % —28Efiff5¢
WoR, MRLRT, 49U nY -1 30 i X
W 1. 3 115 (Due, Huettel, Hall, & Rubin, 2002;
Luijten et al., 2011; Yalachkov et al., 2010); A -F
RIS TEAH OGRS, Bt . I8 s AN Fn-15 2
TG DR B 5R, R R B A S R UL A
KRR - 123 7 2, 503 1A 0 A JCEK
(Kosten et al., 2006); Liu Z:(2011) % Bt, 3% A AL
T B TER SR R B, R[] ) A7 7E P AH
TERI RS, BT 5RE . 2 0O R bl
XAb, TN YA, TR /N R 58 426 T2 7R
KRBT B X B A GRS . SBUEE TS
AH L PR 2 28 45 A, 33X 6 R IR O 4% A 24 ) AH S 4k
RTFAE = A0 (Kosten et al.,, 2006; Wagner,
Dal Cin, Sargent, Kelley, & Heatherton, 2011;
Yalachkov, Kaiser, & Naumer, 2009; Yalachkov et
al., 2010), Mi3F AU & DB A X AERY SN

AORJE W T U E AT K B . AR AT
AR T R RAEG L BURES | . Ajizsh K
JE RN L /N PR TR, 30 Xl A L TR () 280 2
FATEX, #idx %8~ ¥l (Object Affordances
Mechanisms) SZ 1 5 a4k s 4E B 30% Bk 4h
W 3 (A R T ) 7 OR8¢ W A DG s AR I, A2 o
B TOCN YA L AT = A XN R S I AR L&
EEMSC R AR B, fd T IR 2 WA (Wagner
etal., 2011), FHi, ZEWME L IE | £ REE M
LRNE, W L/ TN, B FRZS5THKE
£k 2 i (Yalachkov et al., 2009).

IO, I IRBFSE W, 2590 DG 2 2 Y vt -
32 B ik D1 S5 7 3 RE TN Ve SR JBK L e ) R R
A s k47 )2 i (Konova, Moeller, & Goldstein,
2013; Kosten et al., 2006; Yalachkov et al., 2010), —
T fMRI W5, SRR X AR DR R A 5
AT DASIOU AT % PG 7 AT 8, T L, 3 2B i X Y
P22 R NS A T TR YT e 49 Bk s .

W, AT, 5 2500 R AR OC 1) it -1z
B X DI REFIAE S 5 T WAL R RN, X
BB AT S I TE A = 2 AE A (Yalachkov et al.,
2010). B W] RESE I T S VR R I iR B W — 3

i, g M8t . B gk ni i Fi e . BhiE
MR, WHRU, HRL RN AU
Yig R L, LG T AR T W A shik s ik
B S Rik . BTk, AHRZR R KR AR BLTES)
Bl WESRIBIIE B b, B BRI 217 R .
e TG UL, HH DGR AR R A ARV SRR, (] B
AU B A b 25 s E AT R o

FEAHGZRR T, A0 sURE 4 1.0 BRAL Al Bl
b= o Ay E, WARTEIR Ty . S g b T
TR E R, XA ETE S . bEE S . TR
F1AE S 5 PN R, FH 30 a4 o A DA e 8 I
DU R /b, A 5 R o i LA 4% 1 FH 2 sl 4
IR, R, ST DA 04 i 2 A R 5T A R
W B IX, ANE TR AKX, L, BFR
R ) A B Ak 15 245 s AR XE DA R, BRARE
EE YNUE R R LN N (N 2 9%
HIEAHAAXRERIHRAE, T ELAE LA 1A 40 S (Zeng
etal., 2013). T LA, WUREHE 2800 2517 R & —Fh
A sh i T BT A .

ik, B, HATT N (BEER)WE L
AR, BaEIH MG moHEER ., 5
HUH 2 E A Z RO EE R BT kA
S BT O B SR T JE FH 24T M IS . min
JEAH G R N R 24T b, 2
H AL 2547 R i ML R R B, )5 3 ) 32 2k A A
JREH B A KL R T, (AIFAREHANE
U S S e e NG S et B S U o A P 8 - 8
DAV U5 A 5 A = o o i (RIS g L 7
PERE TG BL), FBAHME 2% SNk 1T g 2 R 3
S ZLE R SR, MR BUHZTT R

MG, "R, SA4YA QM-8 R 5
X a0 FH 24547 A B Y 5 e A (Jasinska
et al., 2014), EHAHICLR R KN HE: L A2 3k
AR K, MATRERSHEMTE®R, &
IRERY B, — DR ERAE MM KRR T, ML
B2 P AR B B B R B M eIk, B A e Lk
RO E SRR R KB mT set: B H 254, TR
SO TR BT, 2 RO i W T e

3 BHMR-EHRRSESHRRERERE
B3R e

M2, R

B RGITE RIS G K
LRINL? EIEEYE

BRI LA AR S 2 3 S
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HERFHHAIT AR B2EZA 125 A F Y
FAREXT UL AT R o HTIE 1R AT Y A4 b
25, SEICACAT-EB BT LLMAS [R] # J i AR 2R bt - 12
MRS GHXLR PG, AT 34

W AR . METMTRE, BT II/EN —Fh

SEmb v 2 ALE, g & B Sk 2517 X AR

AHICL R N -

3.1 $E{&# 2 (Mirror Neuro System, MNS)Ih &
MHE K& FE RN 83 s ERI{E R
BG-is I RS 5 EIMH KRB, FEE

BIAE ST AH IR 19 )22 80t 32 3 DX A6 A8 g 3 R

PSS | T4 | 0 B 8 A 25 B80T (Arévalo,

Baldo, & Dronkers, 2012), &R EN T, BT

N %% 2 [T & 42 (limbic lobe context)h, TN |

T T B G iy Xof g P TBL T /0 ik I 0328 B0 i Bz

HB )& TR -1 B X RN B VR UL I bl 28 W 2%, 3

AR SEGMAREES, BRIGMEN—

Ao
BRAR PR 28I T8 TR L R 6% X WL 2 3] 1) Bl A i i1

AEARL R 1) 4 22 A M sl R 456, BRIV R WL 3l 4

AT B4 DC B R i) B ST fig i 47T

K & 55 (Rizzolatti & Craighero, 2004) ., {345 22 i 4

22 Broca X, MEAMULZZhRTRE T, TR/

L) i N 1 S € R 20 89 5 g s LR D U DB 23

A NAT Ry B AH R A T BB, 06 B 8 R 5t

o RS B AT X AT O I B R, N B R ZE LAY

H o ARG EA S shE . T RMREE, ©

X BT SR SR I B R U AT S . X — D fg

ST FEAAEMRER T, BB 128 3H7 &

J2 B W19z Bl B 2 (R A5 R 28 DX 8) 7 380 00

{8 {41145 75 % “perceiving is doing” i1 2 5 8457,

KB FNAERLAR, Sy BT FHET AL A . IR

BEE L Tier i, IFFEEEET N RRALs, SRl

YER % 3 (Nelissen, Luppino, Vanduffel, Rizzolatti,

& Orban, 2005), Xl N KBl VE /Y 1 57 5805, &

FEARFRAT SEBRAT M I B RR, AR 3 FH 25 3 A AT A

& 1 FH 25 R8T 5 52 W i AT e
BRI AT W HE B )R R TR R AR

JE AR IR A, AR Y RSB e AT A B

Yl WA Al A R BT [RIARE R s PR, BA 3hfE

PR Y DR T G TR, B Al R T R B T4 R

(Hanuschkin, Ganguli, & Hahnloser, 2013), [ i,

TATINNy, TEAHRE RN T, BAR &0 fg

JEAEAE N ZAE 2 0 0 T R A R A T A e
BRI . AR AS AR RN o JRORE i 1o B R
25 (1 D) BB AR DG L R S0 (B 2447 F) R Ry 1R
PN B (8 RG #32 Bh BE g« > I BT B8 2R AP T (5
R4 ) L FAE ) . PRI, A 20 i i o 2
ARITAEHE H S 25 SRR B, PR 5 0
PESR BN 258k, AT AR 25 (S W) AT 0 o X
I 22 5 BRI - IR T X (A5 4 1% 1 e T3 4)
TEA LR TG MR BF58h, 7] LIS 39
HHYUESE .

Wagner %5 A (2011) %} J& T Bga i i 538 %
B YRR AR SR S8 b N 1 5 AR AR G 1 B 1
B, BR2 B £ 5 280 TR SR FNERAT TR Y i X
PR SN, TUATE(IPS) . 4K [0l (IFG) WA U
X XIS ARG AH EiRE . EHINN,
X BG4 (MNS) S 5 BURAT IR . U
HEWEAD N AR S VRS, W] B2 38 B g i &2
(MNS) 1%, 9 B A L AN s 7, 3006 A 3h
A (B IH) S ERI7R

FAWT R, ELEM A R R0
AME, EUERWEE T H | SRS L R, Tk
ANIE TR /N S s L B
I RERRRZ ), DA RIS B R ROE, T
TRCUIT — 4 D 1 ¥ 34 DR IR 2 R S I DX 3800 55,
SR XoT IR 2R 7 ik DX D) 3% A5 3800 (95 A9-4, 2014),
Ud R -3 3 R DX (B 43 B A5 A 48 IX ) ZEAS T il
FH 25 Sl A o e v T 25 ) B0, AT o 28
Gy PR A RO AR5 25 0 08 70 7 R A ] 8 45 1k i
Jei, AR 2 B4R (B VR R SX) 5 25 1 1 24 k0
EREE A B2 0k, 3 B E 12 Bl DX AEAH DGR R
HIASFRZS 50 W0E, A sl Ak 3V gl A 6 AS 25 5
1K o XG5 — A B TIE T 7T AR ] 5 1 AH DG
2% RV 4518 (Jasinska et al., 2014) .,

X5 LLRG A — S RF ST 45 R — 20, K
TR 23 BRI U B AE DGR R T 1 R I i X 05 3, &
BLAEE K S5 38, Akl . . T R 2 (Li et al.,
2013), s AT AR e n T R il
12N BAE T X0 DX 00 00 L e DR 2 i 25 0
55 o DK BT SR R A IR -12 Bl N DX A T I DR R
AHOCER R N T W, TR, s vk K
W R % 146 IR 2% 14 42 R 19 B AL ™ 5 M: (Lou, Wang,
Shen, & Wang, 2012), iX 48551z 3l il X HBTEA
FIRREE D S3GMAESSMERE, REWaE
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HIALDT . TR RN SR A DI RE L xE 7E A B4k
AT NIRRT RE T EM.

20K, HET AR GG M 2 ¥ udik XL Thfig
—HAER . B AT Re AL T L T
KA I IRGE- B VE IR A5 2% 2T, FH G I IR 45 Bk
FHERAZM IR RIE T LRI R aESL T, X
Tl 228 Iy 2 308 3o 45 28 B B A 5 R BE A2 i 19 3 PR AR
TR0 BEAG A 45 Ty B DU 2 30k il B 25 2 = 19 77 i F
1t 72 (Cecilia, 2010). Fit, A ADEFZEZE L, 5]
HETAF R R =, BRah = I PUH R LUfg B 5
1% #4125 1Y) Tl BE (Coopera, Cookb, Dickinsonc &
Heyesd, 2013). 244K, BRE5% ) FgR @t 2 T Re It
AFE, BN R R, A e 4k R ML
RUt, TR SRIRGE-BIE T I MEREE 2=, &M
BARM PRI, LA sk iy sl = N2
FE I, TR A BB 5T T T & IR T HE AT SR
MG 2 LE, RS R R AR
HRZh 2% S Mg, WA 7 T X B8l 2 3 e FiA
KRN it — L IRE
3.2 FMEIRIZEINFI R I

YFERGE-IIERAES SHEE R RN, HIE
WE AT NG, SIEICAZ TR N M T RE
W] LU — A 1 A AR A R o

A Bk 2577 8 AR B A s A sl RO
Al —i% Py A 2o A KRk . XMFE
ANEIMER eSS A, KM%, itk
HREARKAHAIZ I B FIIE A HE RS
PRI, RBIAGARE , XA, BIREEEES, 3
fE A gk 3sam, [RF, T8 ks shi )y ic s =X,
JELAM k12 3l F AR B AE T30 O AN W7 2k
2, RiNg@srE—FMEREN . FEY . asifer
BT R RS

B8 A AT AWHECLR-H
2[R Bk 2 2= SR e, VIiE g IRk i I AR
KRk, Jfik— RS E AT . Xt
WEALFE X 25 2 Btk i 12, Wads A 25 sh el
1. ks b, RZafEICtZ 2B ic L EZH
WAy o BIVEICIL R SR E A IR AT
B —FcZiE 3. X —fERRALEE SRR Eh 4 (i
B & A2 5), WA S N ER SV (A S 4
YE) (ETHUR, 257 B, 2014), ShYETCAZ R V844 Bk
VLR B SR IR IS RS B e — iR, 515
AEFMES. Wik, BART—EX L1iE

FifE, RIAT, BRI T —lriE g1z,
A LR SR, EifERe R It E E 2T FE R
(Engelkamp & Zimmer, 1984), T L) REAR #EC125L
B 09 TN (Enactment  Effect) B i 2 /F
T4 (Sample Performed Task, SPT) T BYic1Z il %%
BFEMRTIRIAME S (VT) & F T B9IC 12 LS (Cohen,
1989), FEBNTEICIZROR Y Wk

KT IE ISR HLE, A 2 bR

Cohen (1989)IA°H, ShfEH: AICIZidREm;, A%
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The Function and Mechanism of Sensorimotor System in the
Process of Drug Cue-related Reactivity
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Abstract: Drug cue-related reactivity is an important mark of drug addiction. It results in stimulus-response
craving and compulsive drug use. The neurobiological mechanism of this compulsive behavior is the
stimula-automatized action schemata, which is the result of association learning, including classic and
operant conditioned reflex. Recent research indicates that the function of the mirror neuro system which
overlaps part of the sensory-motor brain regions and have been known to help with understanding actions,
analysis, inferring intentions and goals of the actions, inner imitating, may facilitate the formation of
automatized action schemata and result in repeated drug use and relapse. In addition, there is evidence that

the action memory’s mechanism and function play an important role in the processing of automatic action.
Key words: drug addiction; cue induced reactivity; stimula-automatized action; mirror neuro system; action
memory



