OHELESERE 2011, Vol. 19, No. 5, 633-644
Advances in Psychological Science DOI: 10.3724/SP.J.1042.2011.00633

* &t 7.4 7 (Research Plan) «

KB B2 R -5 N SUAK K 188 2% 7 1S M 52 08 4 52 25 A1
AT AT EER"

B A& H
(Hh R 2 B0 BRI Y U £ e 5 3% O BRAE ISR &, Jb st 100101)

H E AURBRANRAK LA GTA ARG R R, AAnks A 25| &R 352 R A
LT AN B AT E & 3 KRG IEAR, SR AWM T 2 Ae A B AT A RARM T S Lk Ak 89 3 BARAT A
BB AT A o BB - M SORAR B ST AT A B AR R EG, 3 B ODIE ) LR - B A SOR AR S5 AT AT b Y 35 )
Ha b Sule, ERBATALARAKRKEGESMZ AN AR BEX—FE2NARFHE, £
HARBRIE MR A b, RAFTAHZE., TAHEFFURHBALEF EB TR E-SORKA R ERG
HRHFRETHF AR . RRERA LA —F FRANERNEA L BT H O S THHRBEZLR L,
EHEIA RAMILHATA BIAIMBRKR, T AR, BT BT SRR R R

HHEE  B845

1 (e FRYIRH HOWE (drug addiction), — 4% FH 25 BE K BUAR 17
TER 253 AL, (R I 5 265 R 26547 R 0F R B A i

TR, TR A S Y R MR AR L 3K B B AR
A1 NE P A P i ) PN N 1 g !
MR R BN, S NBRAAER k. it, e

ﬁggﬁt g%ﬁ%%,ﬂ,é'jjtﬁﬁ/ﬁ\ﬁ;kj{ ,1‘)&}% Sz Hh X 43 H W 24 (casual drug use) Fl3E 30 M
m¢xf,92)%ﬁéﬁﬁLIiﬁ%ﬁ£fJA; 3)‘u\%j£1£%)\ i 2 (compulsive drug use)FiF 7y, EIEE S ECIE
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5) /N BET I 24 W B v T ok 2 e, 6) BVt AT R T xof {0 R R LA R (e AT S
R RS R AT 4k S T 25 9 (American W RS E  EE 7 £  F
Psychiatric Association, 2000)., A, [ T fiif 52 1 FIR 25 Yy SRS AR, 5 A
HITLZGRAZGT Ty, AL, AARETRIAATANG oo e i AT 0L, BT BT
FORHIE, 212 BT 2459 1R 0 b BEAE AR < S PETHRAE 19 0025 FUTI 2645 9 (Ahmed & Koob,
W RO A B, A8 24T 3ok 25 ) e fuh 22 D 1) 1998; Ahmed, Walker, & Koob, 2000; Deroche-
A AT 2 15%~20%H0 A 1K 2 24 ) o (12t Gamonet, Belin, & Piazza, 2004; Heyne, 1996;
PrifE(Warner, Kessler, Hughes, Anthony, & Nelson, Vanderschuren & Everitt, 2004), K tt, 755256 g
1095). WAL, oMZSHIdrg uselIERBINT om0 28 AR I A L 5
JER AR SR NNE R TR, 5/
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SRACTE 25 R 2547k, BEREANARCSH T TR iR 56 b
RO 2 . B 25BN 2, BRI RXT 254
122 BN D B 2, (B 2 S Lk B R AR
T RN, IRy, B Y YGRS
(MR BT 55 5F) — Uk v 51 Rk B
Besmaa ek R 2 S HL, s B
A58 TR W AR A AN £ g SRATS M A4S 1k T 24 R0 24547
o AT UL, AE 2RI, AR R T X E Y T i
RINBAMBLT R, MikEERAHBEN LR,
AR R 22 i 32 24 WA G TR A S L, LT 2
M1 R B3k . BT R 45 R A
WURMRR A, X ELT BT N — R e
F 3] 38 - 2 7 3 # (stimulus-response  process) - X
T RS R, P, OB & e o P 2
TR A 1Y 2517 S N H R ) 1 (go-directed) [n]
2 Ak (habitual) & R Ryt # . (R, JIHHER 2y
FUHZAT R 5 — e = AT XFE 7 AR Y IX
A IERIEOLT, J5 B R 038 B 1 (adaptive),
AR SR BA R B AT R I BE T T R
FRME Y, R T P AR RTINS A 24 1 R Ol AR
FEA AN OB, O LM LA ) HE 5 24 R
2§17 K (loss of control), WIANAZHMER IR PR |
AR, BRI a8 v R E . L, R
15 R 0] A0 A — a8 R B Y 2 B (maladaptive
habit) (Everitt & Robbins, 2005), 33— W5 & 37 78
TN R SRR Y 2 b, IR RIS 25 ) ORE R
BETARAF R FISAELR, EdEE T N — IR R
AT NI 2L A B US EEER ,
K 25 i 38 T = 4 & 3 47 24 (voluntary
behavior) #).C B R, LA 25 T 2547 R A8 15
SRAC A EA iRt . BRI 49T (basal ganglia)
TERTA K2 M W4 T E i s . 3
M BCR A (dorsal - striatum) 2 AN S5 2]
WRAT R ST M A BN EEH . Bk b & i
GERIL, W FHZGHERE 0 I, 24 W) 19 52 ) 32 39T
ME M SR AR (ventral - striatum) 3™ & 31 85 SOR A4
PETR A 2547 S 8 ) AR T 1) R TR o
A, K 32 fal 24 ) ST S0 P AR I TR B
JZUIREZ B IE PRERIE, RN AU K E X AT R
PR ATE S RE ) Z B E AR . Bhm, BRTCT
W) IR TR, R Y R R A R K
F )2 - T RSP 2T 45 XAT S B il TG AR T RE
J2 1) BCAR AT B R0 MR I SR AR 1) 5 DU SR AR I

Rt B, BRSO 24 o 15 Jioa ot a7 e )
B T8 25 AT 2547 g, AR A2 400 S BT S
TIRE T K S A BE 2 S M AR AT S A B, PR
B AR B BE RE 2 JE K I (Belin,  Jonkman,
Dickinson, Robbins, & Everitt, 2009; Everitt &
Robbins, 2005), fH72&, ik—#HZE 5% 1Y B WA i
B B AR R UEDE, R iR I 2 S B i A
Ty RE 40 3 55 TR aE PR B2 R AT I B G R
DL R 45 3 5 M seRAR i 2 AR 2 5
SR M T2 A 2517 O R X L A A,
HZREMBEANIFGE . WH, DAKSCRERE
GEdb oy A AR . Horh A SCRAR 2 5 2 15
TR —W Sz 2Pk, B, B sek
PRATHE— 25 A3 P DI RE R X 5 U SOIR A4
(dorsomedial striatum, DMS), F %% 5847 H 5
5 1] 17 M (go-directed behavior); ¥ #h il SR {4
(dorsolateral striatum, DLS), FZ #5615 BT N1
By, AT A B R DASE 4 0T A8 AR
o AT R 215 3 S B AT R el r i AR,
DMS B4 AT A “By " Z ik T DLS i e
FIHT, B sl A 2 A7 A i 0F 52 5T DLS A,
F A4 AE DLS 5 v 5 245 F 2547 R Z i) g ST
B BIRECR o R, FERT SOy 3Rl -, AT —
AP BB, BI, gEaa M B 2 M 2547 R 2
Wi T DLS 19 2 WAk ATy, IR o i i 2
-DMS S % (i 4 e )2 2451 ) DMS Tk
DLS) X 47 Ay i 42 il o6k 55, 5 BUR A iz 3 ) 2
-DLS 3l F X AT R R R EE & 3 fr, 2 U
170 B A PERRAE Y B TR, SRR
Lk —EH BN SIS, ik S E
W 28 2 55 AT 0 9 A F AL SR AL 55 BE Al . %
TR B E ST 3
11 BEXFNERAAEREERABAITATEE

KEX
111 EFEHAHREBAR

TE S 6 3 vh HE ST BT 9 245 40 OB AL 2 T 5T
25 R LRI RTEE o SR, DATERY KA
G 45 S W) N /N TR 24 0 O A R X A AR I
[8] P9 2% %% 3 W) 1Y) T 24 ) H (Badiani, Oates, &
Robinson, 2000), Jf o 5.0 TE 25 S HLE 5 HAT
SRIAVE, MG RAFFRR], AR 24 B 5 408 1
2R, TR A A T o O 2 W o Al T R
A ik 19 24 Wy i R T AR RO 1 25 ) i T
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(American Psychiatric Association, 2000), =£fz I,
JH 24530 5 52 7 48 VG 2 U T 254 Ry 38 i R 4
PRI, W2 BB LTE W2 AR i
Kl & (Ahmed & Koob, 1998; Vanderschuren &
Everitt, 2004), 7ES:50 %, 2425 LASh Wy < ik fa) £
fl 25 Wy R L2 iF, R 24 5 B kg, JF HE 24
FMZ5A7 R A YR IE ., RIFEIMK
Bif ] (23 /N IR) B F 3% B (self-administration) 4
RGBT 2, R 24500 A Wi 1 (Bozarth &
Wise, 1985; Johanson, Balster, & Bonese, 1976)., fii
P30 JH) A HEEA(H R, 24 /NEHR) BT R
24 etonitazene, 25 J&J5 il B2 B WS,
Sl 25 0 Be, 2547 R AN 1552 IR 555 (R
S Bt o e ) sk e PO (25 rh B I 2 T I R
Ml (Heyne, 1996), {HNZhY A&k o h St S
JEEE, BCPR G R Y 8 3R 40 2 R Y 1 A7 B BR
Tl 7EBLEERE I, Koob %t )5 7E ( Science) &
F W TAE IR K S DX 53 S H s 28 a5 1 )
WA, BIFERK X 22 RAIIZIE, K6
ANEFIR ) 18 PR 45 24 R R AT I R B A A I 2R
W, WEET (L NEHR) A RS2 KR
AR PR AT IR 2R E KT, i Y S
W 55 T /54 (Ahmed & Koob, 1998). I Al —
Zir, MAEZA LR E AL EE (Ahmed et
al., 2000; Ferrario et al., 2005; Liu, Roberts, &
Morgan, 2005; Paterson & Markou, 2003), J1H,,
b5 — R FNWFFEIESS, K A R4 25 R Bl (W
13 9 R 24 1 Sl ) AT AR AR LR U
AR, TN 1A 2 24 DR BN R s 21 R 2
4 % O s 1 —— 3 8 PE R 2 R 2545 . B O,
Kemf B R4 25 K U B 25 S HL LG R A FRZA 25K
U, B R AT 2 AR RS TR DY S
K, RICHTE A 45 245 Rk R P b (0 1B s
(breakpiont) #2 /& (Liu et al., 2005; Paterson &
Markou, 2003), %% —, KA AIRA K RAAELZ

A5 ok L2 1F 56 2451724 (Deroche-Gamonet et al.,

2004), LRI L TH IR TR IT (extinction) 1
ARSI RN, shW i FEFAT A LR i
) (K T ARG KR) (Ahmed et al.,
2000), 5=, KifHEGARREA NG
R TBLRIE . AR 3 IR 45 25 1Y IR (8 /N
R)BRAE K Y 2B B AR FT, I LT X T 2 RS F
A R SO 2T, AR B IR A2 K

S T8 25 47 R B 0 3 0 (Pelloux, Everitt, &
Dickinson, 2007; Vanderschuren & Everitt, 2004),
VI FARRAERR W], oKt KR E A Y 2 R
B Bl 4 3 B AF 5 e S B Wb o () 50 38 MR
e, BOsh¥y i & R RS L2y, JF H gy
TTHABIFA R
112 XFEHEHAAFSEBRFRHEITAR
Bt —AIaE AR RIB M ER A
5 R 0 1 245 a0 4 R AT 2 [E Y
KR, HARKNRSLLA RS B AR
5 VAT b Ok Ak o ATy R b (behavioral
sensitization) & 45 [z & FH 245 3 B0 25 W) B K Az 8l
AT LG B %1 31 (locomotion) A1 ZI A AT R
(stereotypy)## Jill, Robinson 55iA 2k, #ibfiiz 5h2%
Sk MR SLIA &, MidT R BUsAb s
T 2545 25 g shAL™ & (incentive salience),
Bl AT A Sl B B ) B 2 B AL AT D 48 AR
(Robinson & Berridge, 1993; Wise & Bozarth,
1987), /Nl k25 W th BB 5 AT N UL, W]
WEARRBRM AT EMANFERSL, Z/HEGH
A E WA RAIILE —IEIRIG . H/NF
WSS 04T A B B2 PR TR A v A A
(Badiani & Robinson, 2004), 1, 75 %4 W% 24
AHOG LR ZR 7 1 24 BR 58 (1) 3% 8 ) v 2 LU £
AR B s R Al AN RE S T AT o U E, A
TE WA 1 FH 24 SR GRS 058, A7 70 W T 24 4 G
LR LAY A e s T AT A R b RE, 1
2, HERAGYHIRE, TTIREMR IR Y
78 BE & 57 47 M 8 )& fk (Browman, Badiani, &
Robinson, 1998a, 1998b; Li, Acerbo, & Robinson,
2004), 4 SR Z5 T S A T o BURMEAS 2 H]
I RIRIE T o RATHERTE PR SR AT
Rk (context specific behavioral sensitization), ¢
Ji B FRAE AR 15 55 558 5 AT 8 8B R (non-context
specific behavioral sensitization)., 75256 % KT
TR R IR, R BR P ) 37 8 v 422 52 36 15 ) e
MEJG, fEAE F 25 055 P 45 DL 25 ) s BR VT i R IR 1
B e e AT A U A 3k, i [FIAEAE B 45 LA/
390 12 0y M DU AS R 75 AR A% B e S AT S U AR 1Y
FIk (FE R R TAE) ARE R R R AT A U 3R
R H RN R4 MA I A I BARZ A 25345
HIREE, M/ NRI AR N R SRR
TR S, SRR AT S BT A By BRI



636 O R g R

%19 %

HERHE ., FE SREN . o] ARG HF 2
TTNER R, RA Y RAIT A TZ ISR
ZHIREE, IAEEfL e LL F 5 (loss of control)
B, A BEFRVE BT A (Heyne, 1996). Kk, F&AT]
N, AEIE SRR AT UL SR R R AT RE AR
T EA R ERRIE R BB, K IR TR
T RYAT AR 2 — 9 AT 5Y o
1.2 SBITAKRBTESMMSCKIE — 53818

MRATHHXR
121 BTIMUSURIRS S5 I REIMRIE

1 58 1 W 5N R 3 M SR AR 551 5 02 A4S 7
TSR R M I R G ARBRIR ML vs BR
WEIEZ), FMBCRIAS 5 21547 g 2 3R
ik (Poldrack & Packard, 2003). {0 MAF 5T A H
Packard il McGaugh T 48, fAi1fd A -2k E
(cross maze)f5 A1 £ A B -k B W e T 68 A 0K
W& . v B IR W% (place strategy)s¥ J 1 %K (response
strategy), ZiE EEMIIZRE, EMR T 253
KRR, M4 KEMINGE, XL3hy
M g T P s o7 R, U5 B 1T R R RS I 3l 1
1720 DN BRI 4 i A S S I . AE T NS
PRAAR P T S G TR T 25 R T 48 o R R e i o
W% B 4T 24 (Packard, 1999), T 2% i 15 0 S0 4R A4 )
A X RV S W 4 A (Packard & McGaugh,
1996), SR JE M2, —Eeffor s A s & m
ORI S5 W7 X — W s R R R, B Mseik
5 RN B S BURHIE AT N IR AR R
% (Kawagoe, Takikawa, & Hikosaka, 1998;
Lauwereyns, Takikawa, Kawagoe, Kobayashi,
Koizumi, Coe, Sakagami, & Hikosaka, 2002;
Lauwereyns, Watanabe, Coe, & Hikosaka, 2002), 5
Br b, T SCRARAE S —AS KA #2454, dnlF
KM Bz 2 — AR e Re e ik X . B Ry, BT R
SCRSATIETE BT B IR, B U5 2 sl B 0 i
ORI 43 15 N SCIR 1A (dorsomedial striatum,
DMS)FI s SMI LR AK (dorsolateral striatum, DLS),
43 5 AE S T R K 280 B R # (caudate) Fl 5% %
(putamen), " FHIEMLECR . ZARI A S kAT
SR HLE L K DB LA E X, DMS J§F
“Ik A LUK A (associative  striatum)”, $2 52 ik B
G R R (F B Z N AET B Bz 2 ) R #8, Tii DLS
J& Tl i1 s 8UR R (sensorimotor striatum)”, 3%
%K B A 12 Bl 1 2 (B 4G W) 98 B K 2 TR A4

B 2 ) 4% 5T (Alloway, Lou, Nwabueze-Ogbo,
& Chakrabarti, 2006; Yin & Knowlton, 2006) (4]
1), KEMFFEUERA, DLS Al DMS iy SEA7- 78 T fiE

B4 ES . W, 8 DMS mf RECR RAE KR T
(water maze) S48 BB b & B9 AT 45 b 4 A7 B R
W& B BE T T KR, I ELAE A B SR W s g SR s T
1155 B Z Hb A B SR g, BRI AR SR T TIA R,
DMS & 5 RiEHIN BIRIEE, 5 5%)E FR—
WIRERSE, Wi DLS S5 K3 (1R 1k) Y S ok i
2 >J (Devan, McDonald, & White, 1999; Devan &
White, 1999), [T, Yin 25 A 42 DLS &5l -
SV 3% $% (stimulus-response association, S-R)/ &
B RAT K, T DMS 2 517 R -45 5 3% # (action-
outcome association, A-O)4 &1 H#r S 16117 M
(Yin & Knowlton, 2006), Jf 7F 1 1 14 2% > K
(instrumental learning) FESE T X —{R 1% . 2AIAR)
PARD 7 o R A 36— R R AVEAT N B T Rk —
F: ATRPERSE R {H (outcome devaluation) il
ok B 0E B AT i B B9 HL R R B (contingency
degradation) ., M JE T Xk 45 5 4 F8 150 10 52 AT A,
XA AR 10047 Ry 32 25 H A PR, R Ik 3 e
AR AR SRR A B, SR AT N R 3% outcome
devaluation 1§ contingency degradation FJs i,
BN R IE 2T AT R, Yin SE LB, 5 DLS fE4
BBt contingency degradation fYEUEPE (Yin,
Knowlton, & Balleine, 2006), W33 47 K KIE
B (Yin, Knowlton, & Balleine, 2004), ififH¥r DMS
WA R NMDA Z & Bk HAR S m47h 1
>J#5(Yin, Knowlton, & Balleine, 2005), 7] i, DMS
M DLS 43525 Hir S 47 R #1547 R 19 >
5o [R5 B I SOR AR AT R B — 2, VIl
S5 S oA 00 AT B R (0 LR AT i & 2 2
(prelimbic cortex)), K B BT > 15 A9 #AE 47 R X
outcome devaluation F1 contingency degradation #f
AU T (Balleine & Dickinson, 1998; Corbit &
Balleine, 2003), T il 5wl 453 5% B Jilg 75 P9 A0 A2 (2
% DMS #ith {5 B R Blnraint &2 2), Wwig
FI|[R]#E (1) 2% F (Corbit, Muir, & Balleine, 2003), Lk
R R, NANHT A B )2 -DMS FIE G2 Bl
J2J2-DLS B4 AT | S A Dh 68 -4 5 145
BALILE R, FHATERERF LR, BB % —
AR, I — BT A 04T RS RIS
R, 0 H ES T XN RS R,
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Habit formation

Increasing effector specificity and automaticity

Associative network
Action-outcome (A-Q)

Prefrontal and

Sensorimotor network
Stimulus-response (5-R)

Sensorimotor

parietal association ﬁ : ﬁ
= cortices
cortices
Medicdorsal/
Thalamocortical e el t::Et::.ls
network thalamus

Basal ganglia

Midbrain

‘Associative striatum . Associative Sensorimotor striatum Motor
(caudate/DMS) @ (putamen/DLS) 1\ pallidum
- - & N
~ -~ - . . . J
.‘.

-
e
IEHHHII

1l

Pl L ST S 0 e o o R R B o - i Al 28 4 328 1) S 932 B0 J¢ - IR A 2274 ) 45 10 %
(Yin and Knowlton, 2006)

17 7€ ¢ H {E F (Balleine, Lijeholm, & Ostlund,
2009). 4N, AT AR, AT DLS
{4 3y %} contingency degradation {4 e 7 B 4
i, BEBAZRTE DLS 2okt S RAT R 14 il FR AR,
MEE, Hbr S mAT 8k < EH B (Yin et al,
2006) , Zeat Kt B K SR AL I BV E AT R I 25
KRBT A2 B R, SR A
SRR CBE, KBS IEEFAT A
(Dickinson, Nicholas, & Adams, 1983), W], 7&
EFIESR T, NMEE T Z-DMS 2 51 His
5 i 2o A A R B ) SR 32 B B2 2 -DLS A §1 1
B AR I E R AT, (HAR R B G E DMS
E 2 2 0 55 3 W P R B AT S B BE I (Yin et
al., 2005), f] i, DLS 1l DMS 433l 4% 52 K fisi 12 J2
AN TR X5 R AT SCBE, AR T AT O B A
Bl 2R R VA
122 WMATEM K R-DMS ([ B 5iE 3 KR
-DLS EHERAITAMIBILIEFX
HOHT ST, PG A R B 2 -DMS 38 K
B BAR S AT, RV 5 s H i T sl L
B 55 A R B (A-O ), 1Mz 3l )2
-DLS 38 % W] 532 3l A S 9% 1) 1 o 38 O A 5% (S-R

YERE), Bl ) 847 0 (Yin & Knowlton, 2006).
JRUIR 8 R AR AR X 24 40 AR 245 0 R SRR 1)
RPE, HE 2517 BT A ik I B iR R, D
el T XA A S A A 45 5 (outcome devaluation) s JG
Bl 25, X#oR, DLS 7 Mk 25 M 25
Tyl RERe TSR . EAER, AOHRE
K, WEE WA RER, S5080RIKIX
032 U A SCIR AR A i 380 58 0 SR A /7 A
SUIRMAR . HEILF 3L

PAAEXS T 38 24547 S # 2 HL A A9 R = F 52 90 42
o TR SRR, BIARBRAZ, 1A R 0 SO R
1 25 W) 108 v IR ZE 4R i (McBride, Murphy, &
Ikemoto, 1999; Wise, 1998). #ATfi, i feibk £ iYF
it 7R R T S AR I SRk . n, 7R3
W, W SR AR R BRI e oK g, 5
SRR BE8 (Garavan, Pankiewicz, Bloom, Cho,
Sperry, Ross, Salmeron, Risinger, Kelley, & Stein,
2000); TR AL RIE R ERE, s
AR (5% ) 1T A J2 JE O SOIR A P 1) 22 T2 e e il
T E RGN, T EL T RE R R SR T 40 e e
14 S8 LT O SOIR A4 A 22 U2 i R e 18 el 8 e R
(Volkow, Wang, Telang, Fowler, Logan, Childress,
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Jayne, Ma, & Wong, 2006), Zh¥52560F5E s,
T SOR A2 B8 2 FH 24 30 72 0 i JR i i 5 5 R
Mo N, 2t Bl [ 3R 45 2512 g iy —
AL FLT (second-order schedule of reinforcement)
t, HAYAH L R R R AT AR
A SRAR A 2 AR B A P9 1) 25 L e il il 2 485 o
(Ito, Dalley, Robbins, & Everitt, 2002), H 4fH)
45k 3 Porrino A1 FH A5, MATA I, THR
BARBATRE 5 KI5, £ UGS 4% A
T A o s R BT RE M SeiRAR, (A Zad 100 X
R Z G, XK DY R 2R KR4
X4k, BIVBEE FZ5aT RAE, SORMA R T B AR
%8 31 2 (limbic) 3 J& 2| Bt 4 (associative) 1 jgk
3% 2 (sensorimotor) K8, 42 715 18 1 FH 245 M ) 3
X BHLANEG 25 17 B Ak 38 52 ) & i 2 X80 32 3l
FINENE B AL B 2B 52 e, S 2 R pE b
A-O IR S-R i SR T A A ) R il
(Letchworth, Nader, Smith, Friedman, & Porrino,
2001; Porrino, Lyons, Smith, Daunais, & Nader,
2004),

JRAE M BORAAE URETF 57 % W 32 31 5¢
E, R, BEWEAEX : DMS F(JLHJZ)DLS

F1% ZJy RE 0 75 1 R AT 5 U R 32 ) L 8 114 T A,

RAEA M52 #E DLS fE N T Hbx. 41, DLS
P45 DL 2 UL SZ PR B 70 5 45 24 R AMPA 32 K4
PURIVERHI TS T & RAEF W] KA T 25178 (2
F oAb FR)F) (Vanderschuren, Di Ciano, & Everitt,
2005); J<iE DLS Al H0HI AT = B AR W7 i 1 3
HAT A ARG R MA LR BELNT
25474 (Fuchs, Branham, & See, 2006), Ei %] 2007
4, Jedynak A EXT L T 18k FHZ X DMS Al
DLS B, fifi1& 3, Lhahigs e i B 32 dE
B 2270 55 4 FE (WL FE P RE W75 15 B e S P Al
BAk)JE, KB DLS P[] £ 7T (medium
spiny neuron) F R 58 % BE SN, T DMS PR %
R LWL, XA 2 R R A 4 k22 A A B AT
eI T DLS X7 Mg ®I3S i, i DMS %17
9 By ¥ ) vk 59 (Jedynak, Uslaner, Esteban, &
Robinson, 2007). X T iff 3% 4% 3 (0 2 S T
DLS F1 DMS fE R 435407 S-R Fil A-O i FE i IX.
O A S I FH 2 RS2 e, T LA B O 2 4R
o T JE A SR A P Y 2€ ik T 28 14 2 K (Robinson
& Kolb, 2004)s7% %A HIZ4 /5 DMS [H 470

Wi B (Ferguson, Thomas, & Robinson, 2004),
13 HIFMHEBRTITEFIINEZRA ERRIE

HRAMAAITANEEZEHEEMZ —
131 BIEM R B S &= 1T 4 B ITIE § (executive

control) it 72

HOA B 2, FBAR NINET A B2 2 (medial
prefrontal cortex, mPFC)HIIE % iz JZ (orbitofrontal
cortex, OFC), A 5 4 il 22 Fr il Al ik # DAPR UE ST 2%
T RAE . & AT (FR 1 executive control),
Hrfr, 47 A0 (behavioral inhibition) & —F & %
H I BLE], T8 PR N RS Bt AR R A BH
1ESMRAT AT, AEZ s  HEHITE R
HER W 2 A p S, a0 S RTA A R IE R B
(W R BRIy o R o] BN B S e ey =¥ R e
JR(Eagle & Baunez, 2010). K1t By sh ¥t 55 1
A 5 58 A O AR 22 A IR R | SR B4 T
HI AR, W, B OFC K3 K BRAE
stop-signal 4F: 55 Hh ¢ 1EJ5A SR T s (14 B 7] (SSRT)
(Eagle et al., 2008), W T KR IE 5-CSRT 1+
% (5-choice serial reaction time task) ™ i Wi ah 47 A
(premature responding) Fil [& % 47 A (perseverative
responding) (Chudasama et al., 2003), Jf: /& i %
T )2 ] (reversal learning) (Brown & Bowman,
2002) , S5 B AT 2% 17 JZ (prelimbic cortex, PrL)
ARG, HIBER N T s 5-CSRT
£ 55 B B %547 F (Chudasama et al., 2003), iX
A& T Pri 15 S350l W) A e R i R Bt
i 5K g B e £, Il B mPRC(prelimbic/
infralimbic) B8 % % I 301 ) 76 7K 2 B 4T 55 o DA %S i)
S W 5] AL E 28 2 5K W 1) %% 5 (de Bruin, Sanchez-
Santed, Heinsbroek, Donker, & Postmes, 1994), It
Ak, Pri ik 171 55 WA 45447 A (action-outcome) 1
contingency, [H b 45 8 X — X 38k 23 5 BUK R X
contingency ¥ i 75 AN Fi-fUR% (Balleine & Dickinson,
1998); iEXRTFNHF B )2 (anterior cingulate cortex,
ACC) 2k 51 7 2 1Y 1% % (Passetti, Chudasama, &
Robbins, 2002), LK IR S # B AN R i 2 15
‘5 B BE /1 (Cardinal, Parkinson, Marbini, Toner,
Bussey, Robbins, & Everitt, 2003), iXLL6E Jj 13
R FEICEARHE R . R 0015 B LME R ST
HRIPLH . INBEICRRE, FEEH NNHETE
I, fL AR ACC ORI PrL s e sy, Kt
2 4 17 0 K 5T F DMS T A~ & DLS(Voorn,
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Vanderschuren, Groenewegen, Robbins, & Pennartz,
2004), ME%5 Bz /2 (orbitofrontal cortex) (i k& 4% 5
W53 T DMS, HAH X3 5 ACC I PrL A R K
TR B By (Schilman, Uylings, Galis-de Graaf, Joel,
& Groenewegen, 2008), 115 DMS [EFEREMS T8 1
REFAT ISR R, KT, Eagle DM Al
Baunez CIAZH, Wi -JLIEHI 2T LR R #AT R
Mk Sh e FEADLHI (Eagle & Baunez, 2010),
132 KEAYEZSEIFAMAIEMN EZED
R

KEWIFERWY, MU WRTSM ThREZ 4 .
wn, ANZER IR RR AT B, 259 BRI
7 J2F 2 Ab TR I ek A5 (Goldstein & Volkow,
2002; Volkow, Fowler, & Wang, 2004), 1] F i
T MO R, AAEER . ER
8o 5w Bl APk 36 (Dom, D'Haene, Hulstijn, &
Sabbe, 2006; Hester & Garavan, 2004; Kirby, Petry,
& Bickel, 1999), ik 24T 55 (1) 58 BUEB A T P ]
i 4% - Bz J2 (medial prefrontal cortex, mPFC)FHIE
% Hz )2 (orbitofrontal cortex, OFC) Y I fE 5 8 : ,
PR BEIR T MBS ., °T-RE 30
45 24 fd1 15 K B (Schoenbaum, Saddoris, Ramus,
Shaham, & Setlow, 2004) 1 {8 i % (Jentsch,
Olausson, De la Garza, & Taylor, 2002)7E S bk 3% 5
155 Y S 2% ) (KT OFC) B J1 4K 1 4
o A BRI RIE PTG, RIS
23t 18 M A T B T R R A IR 2 S TS
¢ % B WFE, B AR A KR (dmPFC) L &
OFC WM& USRI T4 % T /e, I+ 5
TAEICAZH EAATER 1Y 5 5 (George, Mandyam,
Wee, & Koob, 2008); K rl KA [ 345245 (5
R = 0 25 ) 0 B W) AE FF 22 E R (sustained
attention) {£: & I B = EZ W, R4
mPFC il OFC N L% D2 321k F ik K F 1) T F%,
X LA FE R W 30 K JE 4398 A7 E (Briand, Flagel,
Garcia-Fuster, Watson, Akil, Sarter, & Robinson,
2008), T 4E B H IR 425 (/MR a2 B s 1 T
DA b A8 T 1 400 7 2 0 DN A2 45 3 B LA KA R
AP R . B NS YRR A AE S s
MBI, KRR T RO 5 BOi A
2 )JZ(mPFC fil OFC)HIZEHI M BEZ 11, W RES
BB R SR R TR 2 M AT R B
K&K,

— AR, RN TG A Rz 2 T R A
S URE A AT R R IN . WA R 2
1) T SR AR B S 67 T2 BLAE DMS, R4 K 3
FH 25 35004 TG 40 453 5 gl T el I s ] 5T
MR R S, GBS E 3 A-O i R
S-R KRBT N ARSI R RE, MNIR TR
PR 2GR A I R ik . (HHAT L&
AL U e UE S X — B B R o

AR PIIRRFF 5T [A] 42 1 S 455K — i o — TR 5%
7, P mPFC(&LFE prelimbic Al infralimbic) 5 1k
TR ARG AT RN, DL TR AT Xt
205 W FH 55 2k ‘R Bk 2k (contingency  degradation) (=
o AL FE ) K BRI (Weissenborn, Robbins,
& Everitt, 1997), #4158 mPFC F:E X471
P (GG AT A AL fE ) Z B4, BAT I e
fERAT R 380, 78 55 —IF 5, Jedynak &5 M %%
IR AR B 25K B DMS N 58 s
Wb, M DLS PR S BE RS &2, ] 4R
K HI 25 S 5 mPFC Xt DMS Fy$a i 55, ifi Jdie
B R JEXT DLS B4R MR, P A 3k LA 58 il
Tk A KRN A Z IR BE M 2 4% T (Jedynak et
al., 2007), THTH A =320 B AT M i 6E
JI RS DMS — & F] RS WAl 4 T 538 1 R
AT R, IHR TR NIRER

25 b, HHTR BT R 0 2T A5 A R SR 30 Pk
FIE B AP &b T DA i 5 - g 2 1 SOIR AR, AE
A SCPRAR ) H5 0 SOR AT A 5% — A £ 4% I AHE 22
W, A LA X G s e 5 ] IE R
A A M RRE A A T R Z S R R . LA
MR RT — Lk, FRWHFMSCREZ S
SR g R RS R, (HE AR A A
SURRE TE WA D REAS [ B9 T IX 525 B AT 0T B
005 Hw A 6, Lk b, X
P IX, 3532 AR KO Bz 2 XIS B, — A~
ZH5 AT, S-S5 BTN, JFR
X 2% T AT I8 % L 4 F3E HAE R I 1Tk
SEATRE R IEFEAEOLR, X 45 B AL BEE FE Y
EEhAE TSV (A-0 Y S-R i RRILHHK
1), TR ETA Ry 2 T B R AT T
AE, A REMEE PLIARRRNE RIE . E M\ F L R AT
RGN, AN RATA M KR AZ B, X BT AR
BT WG, A7 R st 18 % B 7 ) & (Eagle &
Baunez, 2010; Everitt & Robbins, 2005), #Xifi,
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SO 25 S B I A2 U TR S sV TR 2547
AHEERR, VUATHIM 5 0 SO R ) i 2
IR 2 T AR I R AU 215 300 R 5L 2517 0 1Y
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PR [ R -

(1) 538 PEBE 25 B ALY 2 3K e OB T 1 41
BRI

(2) sRIBPETLLGFT MR S KM Y T
BN RTAIT BRI B R

(3) I Bz J= -5 A AN SO A% % 1) A7 g 41
LRP) e 4l B P (i A S AR & AL R EE S

2 WRME

21 EUBHEATERAFSNEEERAT

ok kil

TE E A A HGE DL KA S50 25 i I 9T 100
filt I, PRE EE B U R 1 2 P 85 R 2 N7 e
7 IR R 258X, () A DA B /N30 )
PPRECAEXT L, AT B i 38 M o A i 3 )
MR 25AT A, T BT A AR Y SR GE P TR 24T
SASEAL UK JH W R B AT A PR RRAE B AT A
1)3 34 K I 2575 5 0 AR S S5 e S A T Sy BURR
3Rk, BB 2547 0 A 32 1% 52 &K (context cues)
MR 20K H RG2S 2547, A4S
AT RTERR: a. IR T &EE S BB
Wt LA IR 25Ty, BRI Bh LA 2 CS- ik
£k K (discrete cues)IR#E; b. AIHERRATT
Mo
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ER R R e R R e =S |
M SOR A FNTFF SMIN SR A 0 22 T 1 T Bl PR 2 5 4
S5 H 24T S AR EE P 2547 A AR A G
KA SRJG, I T 0P 4 8% i X 14 7 vk 5 48
HMI SR AT PN SR A T 58 P T 2547
FH W AT RRIBTRER, #— L e
HMI SR A 2 A5 2 538 M T 24547 S R 8 BT T
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23 EFEAIFMEEZHREREMERAITAN

XE&
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e 1 RE L TR, B A R JE S5 R R e A
A S iA R AT N Z AAE A R . K
S, 75 G 0 A S A 2R % DX G PR A
L R 2 B HE AR 2 ) A A 3 BUN L 2 3 )
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PEYIWT (functional disconnection) {4 i 57 J2 -1 N
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The Role of the Cortex-Dorsal Striatum Pathway in Morphine-Induced
Compulsive Drug Seeking and Taking Behaviors

BAI Yun-Jing'; ZHENG Xi-Geng"
(The Institute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences; The Division of Mental Health and Behavior Genetics, Beijing

100101, China)

Abstract: Drug addiction is a chronic brain disease characterized by compulsive drug seeking and taking
behaviors. From initially go-directed drug use to compulsive drug taking, the drug-seeking behavior in
addicts becomes more and more habitual. Compulsive drug seeking and taking behaviors are habitual
behaviors depending on dorsolateral striatum, and the impaired function of the prefrontal cortex-dorsomedial
striatum pathway, which leads to persistent control of behavior by sensorimotor cortex-dorsolateral striatum
pathway, is an important neural mechanism underlying compulsive addicted behaviors. The study will
establish the animal model of drug addiction and adopt behavioral, behavioral pharmacological and
morphological techniques to discover the role of the cortex-striatum pathway in compulsive drug seeking
and taking behaviors. The results may shed light on the possible molecular mechanisms involved in drug
addiction.

Key words: compulsive drug-seeking behavior; dorsolateral striatum; prefrontal cortex; prefrontal-dorsomedial

striatum pathway
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