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2 R B BB R AN FE W) PR U AT R AR

TR K
CAHIG A BE TS SR (P R77); DU RO B, HK 400715)

W E YRARHMA AR, EAMERRR, MBS TERERRE. ARLN, ZMARCRH
(transcranial direct current stimulation, tDCS)™T ¥4 i i3 98 ¥ H M AT 4 =t (dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, DLPFC)

Jiti [X 64 3% A5 AR A AR Mk 09 B R, S Behikd T ge.

tDCS A4 &I4E A . BAEFAL. fF RIS

P, B S TARENG 57 AR A BT % T 2 KR & S A R A 4 R A AR AL B, R F R R AR
M A EBAREF, HEITEEEEA, Fdt—F RN E (DCS 76 57 Y SR 69 AP Z AU

KEIE  WRRBL, FIMUET AT, (DCS, BEK
SEKE  B84S

1 31§

Yy 5K H51/W) BT BY 8 (substance  dependence/
addiction) & 1 T 5z 2 7 I ey Jo iy 5 250 A — b
B R EE, DeRarkRy . N
FRHE, JEAEAH 2 IIBEZ G, 20135 XK,
Fr X, 2010), AN KEE SR T EB
& H (FFHE, 2006), H AT FE ] A EZR 259177
L INFIAT YT 1 B B A 97 15 (Carroll & Onken,
2005; WM, AL, ML, 2R, VLM,
2011) . EFRRAYTY (R E, REN, PR, #TE,
2008) . AMRETFARZE(ZE) K, S, 5K, 2009;
Kuhn, Moller, Lenartz, Biihrle, & Visser-Vandewalle,
2015)% 7 IEIRIT OO, HIPROF A A, K
A A D KT R &I (Feil & Zangen, 2010),

VAR, AN AFSE A T IR PR R W 50 i i
ARAEY) FARASIG Y WP B9 Y H (Feil & Zangen, 2010;
Gorelick, Zangen, & George, 2014; Hone-Blanchet
& Fecteau, 2014; Kuhn et al., 2015), JiH 2 i
3% (transcranial magnetic stimulation, TMS)F
tDCS X P FHAR R AP AL A . LT T™S,
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tDCS 4 75 F A P #(Priori, Hallett, & Rothwell,
2009), H Fregni %5 A (2008) % %55 —5% tDCS Ui
WAV SR A STk LA, 12 AR T B A2 31 T ok
MR T . AU ENZ T tDCS 1)
KR DIAR AR S A 5 1 AR A R R
BEESLLT tDCS KT YA B AH S 58
JAR T AT RE AR ML, facJE B X H AT P AS R 4R
WX KRR R, BEE X tDCS EY FARHEHR
I7 N S — R P R

2 tDCSHIEARNE

tDCS kR A1E

NTG 43~48 A, B DR AR, F A e
A LR NT DR SRR, KR SOk e 0 S
A4 B, ) 4 94 J7 (Brunoni et al., 2012), 18 t42,
Galvani %5 & B T HLith, FfiJe, H 308 R FH I R
[ 2 0 I 2R B 9 7R 97 (Priord, 2003), {HBF
RN, HIY 19 4 30 £ Bini 4
KR IT LG, BERE BB T X A
YAIT AT 8 ] (Priori, 2003), 19 22 60 4E4%, BF
RET BRGNS DCS AR TH A
Redfearn, Lippold Fll Costain (1964)% ¥, 3% H
IS, 25 AR AR 13 I RAE AR A5 5]
TP AR o — SE RSO A R I
JPAL, XTRERFEAC R/ | MRS RO AN TE
HZ A RIS WiAR I . AR B — 2
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TR BT S, FEIN_ RS #8167 24 W) 14 S i
K RE, 19 TR 70 4R, AR K Z B &
(Priori, 2003), T+ JLAE3R, RfiE Xt HfiXph £ 68
FR 28905 B WF 5T AR R A, LA K — RN PEAG
FLAL tDCS R Y J7 125 19 & B (Nitsche & Paulus,
2000; Nitsche et al., 2003), tDCS U i 57 34
S, AEIR RIR ST U T — 2B R . 2008 4F,
Fregni 58 A tDCS £ AR i T AR &
¥R, PLF T tDCS TEW BTHI A 7 b v Y
Fediso MG, WHFE RRZRs tDCS T 5K |
ARE . KERSEY TR # (Boggio et al., 2008;
Fecteau et al., 2014; Klauss et al., 2014; Batista,
Klauss, Fregni, Nitsche, & Nakamura-Palacios, 2015)
K AT R FIEY) N E# (Sauvaget et al., 2015)0 F &
R MR R R WK, s HAZ 0 n Ak D) g
TR
22 tDCS{ERERE

tDCS AT A3 iof 3h 7K 32 2 1Y) H A 1] O i Bz )23
R IR E AR v, AN BEAR A, ABA
Wit t, 7 BB S B = (B8 i ml i o Horp— 3
SRR AR S B b, D3 — A 5 O L B 3k
P, 5 RPN L AT AT A IR, 3K S L A T LA
A RCYE T KK B B Y 24 45 2 (Nitsche & Paulus,
2000, 2001), FHAR B Il 2850 A AR,
il B L R Ak, A TT 24T RIS s B AR
b GRS NN A G2k G LA 1K EZ DT P/ i
HAF TR, tDCS A H 5 R SNEHR AL 2L,
T J2 7365 R S Fl A 38 5 s 55 F & 5 3 ) 40 %
a3 A% G 0 i R R R 5 R Y 2%
P73 4 H (Nitsche et al., 2008),

tDCS FYRICR — AT LLAERF JLADEE K3k 1/
10 o 0 O R U B i E S s e
(Nitsche & Paulus, 2001), 5T #& KZ4% (DCS 5l
R SOR A B TR LA B AR Ak, T A AL
RGP AL I AZ A OC, Tl REIGR T N-1
I -D- K 4 & B2 (N-methyl-D-aspartate, NMDA)*Z
Y& 1 7% 3l (Liebetanz, Nitsche, Tergau, & Paulus,
2002; Nitsche et al., 2003), A 5KV, tDCS
T LE A VAT R S5 A R B S5 8 A i
M.Z5 7% (Ardolino, Bossi, Barbieri, & Priori, 2005),
Xof Ji] L Aot 22 1A BRI 46 ) 6 B, tDCS BRI 5
AR S il M AR b, A ER A T B T Y
AR Al B e A A A2 7% fk(Cogiamanian, Vergari,

Pulecchi, Marceglia, & Priori, 2008),

FRT R E B RS, (DCS AT LA i ik
DX H) 114 3 il 32 2 R 3 B 8 R O T B JBT I I X )
754k (Boros, Poreisz, Miinchau, Paulus, & Nitsche,
2008; Lang et al., 2005), 33, tDCS HEUE T
9P BRIR] 4 40 i) £ B2 (Vines, Nair, & Schlaug,
2006), f&3E 2 A7 v 2 Bk 22 18] 1Y D B8 3% #2 (Park et
al., 2013), B8 EORAS T BRIAMI 45 (the default
mode network, DMN)F &R IR 45 (the frontal-parietal
networks, FPNs) ) T i i 2 (Keeser et al., 2011),
2.3 tDCSEMRNAFMME RS

TMS & 55 —Ff i WA I 42 A i fil B R
FEAR S PR 58 2o PR A A 04 K i g 3 3k 51 B
FEA E ko, SR R ST, DA T R K A
#1215 31 (George & Aston-Jones, 2010), — KA
TMS ¥l /b 2 TT 06 Bl B B B %A vk, =4 TMS
AHIZ o YRTHFEE I Y R AR R
(repetitive TMS/ATMS), BE % 22 2 W & 5 0 bk i,
4% SR A 5% G 97 W) BT AR 361 (Gorelick et al.,
2014), HHILT TMS, tDCS £ & — Loy iy i
(Priori et al., 2009): (1) tDCS 4/ NGRME, 55
BaAE, H AR TEARARE, T TS DL TS
i H1; (2) tDCS ¥4 0] LIAR J5 8 B 1% B Oh il ik,
HEBR L REFIRN; (3) tDCS [ HL M Al [ 2 78 3k J2
b, AR Z 8RSk sh R ), 24 R4 52 0%
1 [F) B e A T2 Bl N AME 55 B, tDCS B3
75 (4) B—%E (DCS &4 F R AR KN
TR R S I F kB, DUE AN A B9S2 B R
(5) tDCS B £ ] LR B 3 2485 (6) tDCS &
T R AR P DU R R BT TR Y B R R R, A LG
TMS fii 75 5 % 4x(Priori et al., 2009).

{H tDCS A —EA i Z Ab(Priori et al., 2009),
—J7TH, tDCS M REMZMLT TMS (Gandiga,
Hummel, & Cohen, 2006), TMS 1] LLH 5l 3 75 el
BREI7E 25 mm® 247, f£45 tDCS i Y fa b Al Kk
Z )& 35 mm®, MR KA AR UE 36 T H ARk
X, WATRETE 35 T AH SR X, {15 X BF 5T 45 SR 1Y)
fif# % T i PR XE (Niitsche et al., 2007). H AT E A
FrA B (DCS 1Y% [A]E 7 (R8T PR35 e T %
(R 70 58 B/ ERL A /DN A A 18 17 20T R 4/ g
% (Nitsche et al., 2007); =& H &8
(high-definition, HD) tDCS (Minhas et al., 2010).
Fi—Ir M, KEEWFIEHEN (DCS A AR A AR
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BTk, 2 IR H AR R AR U, HRRE
RO DX, 51 % Ml X % A v A2 Ak, SBURRE
G3HE B RCRIA A T B bR H AR (Nitsche et al.,
2007), A LA R de PR AR5 v Ut 2 RE AN AR (EL B i H
BT B R A 2 B T fiE T JCAX (Nitsche et al.,
2007) 85 B 2 7% HROECE 78 Sk B2 AR A7 G i
¥, A5 (Nitsche et al., 2008)k /b2 I H1
ST AT 45 SR I R2 )
24 tDCSHIZ£M

M H TR BT S5 R T, tDCS J&— T %
SRR o AR BRI ST R, tDCS 5
A T & i 2 T R S A T A T 1 KO (O i 89T
A7 U bR 5 ) 1Y) 2 2 A5 fk (Nitsche & Paulus,
2001), HASZ FECRMGL LUK I | 103 5 e 2 15
Jliki 2 21 45 44 e 2% (Nitsche et al., 2004) ., A FI T REFA
KA LI, (DCS ALBEA XTI H B e 42 A Fl
FIFZ I (Tyer et al., 2005), AHJ%, il HHEAY DCS
Al LU RL M T AEICAZ (Fregni et al., 2005), 4%
i WA (Tyer et al., 2005) K fil it 2 ] 9% 51 B
71(Ragert, Vandermeeren, Camus, & Cohen, 2008)
S5, W T ORI AT R B BT AR . B
J i b7, tDCS WAL G| % 1 I AL 4 Bl A R i
BLOPER DR, DR R 55
U598 (Gandiga et al., 2006; Poreisz, Boros,
Antal, & Paulus, 2007; Brunoni et al., 2011),

3 tDCSIATT I BB SSUERT 5%

S o W) B MO ) — A B LR, W B
WA A i X LA e e T S0 A5 e A 14 [
SRR S H) 5 PR 2R e L 2 A ) 2 ML S
IIVEFE, AH R BOR B 2 e 4R 2 B SR I R e A
Wl EEM RSN T2 — CGRERE, X8,
2001). L, 2 BUAsAYT I — > 207 Ht 2
WK, XA (DCS TE ) AR A YT R 4T
BOPRNFEE, A, WA DR CERRT
tDCS X 4 S5 AR 2 A 1 Bl e B 67 T 17 2 1) o
(da Silva et al., 2013; Xu, Fregni, Brody, & Rahman,
2013),

Wy SRS 4 1 22 WL AR S 2%, W MBI 2 A
i IX. o G E —ef tDCS Y EH Ar AR E e
B4 R Bz J2 DXk, 3 e R 194 553 L I SRk A
AF VL B0 0 2 BE, DA T B 3 B 980 A P 28 0 Y A
Ko FIEFN DCS H BRI R X R, DL g

JLH R DLPFC LiHE 2K e 4 B AR & e R s 1
=TT %%, 2247, FErd, 2011) . 040 4% i =% it
(Verdejo-Garcia, Lawrence, & Clark, 2008) 5 H &
185K 5175 KB SR 7 A (B ESE, 2013) iy E
FLVE, WFIEA4 R I DLPFC 1R AR Y7 W ik
0% B AT IR X
3.1 tDCSATREMFRKEEREKR

RGN TR RN B, LUBH T,
RGO, ORI, BB OR TN e R i
iR E (DCS 5T — A, (DCS RER Sk 15
R, IFHEFAIFHBREOLE D,
311 EBHT

Fregni % A (2008)JF )& T —IREHL . WH . Th
TR FI ST o 24 44 W KH 25 30422 52 B R B AR 2
DLPFC. BA#—4iMll DLPFC L4 K fh tDCS Hill i (i
FEREDL, BAM R EAEXHI DLPFC, KA 100 cm?
FHLAR A BRI T B8 L TER0) . R EMR, BT
PR, 3 A B R VR R KRR R 5
SRER R /D . Boggio 45(2009)2k FH & & B2
i DLPFC 3% (B i & ZE %) DLPFC, R H
100 em® K HAL % 18 BA 0% 3f 8 o BB L RO UESE T
tDCS MR K (anti-craving)Jr 38, H & Mok
JAECH B &> . Fecteau 25 A (20140 & PR, %
2 5 W (— R—R)FUM DLPEC (B~ /BH A% —
21 YR K [ A i /R AR 2 W ) 4 E - HLIRR
REFZET 4 K. SRBERA—-HNE, Xu &
(2013)&A A IR FH —Z2 M DLPFC 3 fig
TR SR, AT RE Y S DR AE Tk U S 06 T
A B A AN ] | ik S A B v sl £y vk 1) 25 55

4, HRRE R, A tDCS [F] A
OB 5 - —T50 it —35 i 221X (the  frontal-parietal-
temporal association area, FPT)L /g i 35 Wk /> W 4R
HEHWRECH, RS RAEE FRAHEL &R
Y AR ek b, H % 25 S TSR 2E 5 L (Meng,
Liu, Yu, & Ma, 2014),
3.1.2 B

Boggio %(2008)% 13 ANFAE i # (P44 4E
i 41.3 %) iEAT H AU DLPFC Fll s fh il
W, SR FHIRORS O A A5 i oK o 5 R, AR
Lo TR an, AR ORI 22 i 5 3% 45 ) DLPFC,
[i] B BR B 0 % DLPFC, 2468 i i/ 48 R i
K2R . Rudder (2013)UESEIf-41 @ T %k 58 45
fBARSF T 22 24 (18 A58 U A 230 A% 1 ) e b LA 2



% 1 tDCSH YRR E BKEXHAR

W HAF TR Bl L br e HCT N ] N HARAE A% om® B mA B min WEL RIVEA FEGER
Fregni et al., Bl T >15 X AR/E 90min - 24(23%) A-l/C-r; A-35C-100 2 20 1 mild [ RWERAKT | RRFRIEBRKT
2008 ST A-1/C-1 DLPFC®
Boggioetal, iy T >10 ¥HK/E 90min  27(23) Ar/Cl A-35C-100 2 20 5 mild  VESRKE |, BB SRE LB
2009 A 1A DLPEC R (B T TR
Xu et al., BT >10 ¢4 K/%F Over-night 24  A-1 DLPFC 35 2 20 1 REE  BRAFEA
2013 I 0 4E C-A7 HRHE
Fecteauetal.,  Jgiy T %, djE & 9 12 Ar/Cl 35 2 30 5 mild & PGS FRER UG {15 PR,
2014 R DLPFC A KR (Desire to smoke scale) 4t B 43 4|
Meng et al., RET >8R/ ? 30 C-VC-rFTP; (6.5/2)° 1 20 1 mild g AR SRR SCR R IR R 17 |
2014 = 2 4 C-r FTP®
2 AR

Boggioet al., ks DSM-IV 41.0£51.3 K 13 A-lCr 35 2 20 1 mild  RRIFLER]; WRELRA R K
2008 A-1/C-1 DLPFC"
Nakamura- W AE ICD-10 >7 K 49 A-1DLPFC’ 35 1 10 1 itch ERA
Palacios C-H)g
etal., 2012
da Silva et al., Wk Lesch’s IV ? 13 A-IDLPFC® 35 2 20 5 ? R E
2013 C-fid
Klauss et al., i DSM-IV CE TR 35 (33Y) A—r/C—lb 35 2 13 102/%K) Tteh,red ERA; 6 NHIE, ESLHIEAH 50%4 T
2014 £ G DLPFC Wik, T sham 410047 11.8%
Rudder, WK R ARG ? 21 (18" A-l/C-r 35 2 20 1 ? TESRATE s BB ORI RS ™
2014 ki DLPFC® TR B UZ 33 35— Fil PO B R K 5 S A1
Uyl et al., Wk AUDIT>8 ? 48 (41*) A-1 DLPFC"; 35 1 10 1 Tolerate well |3 7= ill DLPFC J5, ¥#3K43%%|; #Hli# IFG
2015 A-1TFGY N B oK 434

CATHRAE
Boggio et al., PN >3 W/ >24 h 25 A-l/Cr; 35 2 15 1 mild  A-r/C-1 S, WERATF|
2010 23 4 A-t/C-1 DLPFC®
Shahbabaie ~ FIJLA4EP i DSM-IV >7%  32(30° A-rDLPFC" 35 2 20 1 mild  ECSZHIEL 10 min J5, A %8R | RS
ctal, 2014 A >12 A C-ZEHRME ) BRI
Batista R A ICD-10 9 36 A-r/C-l 35 2 20 5 tingling B3R 40 B 25 |5 AL K AR IR A B L
etal., 2015 DSM-IV DLPFC® FI B 2 0 B A

¥ (1) A: anode / C: cathode ; r: right / 1: left  (2) % ZEAL T A LI M BREE; 3) 7 FnAME; @) [RFWD, AMREEA ML, 1FRH; (5) DLPFC: ¥ MUl AT&i;
FTP: HiTHIAZILIX; IFG: %0 F [[; (6)# T EEG &N & 4L, b: left DLPFC €/ T F3, right DLPFC & T F4; c: left DLPFC & T3 F5 fU0i &, right DLPFC %E i T-33E F6 AYNL
B d: left IFG BT F7. Cz. Fz. T3 &FAhb; e: FTP EfL T T3, F3. C3. F7 ZIHAYMKIX
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RS B AR 0 R 2E AR g (R AR Ry 23.8
Yo BRI AR, B A0 3 22 00 1) et BA R 3 8 A
DLPFC J&, V8:RE0m 20, (B Ol # 2 )
WA XFERRER, IESLT Boggio (2008)5% 145
. da Silva 5 A (2013) 45 RN EE 1Y (B H—
WL 5 JE)BHMR 22/ DLPFC H13 3 =X (1945 5
O R AE A A B T ) RE A A 0B A T RS A Y
B SRIKSE, ERFSE E R A BT B S 34 He Oy )
WMAE RRE S XHENES, TReMERET R
S B G A L O B2 T v 0 H R =
Klauss %5 A (2014) B0 55 R UOIF S T 2 52 30 380
FEgtk, R &304 RO R (FFX 13 min),
[ [E] % 20 min, HELE 5 KAYHIBGENEARL, 6
JTER 6 A JE, ELSEHIA 50% MR 2R IR
A TFRWRRAS, Dol B X — EL A 11.8%.
XoF L LA A ORI 97 550U R (Moos & Moos, 2006)
ATLUR IR, tDCSIRIT A & BIFIITAL. e —
T 5% 7P, Nakamura-Palacios 55 A (2012) & Bt FH %
ZEfll DLPFC-tDCS XA Y 1 B A WD R 1B K
oK, —J7 I AT RE A R R 5T R A A T
P, AREEABIEREER, LLE T AR
WRIT RS W R A I 22 5. Ju—JrE,
TREZ 1 mA MHELT 2 mA BB TR0 R (Boggio
et al.,, 2006), FE5H I —IAFFH1, den Uyl, Gladwin
A Wiers (2015)%F b T BH A% A5 45 T =] (inferior
frontal gyrus, IFG)L) S Z2 MM DLPFC #il #%5 5 K 4k
HFE VA SROKOE BsE R, & 3G il DLPFC i X
A 25| KB R A B
313 Xk kB, BEAFE

Boggio %£(2010)% tDCS [ T KBRIKH &,
5% 30 BA R A5 N/ BH B 22 ) DLPFC-tDCS Hil i g % %
D RIRIE R . LU ZT AT R RS g
WFATIESE T X — 35 X A0 A R PE (Batista et al.,
2015), FHEBELZ FIBEEER (DCS MHTERIT
WME 4 8. A, £ M DLPFC-tDCS Hi# (BAH—
e AR AE 1 J7 )t BE W/ 1 % vk 3 1 A &V R,
fH 2R R & R BL T {2 35 141l (Shahbabaie et
al., 2014), XA BB Ky tDCS H 38 T Bl
VKR LR R A 454 7# 7 (Nelson, McKinley, Golob,
Warm, & Parasuraman, 2014),
3.2 tDCSHEYIRKFERINMINGE R A IELE

DRI 2R S e T Sy 2 0 B AR P — A LR (4 1 7
B, A AR 0 4R R R R

KeHd 4 16 F (Fishbein et al., 2005), 43, BFSE
FRB, PEREAM DLPFC, [ A BH R 30 34 A
i DLPFC {4 J& iy T4 2 A8 Lt T Ph ik 20 Bl ik
TEFMIR UG 1155 (Ultimatum Game)H B H 5
Z BTE 4447 A (Fecteau et al., 2014), Gorini, Lucchiari,
Russell-Edu #1 Pravettoni (2014)%} b3l DLPFC-
tDCS HHOT it AT | 78T 3 AT = DRLAR e 25 AU
{45 e, K IS BRI AR HT: 55 (the balloon
analog risk task, BART)H, PHAR A7 il /BA # 22 i
DLPFC-tDCS A FH#% 22/ B #% 47 fill DLPFC- tDCS
B Vol 2D R A B T AR DRI AR 2 ) RURS: 47
B TU7XK (the game of dice task, GDT)H, FH#k
A 00 /BA K 22/ DLPFC-tDC'S 14 0 it Fe e A Bz ]
PRI 88 2 %) 22 A= 47 SR, B BH AR Z2 0/ A A A
DLPFC-tDCS A% i ] - (AR 2 iy R B, 3¢
BRAT A3,

B T 52 ma XUBS: A7 A 46, tDCS I # th RE ol 3%
Lesch’s IV ZPORG AR 61 1 AT 328 1 Th fig (da Silva
et al., 2013; Nakamura-Palacios et al., 2012), ¥/
e T BT B (Xu et al., 2013)F1H A
A O HARIR 45 (da Silva et al., 2013). HAh, 4%
% tDCS R, RS WO st A= 16 Bt b
(Klauss et al., 2014),

25 LTk, KA tDCS 1845 DLPFC HYIG3),
RENS A R W) AR 3 1 B R SR MR R R
SRR, B2 N DI a8 I s 25, 97
MAFFEERGE . XN tDCS R T4 B 4K A ife PR
BT HRAE T T RIEE

4 tDCSIaTT YIBUAK# Al e RI R E AL

41 YIFRRBEIREAE

R MILTAET, BIREN) EMET
BURBAT N R R SR, —B0AhEE 3 AR
(1) 5 & [ Bt (Koob & Volkow, 2010), 55— i B A& i
2\/" 5 (binge/intoxication), MA— BRI FHAKE 4
BT o A5 A2 W/ B PEAE IBOIR A B B (withdrawal/
negative affect stage), ZbF X BB M ES H
P FORWTREIR, 45 RS RS . B —1
M Bt & 2% o5/ W B (98 5K ) B Bt [preoccupation/
anticipation (craving) stage], ¥IBUHKHFAH C1¥E12
FURBGEVE N AR R G R R E R, FHiEA
B—WrB, IRy BAREATN

W RN B AR R R T 55X 8k
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B 1% 75 A FH B P ZR 09 M 4 28 ] % (Volkow, Wang,
Fowler, Tomasi, & Telang, 2011; Volkow & Baler,
2014): (1) ¥E[IRFEZ (nucleus accumbens, NAc).
JIE I35 4 2R (ventral pallidum)]; (2) iCAZ/44F [ 5
15/ A1 #% (amygdala) . ¥ 5 (hippocampus)];
(3) M4 HI/ARAT L RE[DLPFC . % F [ (inferior
frontal cortex, IFC), HEAFM: [ 2 (orbitofrontal cortex,
OFC). Hi#047 [l (anteriorcingulate gyrus, ACC)]; (4)
FHL/YR FI[OFC. WFAK{AK K )2 (subcallosal cortex) .
) 204k A& (dorsalstriatum) | 38 Bl [ /2 (motor
cortex)]; (5) PJE3Z (interoception)[(fiKi & (insula) .
ACC); (6) DREkE4e/ e Jj [ W [ 43 4% (habenula) . ¥
{=#%(amygdala)].
4.2 tDCSRITYIRKERAI sE IR EZE M HI

tDCS AT W) BT 1 2 AL w1
SYTEHE, A LI M DCS BRI &% DLPFC
IRemiA AT

R % (1145 DLPFC. OFC. ACC %)7E
N PEIE S 07 %5, 2011) DL R IA 4% il
(Miller & Cohen, 2001)H HA5 B ZAEH , KW
A BT 25 5 R WA M X % e I 340 2% 2 UL e
FRGAF R M2 ] SR {E (Koob & Volkow, 2010),
T2 BRI L ISR B AT O™ 0 £ 5, 2011).
i 92 ) 5 BE 32 5 (Verdejo-Garcia et al., 2008)5%,
LRI RIA MR 2 oKk L X2 1 T R
L HENHEAT N . T DCS REIE S| AL I8 7 #f
2] 8P (Kuo, Paulus, & Nitsche, 2014), K 3
¥ DLPFC i X AT BEWCAR T HI4 M Bz 20 A 1Y AT
S, DA B3 w A A F T RE, s/ A B A4 B
=X

R4 (DCS BRI, EALAETE ST B bR X
Y247 M B 26 T BRPE, I R A i X ) A 2 e
e R R P S B 2 R R JR R i X 36 Bl . DLPFC
HHEAMMEZEME)ZTEWAIET T ZEHR, fil
# DLPFC s nl A% 1 Xk A AH 5 figi DX 1
P75, Conti Fll Nakamura-Palacios (2014) 57 %
W, AR TR EMH XL RE, ACC
ing X 3% s, {H4Z DLPFC Rk ACC
W R B R B 5 2898 ) Bk
A AT AR Ak, BRI AT RN RNER
P[] 51 & 5 K ACC (4571 dorsal ACC)IIE TR
W Z 1) 0] R F 474 (Marhe, Luijten, van de
Wetering, Smits, & Franken, 2013), DLPFC HI|

b ACC {3l T REWD 1 W) SRS & %o 24 ) AH O
LR A 1) SR P BE R 9 oK, SRR D T
SPEY BT, AN AT T A R SR
UE o At HRFFRFE &, DLPFC il B HE o 28 fa bR
NHE B JBURN B J5T T 4 B¢ 28 e (hn e A% B0 S Sy
HEE 2 (Weber, Messing, Rao, Detre, & Thompson-
Schill, 2014) #5245, BOLIERH K )= (OFC)
K A7 MR A% (caudate) AY B B I 37 8 T a2, AL
P ASTADLAT: 55 H ACC X 40 2 114 52 i3 Jim o 45l ACC
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The application of transcranial direct current stimulation (tDCS)
in the treatment of substance dependence

LI Xuejiao; ZOU Zhiling
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Abstract: Substance dependence is a chronic, prevalent brain disorder that harms not only the individual
suffering from it, but also the whole of society. Previous studies indicated that transcranial direct current
stimulation (tDCS) can effectively reduce drug craving (a key aspect of dependence) and improve cognitive
function by temporarily regulating the excitability of dorsolateral prefrontal cortex (DLPFC). Several
advantages such as very few side effects, user-friendly manipulation and low cost, make the application of
tDCS in the field of substance dependence treatment research very attractive and viable, with broad
potential and promise. Future studies should continue to determine the best stimulation parameters for
different types of drug and other individual differences found between abusers, investigate ways for
combining tDCS with other therapeutic methods, and further explore the underlying neural mechanisms of
tDCS treatment in substance dependence.
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