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SM AT Rt A AT AR BAIE Sh R 9 AR K . B AR B R (DCS) A — AP AE AN X R A R, 5 R ATE R
AFBEAE A tDCS AR oG R A e Bkl ke AR B 838 %, (2 1 RATRZR AR —% ., B9 (DCS %
w6y BB A ) LR B AT ZAUH) Y tDCS BF R 6 R . 3K B A8 tDCS iy XA 2 tDCS 2R 69
R UM £ 7 S A B AT R A AR 6 R

XEEIE R EipH, Z2MARBRE, AT, FIMTH T, WHBEHR, 151545544, go/nogo 5
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1 B/

il

2 it SEARCH SN R I e B AT 2 7 A B,
B 2 NN I B ECE N R B, AR 2 AR
AR A X b SN ph Bl o Fe i, HE R, SRAT
GEIRABLL, KB AN AT AN i A3 38 25 v i 1) vh 3
MH P A EIE N B LLAT R, R AL A
AT BRI T B4 24 i R b i e 3k e
B, ZRIRFHBNA S THIRMA, Shikkik. X
S B B K R R M . BN (response
inhibition) & & # il A5 24 19 A 75 Z AT N
MIRE ST, DA AT T PR 45 8 Al Al 22 3% i A H
bt ) B9 AT 9 OB, 2 R AT T RE A4 A RS
(Diamond, 2013; Sandrini et al., 2020; Verbruggen
& Logan, 2008, 2009). S W i 2 I\ B J) H fix
HEBEWE I Z—, WERARELEZ, RE
MR R, RV H 57 290 BRI B IR C,
R B £ 3 i (attention  deficit hyperactivity
disorder, ADHD) (Clark et al., 2007; Oosterlaan
et al., 1998; Schachar et al., 2005; van Rooij et al.,
2015). 331 4iF (obsessive compulsive disorder, OCD)
(Brunelin et al., 2018; Chamberlain et al., 2005; de
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Wit et al., 2012; Gowda et al., 2019) . A& 5 245
(schizophrenia) (Hughes et al., 2012; Thakkar et al.,
2011; Zandbelt et al., 2011). %5 iiE (substance
addition) (Hardee et al., 2014; Mahmood et al.,
2013; Steele et al., 2014) 5 # 5 A-ER A7 76 S DL 41D
il B8 1 B i B 5 B O ) ik 5 2R SR (decision
making) (Xu et al., 2020), T./EicfZ(working
memory) (Alderson et al., 2017)ZIAFIHE JIAHHE,
JE NBEAE IE 25 BT 5 1Y A BB 7 (Wu et al.,
2021)0 W AMGIAE S BEACNAIRE Sy, 7T LRI N
VFZ BARRE Sy, Fiv LSO 4] BE 1 4 T Al AH 5C
A ELARRE Ty ek, L AN AN SO A BE O 5 R
S AR G, A WSRO A RE T S I
ATTF AR A9 45 AT O, BN ) i e AT LAk
F T 52 A o 2 O A B S R, AT A AR
LT 55 S R A TS B > (Biggs et al.,
2015; Davis & Smith, 2019), JEAFEA, Xt 5 R ) i
AEHLHIRIE SR TR &0 1z 240,

Go/Nogo 1T:55(Go/Nogo task, GNG)FI{5 55 4T
% (stop signal task, SST)J&MF5Y S g 410 il 9 5 DL
K (Cunillera et al., 2016), ZEEMAHAGF . 2
59118 (transcranial magnetic stimulation, TMS)FI
#h 22 1 4 B (electroencephalogram, EEG)%H: R,
KW 2 B B A1 i D1 BE 5 Hi A - (prefrontal
cortex, PFC) L) JZ JL i1 22717 (basal ganglia)%; Y)AH
XK, HPETA W KA AT [ (right inferior
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frontal gyrus, rIFG/right inferior frontal cortex,
rIFC) . # #MlHi %% it K2 /2 (dorsolateral prefrontal
cortex, DLPFC)., Tif%fBjiz 3 IX (pre-supplementary
motor area, pre-SMA),

F A [ (IFG/IFC), 25 0 B R 30 il 2
HE Y # ZL i X (Aron et al., 2003; Aron & Poldrack,
2006; Aron, 2007; Erika-Florence et al., 2014; Juan
& Muggleton, 2012; Rodrigo et al., 2014; Sandrini
et al., 2020; Schroeder et al., 2020), X ik 51475 F1 3
REFG I 9T 047 85 fIFG S B o il A 76
Aron 25 A (2003) % 3 rIFG 1545 f 955 A o7 30741 4
55 BT ; Chambers 5 A (2006)3 1 28 fiii
FIFBEAR (IFG B2 A PE LR B D aEH 4 H 19,
55 B R B AW ) BE g BEA . A 00 i A
(DLPFC) th 7£ S i 41 il w4 4% 4 H (Chen et al.,
2021; Dubreuil-Vall et al., 2019; Hwang et al., 2010;
Sandrini et al., 2020), Hwang % A (2010)7E #% iR 2=
M DLPFC DX 35t 11 e 490 0 52 228 P 3R 8 DA T 2%
ATIZM X, SRR A A L, ) 0 4 TE T 44 S
SR REM A R 4, R W] SN A0 B8 ) 4
Tto VF 2 WF58 R HTAE Bz 3 X (pre-SMA) 1L 2 5
SR A 33 F2 (Duann et al., 2009; Gowda et al.,
2019; Kohl et al., 2019; Sandrini et al., 2020; Sharp
etal., 2010; Tan et al., 2019), Dambacher 25 A (2014)
Wi 58 GNG Ml SST B 14 Iy i % 34 4% i 4R
(functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI)%
BUAL M il B 4 pre-SMA RUBTR G N, A4
WF58 % B pre-SMA 45475 Y B ATE SST o 19 1l &
FAR T R o B, 3R B s N AR O R R
(Floden & Stuss, 2006), FEJFE #1427 (basal ganglia)
B BT A A B GE R, 2 SN A A 2
1 % (1) B 23495 (Aron, Behrens, et al., 2007; Aron
& Poldrack, 2006; Duann et al., 2009; Neubert et al.,
2010; Zandbelt et al., 2013), fff R . 724 .
& F BRI A AE, Horp R . e H
BREFRBORAER ., Duann Z8 A (2009) i il SST A
fMRI 4875 rIFC 5 pre-SMA 22 [8] ££ 75 T g e i 12,
1M pre-SMA 3 iod J& PRA% il e i 6 A% 5 W) 93z 5 ¢
Jii (primary motor cortex, M1)MIi&E#z, M miilfT
J18I1E; Aron, Behrens 55 A (2007) i FH R BOM AL 1L
14 (diffusion-weighted imaging, DWI) [ 5t %2 4%
R IFC. iK% pre-SMA Z [H] 47 7E [ Ji

e AT A A — R R b 28 R A i R S
R0 i 4 AT BE ) # Z2 AL (Aron & Poldrack, 2006;
Aron et al., 2014; Hannah & Aron, 2021; Jahfari
etal., 2011; Li et al., 2020; Wessel, 2018; Sandrini
et al., 2020; Tan et al., 2019), 7EMALFI T, (IFG .
pre-SMA 7 A 45 1E i & IR AL 3 25 FEIR Y, %
4 B 7 308 o 5 Gl 2 i A% ik 332 Bl B ik,
WX IE Bl e 2 B S, ATz 3 b
ARAR A i A AT 2 T B A ) 64
WS¢, 41 TMS (Chambers et al.,, 2006; Hwang
etal., 2010; Obeso et al., 2013; Zandbelt et al.,
2013), SR AEA, — PB4 09 JE =2 A fiki o)
B AR —— 2 /i 5 L 3 38 (transcranial  direct
current stimulation, tDCS)3Z 2| # £ 1) 7
IR 2 SRA TR LN (A8 A St A LILEY S P S i3
AR, tDCS ISR HE 547 R M PR SROC R #
it 7 A BE(Filmer et al., 2014; Martin et al., 2020;
Yavari et al., 2018)., tDCS 5 TMS f£1EA R 2 4L,
HSEEH b, TMS G i e Sk Bz b AT v 2k
IR WG R WU, (EZIE T Jr 2 B il X A
JERONE LA, AT R T K ik 3 2l 5 2 (de Boer
etal., 2021); tDCS DI i 8 78 3k B2 1 A AR,
FAEALE SR E R (— B 0.5~2 mA), o
Uit 2 A PR T O B BT, 5 e R R J2 4 By
(Coffman et al., 2014), tDCS A& Wi Mett:, —HBH
R 2 5 RS e 2 04 A PR, B R 5 B
43 P F& I (Nitsche & Paulus, 2000, 2001; Pisoni
etal., 2018), Mk, MZ4Mfii, TMS F1 (DCS
TE 5 2 I ABRIESS — O 00 6 02 He e 4
¥ (Krishnan et al., 2015; O'Connell et al., 2014),
{E BN AR R T 1 47 19 22 2 SRR 1 O T B
FH, TMS $5#51J2H & TMS (repetitive TMS, rTMS)
WA A RSB H A R, A A SR AR GE
%A Z40F 1) rTMS 1697 B g0 (TT T R 5101
S EUBIR 1 G B R ) & T 0 (Nowak et al.,
2006), {HIXHAN R R 1) & A B K (Rossi et al.,
2021); T 2 tDCS HEBRARHE 5 38 # I B9 tDCS
T3 58 (CF 5 38 1) R RI J JOR 422 ik iy XL 1Y s ) b A
PLE A T Y 5 B R A5r 2 I [ ) D) 2 A 1Y
(Bikson et al., 2016; Woods et al., 2016), EIRTTAE
SIRHE . &5 KGR (Kessler et al., 2012;
Zewdie et al., 2020), {H HEjE A ™ EA KK
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& MRS MR ) i (Valiengo et al., 2020), —
St E B DCS P2 A RO I 2 AL A PR,
—Fh AR ML, B DCS S LT AL
W E AL R AR, 5 T R A,
AT TR o8 2% 6 5 35 10 il 350 B (Nitsche & Paulus,
2001; Stagg & Nitsche, 2011), X FFHLHE #7724k
AR 5 5 AL R T % ik K T B A B AR
S S S o 1 L o SN T s o= 2
tDCS ] LU A= K 2 J5 %000 (Di Rosa et al., 2019),
AT AT A 52 3 35 i el 22 5T 7 A R R Ak
(Fritsch et al., 2010; Stagg & Nitsche, 2011), &2,
tDCS &2l . JERAX. 5 TH
FRAEJ7 (8 1 BEAZ I8 5 Il K 5T D) B 5 N RTEE T 1Yy
i A (Bikson et al., 2016; Lu, Gong, et al., 2020;
Sampaio-Junior et al., 2018; Valiengo et al., 2020;
Weidler et al., 2020),

SIS A A S R AR DA BE 1 v ey Tl
oy 2 —, SRiB g, HEA I, UFREE
ViBURURIN/AIE LTS 2 NGV 53 ek | PO K i 95
RS T 5 12 AT RN, — 2 SO A i A il
24 (Benikos et al., 2013; Manuel et al., 2010), 1HJ&
LA T7 1 LU RS, AHRT SR A A B (W et al.,
2021), —REAERAMERRIEEAR, JLH tDCS
Ty HBARPEH) 20 . H Ok B 2 i 65T
HRFE tDCS HE 1] R 5 8 it 1) B J2 DX 2
P R, U AT tDCS 2T L
8 o A R R 0 SO R, X B Ay SRR
S, PR T AR v i R N X 25 RS 1 5 14 41K
P 1, a7 DL e et R A 5 B o 40 ) A G 1 g
F1o HIEALERXT (DCS R 2 15 X 5 il fid B
12 ST A1 1) B B8 1 BIF S8 2R AT [RTJBR, X SEAIF ST AE
[ B X 54 (IFG. DLPFC Fll pre-SMA, LIfF
JEATS GNG M SST MRIN FTLEE, H
Nogo FiRF (T IEMF)E GNG B ETFER, 15
1155 [ W i (stop signal reaction time, SSRT)J&
SST 1Y FEBAGHR, A SCH Jo I =A> 2 A 3
DT EAT IR, IH9) BT &0 S 8% B
PEECH BITESEIR, JE— D HEXS DLTE RIS Y i,
RIGTHE A DAEMF R AETER A L, )5 8 s TE
TR ER SR BRI EAREL T
SAE ] tDCS 48 T 5 3 i (4 o S B 58 T 1
Nt — LA tDCS $2 T FE AHE SR 0 1l ) BF
FEREAE IR ST A BB AR

2 tDCS #H#AME T B X3 5k K2 #) &l Th

b /
BE B9 22 M

A [ 2 2 A T e S X, Aron 5
AN QOIHHE rTFC LA B A 56 fr 22 9 245 (R - — 356 JEe
2275 BRI RN FE, AN BRI i T fIFC
HILIRE. HATKE (DCS WForse B Ml M T
W1, I HRFERT B B 10 1] 2 RE A 52 e (R 1)

FH#% tDCS H34 rIFG fe i 42 T s g 31 il fi
Jacobson %5 A (201 D)X iR 1 TFG Jitifin tDCS IF
FERGOAAE RIS 6L SST, SLgs R ER, 18
HF B, FEAROR 2 B BRI SSRT, {HXT X
BRAL 45 (AN SST ME— AR REHB I 1LES)EE
YEH, BRI (IFG R 5 1 b 2 A5 52 1 417 ] g
T AN & — M RE 75 % R SR 7 A A 00l Tl
(right angular gyrus, rAG), Z55X} Nl
YEF, UiW] tDCS #7552 ni 1 il BLA DX B 4 vk
(regional selectivity), FH#ERIE rAG RE5 KX
Rl (Chambers et al., 2006), Campanella %5 A
(2018)f# FH 4% 14 1E 1 % bR 5L (Conditional accuracy
function, CAF)¥Aiit GNG {4 %M, HIPE R
N G0 T B TE A 3 25 T R, X ] RE LAl R AR
IEAf R AR, 452 % B PHARRI fIFG )5 DL I
IF 19 2 N I 2R T R i k0SB s g 41 i 3%
I A SRR R R II R DCS H
% rIFG AT DL T A4 S8 30 8 77 (Chen et al.,
2019; Stramaccia et al., 2015), AR ELEEHE
FAZR, 18 DCS AMULEAT N KT, A2
A B RSP b 5 00 S A BE ) o Sandrini 4E A
(2020)EAT P UCSE B, S —UCHREL SST AT M7
LA, B WL SEIET S min MEBES
fMRI, S5 %5 rIFC #EFTFEMR tDCS s Bk,
LIS RS BRI = 5 min B2 MR, )R
BN SST (S —RSEgAHIR]), [FImIdE
A MR, 255 HIASSRT (ASSRT = SSRT seqsion2) —
SSRT session 17) R BE tDCS X 2 1 M il i 5 ), 55
BRI L, PHAR tDCS & % 45 J ASSRT, S5 {AH
K fMRI 7R A A% fill 3 35 58 T stop 3 UK A
pre-SMA Fl Fr BN IS4 0 32, #8245 IMRI & 3 FH
W HIHUR 7E rIFC AR pre-SMA I lll DLPFC
)77 P AE S R

AW ZIHM (DCS 456 A0 R s I ) il 4T
SN ZRBET™ A AT 4R FHROR o Ditye % A (2012)
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F 1 tDCS XFAMIE T = X 35 & Kz 30 ) Th 48 89 2

w7 B 1455 TR E AL SRR TR FHEH

Jacobson 4§(2011) 22 SST A/C/S I mA 10min  FHAMENEAE SSRT FAE; BT
SSRT SR A 3

Ditye 4$(2012) 22 SST A 1.5mA  15min  {iIZfli SSRT F&AK, FHMAIEZS AV
SRR FRORTE R

Cunillera %£(2014) 22 GNG-SST A/S 1.5mA  18min  PHERJIFLfT SSRT R&{IK, GoRT i

Dambacher %5(2015) 69 GNG A/C/S 1.5mA  21.75 min 4541 Nogo f5 iR A 257

Stramaccia %£(2015) 115 SST A/C/S L5mA  20min  PHARAIBAEE SSRT FEAR, BAAK A oxT
SSRT HUR A i %

Cai %(2016) 22 SST A 1.5mA  15min  FESRRIELME SSRT BEAIK, GoRT 4/

Cunillera %%(2016) 23 GNG-SST A/S L5mA  20min  FABRIERT SSRT WA B3, GoRT
¥

Hogeveen %5(2016) 46 SST A I mA 20min  HD-tDCS %54 SST YIZ:f# ASSRT &
fi, HD-tDCS 44 CRT Y%t ASSRT
WA R

Castro-Meneses %(2016) 14 SST A/S 1.5 mA 15 min FEAR 38 f# SSRT F&AIX, GoRT %A i
EES

Campanella Z5(2017) 31 GNG A/S 2 mA 20 min  BHAFIERIFLA Nogo #EIRREH I
e

Campanella %:(2018) 35 GNG A/S 2mA 20 min AR VA R Y o A S R AT
JEA /N

Leite %5(2018) 16 GNG A/S 1 mA 30min  PEAR FE ALY Nogo IEHIFIZA W
ERS

Li %£(2019) 26 SST A/C/S 2 mA 4min AR M SSRT FEAG, BH MR %t

12sec SSRT WA 2%

Chen %:(2019) 57  modified SST A/S 1.5mA  20min  FEMRORIELME SSRT FEAK

Sandrini %(2020) 30 SST A/S 1.5mA  20min  FA4RHI# ASSRT 45/

Thunberg %:(2020) 18 SST A/S 2 mA 20 min  BAARCRIMECHIAY SSRT A 3% 2% 57

Friehs, Brauner %5(2021) 45 SST A/C/S 0.5mA  20min 4] SSRT A BEXR

Fujiyama %(2021) 42 modified SST A/S L5mA  20min  PHALBNEM4ER N SSRT W FEAT,

XA

o A PHBRI C PRI S: B, GNG: go/ogo 11:55; GoRT: go IR W it ; SST: % 1k15 %1% 45 ; modified SST:

SST Z£3(; SSRT: 12 11155 K W i ; GNG-SST: GNG Al SST

WF5E T SST Y Zreh & PR tDCS Hi#4 rIFG Xt 2 hif
ke, #ik4E K17 8 min B9 SST JlZkA1
15 min f tDCS (1.5 mA), =X 4d, 45RFEH, VI
gt T RV MEIEE S, WilgkS (DCS #iA

AR TSR e RTINS IWFoE b2
T B LA il G S B AL T — Rl B, EDEE DCS
S ZARSE S . Hogeveen %5 A(2016)¥ 93 70 ik
34 155 tDCS Bl (IFC (pad-IFC 4H). &k
tDCS (HD-tDCS)#|# rIFC (HD-IFC #H). 44
tDCS H kB 38 (pad-0z 2H), #FJ9 PR 35,
F3 40 ¢ SR ML 1) 2 56 5L 58 - 7 B 2R AT SST

SEErLS .

I FNAE BN AT CRT (W BRAT 511145, B4
SCYGHTEHE A SST #4747 A2# il i, 455 2R
T pad-Oz 4, pad-IFC 41 #1 HD-IFC %% 4 SST
YR 48 5 1 B B30 i R, PR IR T s 4
il I XA BB, W4 & CRT YIZkRT, 3 R %
W B THROR, F B0 ZR R P25t 52 e 3
RO, T RE R A 5 RN 0 A 56 B AT S5 R
AR R X B 1 2 T U, PRt B 5 5
A1t I D BEL AL SR

I, A ST E A BRI 53k g
PRI FD S P0G P RN SR, AT AL
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SRR, B2 5 FrEmE, Ay E
SV LA go U BN I )3 I Ry 8w, Sn
Ml L SSRT B K o4 45 45 (Cai et al., 2016;
Castro-Meneses et al., 2016; Cunillera et al., 2014,
2016), Cunillera % A (2014)fdi ] tDCS X #iR Y
rIFC FEATHIL, JFH GNG 1 SST 454 AE 5
GNG-SST M & 47 Jy~7 R, 45 tDCS il go
UKV I, SSRT BEAIK, 4-BIAEL T X 30
P 5 S PE R O E I . {HFE Cunillera
S5 N(2016) 119 55 — T4 5 Hh H01 BAT 15 2] — B 4
W, SR TR R, 45 R B R
B tDCS ffi GoRT #§/in, {HX] SSRT SZMA L3,
5 2 00 W 5% 45 SRR — B (Cai et al., 2016;
Cunillera et al., 2014), ARFEIESLAT AT T [ 1) 3L
EIHITIAE, J3—IWFFEXT (IFG Jith o) o4
SST My AT N2 R, SRR L, BHAR R
I RIS SSRT #R 2 25 AR, 2 go iU S vy
WA i 3 7% 5 (Castro-Meneses et al., 2016), %6F
HEriF s> HAR B 45 SR oA — 2, e
T ]2 BB S D e 7 2B R
AR K Z RO FE 2 WY BB A I T [l 2%
W R AN B RE, EARA BFSE R BII) tDCS
B A 3R (Campanella et al., 2017; Dambacher
et al., 2015; Friehs, Brauner, et al., 2021; Leite et al.,
2018; Thunberg et al., 2020), 3% 7] fE 2 i T4
WE AR (R EE . RMALE . S8 BRALE
LB | RN ) 55 ) A S AR PR DT AN
B . ANBERFE %5 5 8045 R 5 M (Filmer et al.,
2014; Mayer et al., 2020), kb U 3T i) — DA 55 4
B3 4 S BH AR R B fIFG 4 (BT AR A T A
DLPFC) . BRI #4 rIFG £ (FH#% {32 F 45 fill DLPFC)
FMERRI A, e /S 5E i SST, 45 R /s B
WAL SST 17 A RIWA BEFBUE, vIigiEh
F A A S B AT, i AR 9 om?
ORER N i € s S MU o R & <
He WA BRI (Friehs, Brauner, et al., 2021), Al
FEWAGH IDCS XHAT N AT 55 AL 45 e, Xal
RESE AR WF ST R T 5 222 AN, BRI GNGAE:
Sl gt T80, LG SST nf LA i I 84 57 1k A
5 AR I ) PR R T MERE, GNG A5 7 R
AN (Campanella et al., 2017), 4h Campanella
A5 N (2018) AR il IR AR S 1R AR I GNG R LY
TR A S URE, XTI REULJE Campanella 55 A

Q017 A SN FHELE AR IA , Fujiyama 55 A
Q021 RN 4N (69 + 5.8 )FEEZANQ24 +
4.9 Z) rIFG e FHAR RIS A BRI, 5 i
A E, BN R 4E 42 A Y SSRT 2 35 FEAIK, HXT
EENEAARRE, RIMHE (DCS 8N YA IR
Wik, U EFRIE R R FENE 0% A
RIS, DARE AR S 06 45 3 00 5 Tk .

3 tDCS RIEH SMU By &R X3 Sz Bz 40 I
TheE Ry =2

B AMURT I 57 2 NI REA G, W TAE
i {Z(Alizadehgoradel et al., 2020; Kumar et al.,
2017). 77 (Boroda et al., 2020). &% (Guo et al.,
2018; He et al., 2016; Shen et al., 2016). A J15
(Gbadeyan, McMahon, et al., 2016), {H DLPFC
SN A A B B X, U AR R X T
tDCS A 5T I 07 10 1 ) B8 A9 B 20 5, AH BT L
%2,

WF5E W] tDCS #l3% DLPEC W] L5 i 52 )i 41
W TRe, E A AL AR AT A OCHFSE o Friehs
Frings (2018)1#4 1] DLPFC g Ml A s, 7EH
BT, B sE AR R A SST, 25 PH AR dil ik ffi
SSRT F#AK, fEHIE X SSRT A4 520 . A 3T Friehs,
Dechant %5 A (2021)RFH SST A AU o8 th A5 3 T
— Y45 R, Friehs 1 Frings (2019)% — I HF 506
3843 o BA W 2 R BRI B2, At ST a8
2 B HBF 58 25l (Friehs & Frings, 2018), 454
A SR 84 (o SSRT 14, BRI %t SSRT & A5 5,
2 W3 S5 i 410 1 2y REAE BIARORIEAS il DLPFC B 3%
1, 454 Z AT RIIFST 4518 (Friehs & Frings, 2018),
tDCS X [ 1 90 ah] F9 8115 A AR5 - i i ik
Sk, B BHAR 3034 ) DLPFC 42 &5 Sz v 30 4 fig
M B A% 3035 45 M DLPFC K fI% =2 o 400 761 g
Nejati 45 A (2018)f# FH BHR fil# Z= ] DLPFC, ¥+
TERME 52 A GNG, A0 EF B0 8,  BHA 3
FHINT nogo IR AU IERA R, 2 I I 30 il BE
$ETh o A — Lk 5 2 M) DLPFC 1 R R A A5
WF5E & ILBHAR tDCS 7] LARFAR SSRT FTHE /&5 S5 b 417
I BE (Fehring et al., 2019; Mansouri et al., 2017).
DL 9E 45 SR 2 W tDCS #ili# DLPFC ] LIS
RAMEIThEE, 3 HAM DLPFC FiZEfl] DLPFC #f
5 RMEAE 5, 0 DLPFC X355 1 (1 21 g
WAL AT) T Ak L HR 5T o
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&R 2 tDCS x5 SMU BT M 52 Rz 30 %) Th BE B 5% 0

5z B RS BIEOBCME RN IX R RRZietE FERY
Plewnia 47(2013) 46  PGNG A/S  left DLPFC  1mA  20min tDCS %f COMT 3 A Met 4fi &+ F1 Val
SN FE R HETT B Nogo IE#RAIAEH
WA 290
Lapenta %£(2014) 9  modified A/S  right DLPFC 2mA 20 min  FF#RISORT B8 Nogo TE AR %
GNG 25
Nieratschker Z5(2015) 41 PGNG C/S left DLPFC 1 mA 20 min  BAM A COMT A Val 4ia 1
Nogo 1EH R
Stramaccia 55(2015) 115 SST A/C/S  right DLPFC  1.5mA 20 min  BH 33 A BA A 4%t SSRT A4 1E
S BEAR E BEER
Weidacker % (2016) 18 PGNG  A/C/S right DLPFC 1.5mA 20 min s/t RE e, BRI
M PGNG 1Y 3 B 4
Mansouri 2£(2017) 73 modified  A/S  left DLPFC  1.5mA 10min {4522 % 5 F PRI SSRT R4
SST
Nejati 2£(2018) 24 GNG A/C/S left DLPFC  L5mA 20min  FH# i Nogo TF B ZRH4
T EE%(2018) 34 SST A/S  right DLPFC 1.5mA 25min  FIRRHEE SSRT A%
Frichs #l Frings (2018) 56 SST A/S  right DLPFC  0.5mA 19 min  FI#RRI LS SSRT F&A%
Fehring %#(2019) 73 SST A/S  1eft DLPFC  1.5mA 10 min B AISLAE SSRT A%
Friehs #il Frings (2019) 42 SST C/S  right DLPFC 0.5 mA 19 min BRI SSRT 4 i
Sedgmond 25(2019) 172 modified ~ A/S  right DLPFC 2mA 20 min  FH# i i B o 3c 245 & I 26 6 Nogo
GNG NRUESUE PR
Chen %5(2021) 92 SST A/C/S  right DLPFC 1.5 mA 25 min  S5{8 il b, H R o 85 191 i sl vl
fdi SSRT [&A%
Dousset £5(2021) 127 GNG A/S right DLPFC 2 mA 20 min  FE A% 45 S48 GoRT T F%,

Nogo 1R % T [
Friehs, Brauner 25(2021) 45 SST A/C/S right DLPFC 0.5mA 19 min #$4] SSRT %A W& %

Frichs, Dechant %£(2021) 45 modified ~ A/S  right DLPFC 0.5mA 19 min  FH#R %A SSRT FEAIK

SST
Wu %(2021) 56 GNG+SST A/C/S right DLPFC 1.5mA 20min 44 Nogo iF i Ml SSRT %A 3%
e A BHFRORI; C: BRI S: Bl DLPFC: HAMIFETANT; GNG: go/nogo /%45 ; PGNG: parametric Go/Nogo task, &
¥ go/mogo 145 ; modified GNG: GNG ZE3X; SST: 5 1L15 51155 ; modified SST: SST ZE3X; GoRT: go ik X B fif; SSRT: 51k
55 KRR o

HGEE LG tDCS 5B AMGI I RIER 5T Hetf, PORIZH T2 1Y nogo iRXWKALIRZE L TO
SR S HE RS . Dousset 25 A (2021)% 3% T1 #E PR, R & FIH DCS 454 51
4 4 K1Y tDCS 454 GNG RN, Bl i (A I AT 55 338 s S 1oz 410 41 B 6 1T BB 2 BN 2L
B ZaH . PRI (IFG &5 51440 . PR % Tk, HAHIEMN tDCS FE& g%k A"
A4l DLPFC 255 ISR BRI AS & VI 2R e fn s A B RN, Sedgmond %5 A (2019)f# FHBALYK tDCS
FIXT R, LI HLREN(TO). 4 X THJE(TL) 454 GNG B YIZ:, & PSR L, B )
PIJ T1 —JEJR(T2)5E A, GNG MR, 25 5% 8w B SO B2 A R B R, X ] BRI R s R
FH A go K AY KN R 2 FER(TO > T1 = T2), HEA YR s R AR e S8, RWT tDCS il
45528 go Bk RN AT FEIRFT nogo IR 1R % DLPFC 54 J I M I 55 B 2 IR A ST .
TR, & BUHBRE AT M DLPFC 45 & I 2R AR tDCS 5845 H 10 5 P — A DL ), R
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SRWFFE R W] tDCS REMEFE i s by 410 1 Ak 77, (H
H—HB 055 & B tDCS H3#% DLPFC X 2 7 17 il
BIFT R R 0, Lapenta 58 A (2014)f# I FH
W84 DLPFC, BAM & 7 M DLPFC, 45
R PLHM RS GNG A8 AT 5 26 B 5 A3
WA X, 2 EEG £558 W48 b T Boi, M
AR N2 SF-34) f diR D DA K P3a P-4 IE R
BN, 53 500 2R B ] nogo XK ) w58 ek
AFIBH RS GIEGER, A tDCS 358 50 30 42 11t
TG A AR, AT 2 A RO 3 T AR R
BT T KAEMR SN Stramaccia %5 A (2015)
i ] tDCS Hili 47l DLPFC #1 rIFG, 7F %45 oo
15 min JE5E AL SST, &5 5 BHAR A B AR i A Ml
DLPFC J5lf3 A SSRT 5% 54 SSRT
B 2 X, (A BHAR R fIFG 2048 SSRT LE{R
R G SRR A, X AT BB K A il DLPFC B
SRR LT A4, HILAE 15 min J5 A9 SST 1R
CAB R, o] B A [) A i DT Jsz o 41 i i
B STEREA SEAFAE 22 5 . Chen 28 A (202185 Wik 43
JBH AR )3 A5 1 DLPFC  ([R) s BA MR A3 F 22 I HIE [
X)), BEH A A M DLPEC ([5] i BH B A7 22 A HiE
D) FIBCRIEA, AERIET S S8 SST, 45k
IR BAR AN BARORN B RE 6 SSRT Wb & 41K, i Bt
BB 25 5, 5 2Z 00 RIS & B AR ORI
SSRT 4 /il A —%{ (Friehs & Frings, 2019), iX Al fig
EH T HRKEMEA TN, Friehs
Frings (2019)IEBAM & T4l DLPFC, K FH#R i
BEAAEZEM =ML, Chen % A(2021)7F BAM B A
il DLPFC B, FHAR A F A MINE L IX, 3% 7T B ik
THE B IXI& 2, [R1EERZ M T 55 0 490 il AH G 1) 45
X 48, U DLPFC (Kringelbach & Rolls, 2004),
SEELL EWRSE, T ULAT O AR S MR L O X
M AL B AL tDCS BRFTIEs 8, 454 LIE
Sck, HALRIESEORE, AR | E R
AN RS ] A 2R tDCS B RUR (Chan
et al., 2021; Filmer et al., 2014),

WF5E# B tDCS Hli# DLPEC A5 SR AN 5 ]
WESHEERL, 5 MEERAERRXR.
Nieratschker %5 A (2015)% ¥l COMT £ [H AR,
tDCS f7 A MR A T, 1 P tDCS
B /e M DLPFC, 52 iS4 GNG 11 55 (parametric
Go/Nogo task, PGNG), 253 S5{B4HEAH L, N
I BE 1 28 R AE COMT 3 val 44+ MA I

MELH], X Met {73 H#EHF F %A W, X ]
it 5 COMT L (A Vall58Met 22 25 52 0 Fip 4 - 22
EUIR ARG MG 06, T tDCS JH ¥ AT Th Rt 32
B HTA I 22 B e B2 5w, SR ISR I 2R %
W) tDCS X 2 i I P RE R 4, {5 Plewnia % A
(2013)fF53 &L COMT ZEFHI Y tDCS X [ 41l
Wil %A 2 AR, X UL COMT F& R B2 75 52 i
tDCS E AR E#E— LR . AR ENE
JEXT tDCS 187 SR A B 520, Weidacker 55 A
(2016) 1 i B 4% 1 52 B A A HE 1 R AE IF 7] 45
(Psychopathic Personality Inventory-Revised, PPI-R),
SR JE % A7 DLPFC S it FH AR 5010 384 BF AR ) i A4t
B = Fp 5k, BEJS 52 PGNG, &5 5K B4
Sy i RAF B, BT AT S Y
PGNG FRILHLF, X5 — M5 00 T B AR 0 3 1l
PGNG R EAHE T, X RERE B TR BRI
TR BT Ay P 3 BT RN R TR A, B ER
1 GABA L1 2SI, T AR R0 mT A sk 2D 24 A 1
BRI, MERERM GABA WLHLH], X7l
A {1 Js2 o7 41 i ) BE B 4 (Stagg et al., 2009), Wu 45
N (2021)3E 47 2H 7K SF- 43 BT B 22 350 5F 45 Rt ISF A3 o 35
A0 DLPFC it 52 o 41 il A5 5, 145 A 14K 7
TR, R IR B S B 2 K T R 25 1
nogo B RIETI IR, T HELR AT B dg 1 0] 22 30
W, BAHE S HAKTFRAES, AR
BELKTFHEETMMEZERE R, FHitl, Xk
WX R BATE (DCS WF5E bl 2 2% el iy 1k 22
X tDCS AE B, JR 7R AR 1) tDCS BRI
FESCE T . AT LA SR IT R 2 AN AR 1 AR
Sk, DA 25 B0 5 BTk IR A R AR e i 4
T B R e

4 tDCS RIF A4 B 1= 3h X Xt 2 Bz 447 1

ThEERI S50

T4 Bl iz 3l X2 S I 3 i i) o b 2 BR A
JE AL — IS A 28 ALY P Y B R, AR
BT tDCS 5T S 1 9 A5 TT A X (Aron,
Durston, et al., 2007; Borgomaneri et al., 2020; Hsu
et al., 2011; Liang et al., 2014; Sandrini et al., 2020;
Verbruggen & Logan, 2008), A JMfF58 L3k 3,

KREATHFUEI RV tDCS %
pre-SMA RESHETH S Ni A i A 7 o Hsu 45 A (2011)
XF pre-SMA St BH AR I3 . BB A8 0 e il 38k,
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F 3 tDCS *4 5% Bh iz 37 X & Kz 30 #1 Th 8k B9 22 1

o ik 5% R HSRE R e FERON

Hsu 25(2011) 28 SST A/C 1.5 mA 10 min  FHBR I BAME Stop BRUALIRREME, H
SSRT #4 & 4 251

Kwon FI Kwon (2013a) 40 SST A/S 1 mA 10 min  FHARHEAE SSRT FEAIG

Kwon FI Kwon (2013b) 40 SST A/S 1 mA 10 min BRI AR SSRT Rk

Liang %(2014) 18 SST A 1.5 mA 10 min  PHAR A stop K4S IR R A1 SSRT 4B
REAIG

Yu %(2015) 8/23 SST A/S 2 mA 20 min  PABAIEAE SSRT FEAIL

Bender %5(2017) 18 modified SST ~ A/C/S  0.7mA 9 min BRI IR SSRT AY/EH 5

RO AT L BEA 35 22 5

modified SST A/S 1.5 mA

Fujiyama %(2021) 41

20 min - BRI AR AL SSRT EFEAK, X
RN

e A PERORIEE C: BAMRORIEL S: MUl SST: 4 1E1% 5 4£55; modified SST: SST 45 X; SSRT: {5 1k15 5 I i At o

TG 588 SST, 455 & P55 B AR ) 384 Fn S 3l 3
SAFAIH, BHARH . stop RIS IR T B E T %,
{H SSRT A7 2% 5%, SSRT & it SSD [l #2115 44
F| ¥ (Verbruggen & Logan, 2008, 2009), ZAHiff 57
T HT AR E Y CHE SSD (stop IR URAE R R AR FTE
50%Zc AT SSDYISRRI I E] TR h, Bef %
JEDCS X SSD [N, Fir LA SSRT B 15 51 2. 2%
gEIR (EBHAR A stop IRUKAS IR R B MRt
W] (DCS Hil# pre-SMA $2£F+ T KB Hl Diiig
Kwon A1 Kwon (2013a)3# i BH# 4l pre-SMA |
FEARRIE M1 A (BRI B: = 40 St e, & Ik
K13 pre-SMA [ SSRT i &K, R4 Kwon Fl
Kwon (2013b)JTFREE T % 45 R, LR XS
pre-SMA HEATBAML tDCS, FEAERIEAT . Jasmt
WSS S8 SST, 5B L, BH R Bt A
RIS SSRT W FEAR. Fujiyama % A (2021)
Yot —2H A N(68.5 + 5.3 ) pre-SMA Jij FH FH
RSCFEORRE S, & 305 (BRSO Lh, - BH AR
fii SSRT &} 25 FAIK o X LERAFFT UL FHAK tDCS il
pre-SMA A DL 48 T+ & i 4 il fE 1, pre-SMA &
tDCS FE M Jsz 1wy 410 ] 1) B B A

FAHL tDCS #ilif pre-SMA & Tt 5 b il ANAY
BAT 2R, A 3 24 K A IEYE 2.
Liang %5 A (2014) WX E R T Hsu A (20111
R, 5T ADCS WXf B G, PR AL stop it
WA DRR AR, FEATIE R T SSRT MIFEAL,
R AN BE 1427, IRl EEG F5 M2 R
& Ji (multiscale entropy, MSE)43#r M 22 4= FHK

SFAEW] tDCS 4 RCR 19 A R, K I R Y
MSE  H1 5 4 (4 S o 40 i 3 AT o6, JF HLBH Ak
tDSC 1] IE— 427 MSE. Yu 25 A (2015)[RE
R ILPHAREL pre-SMA $2F- I Rl J1, ANig
e A SRR J T L 5 S FDAEROR B L #5, SSRT
R F BT, JFH (DCS fli pre-SMA FIE Pyl iy
#inT BZ i (ventromedial prefrontal cortex, vmPFC)
A9 I 43 7K S 4K 46 (blood  oxygen level dependent,
BOLD)JZ W #4i1, tDCS ¥ & 19 BOLD {551 5
ORI BRI TE LA K pre-SMA 5 vmPFC
[F1) 3 RE 12 H22 19 0 IR AH OG0 X SE 5T i — 2D
T pre-SMA J2& 2 A Dy B i B A X, [k
W8 1 tDCS 1] LA T 20 4 1
FIRRZ B SR VLT T PR pre-SMA
AT RLAR T SO i BE g, B SRR Y] tDCS
AT R A BERCR . Bender 55 A(2017)
T BB R . BB R B 3 b 2R A1 ]
T pre-SMA, FFTERIBEIT LA . S 9 BRI
FIFAE R 20 min 53X 3 ASAFE] AL E R SST,
e B B AR R PSR O L, BH AR R
SSRT M| L A AR B A 22 5%, 5 Z Al Liang %5
A (Q2014)F1 Yu % N (201558 K BIA—2L, ]
RE A2 (0 1 HL DR B 5 2 A A SR A LD, R
LEAT R E (IR 2), AT HERE S AR B A
B E, Bender 5 A (201765 % s AL
ELEAMZLZEALE, i Liang % A (2014)F1 Yu 55
N (2015) B BIF 5% o 2 25 vl A H Tk A A
Fujiyama 2§ A (2021) & 8 BH 8% ] 3% ffF % 4F A
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(68.5 5.3 )SSRT W& AL, HXT4ER A (224 +
4.2 ZWERIAREZE, XA e TR pre-
SMA X 5§ 114) gt ) AR A1 (b 200 1 T2 ) e o
AR, AT RS2 HOSON A A A M B o
MR SCHRHRIE, tDCS LT | FeLiitE, &%
Gk AR DN R 1 N T A Rade o N i S R
2 1 (Filmer et al., 2014; Mayer et al., 2020),

5 REERE

B &A/ A DPF5EE N DCS HEA [4] il
DR R BRI DR, WA T — 2R A R X
MR, 45 tDCS AR 1 U B2 T R
HE SN AR BE 0 9 TR, H H AT RIS A —
S AN JE RO AR e DA 14 [

(1) tDCS a5 sz by 410 ] ) A 22 AL ) v A W
F B A HE PR T A I — i S I A o A AR
LI IR B MRIE R, JUH BRI b B 2 il X
YEFH BT )R, (6] tDCS 875 52 g 410 1]
P18 S ik DX B 228 0 R %o s O 40 4] 52 Wi e R Y
G DO E o BEAE AR R R, BESE
FATTIAR ) S A1 ] ) A 2 A = A 455 R
Z8°15 (basal ganglia) LA LRIV B2 (9 47 U4 1 (]
(rTFG/rIFC) , T 4MU i 45 - (DLPFC) M i Bz 2l
IX (pre-SMA), Jf H AR & A 1B 58 K B3k 26 fig
DX E5 A0 B AR SR D RE AR S ), B LA 58 #4142
HR A I — R P 2 T AR Ay sy 1 o A 22 L
MR R PR L T — AR AT RE R B AR, (R BB A7 AE
— LR

T E )2 2 1 DXAE P T 2 R AN B A, A
AN TIFG. pre-SMA J= A 45 [1 iy 4 I8 HoAL 3 45
PR 5 R (I e R %), (X PN BRI X 2
() 2 #% iy BE 1) I 18] S RRATY AN W 4, B — S8BT
B S5 IF A — B, A BTN OB BR B
rIFG TIRETE pre-SMA HTjfE I1iF(Osada et al.,
2021; Zandbelt et al., 2013), {H Swann 55 A (2012)
HIBIFFT 2 B S S A i s AR D pre-SMA IYTE 356 T
fIFG G2, WA E L IFG 5 pre-SMA &
2 WLIH) 3% 2 (Rae et al., 2015), {HEE Z R #F55 1%
A B 41 8 P L B A o B L R D RE L
(Aron et al., 2016; Hannah & Aron, 2021; Lofredi
etal., 2021), X$ERHE rIFG Fl pre-SMA K53
FE (14 I (] 3 P 75 B — 2D BF 9T, Horh T REVS I
B 7 kB R A PR AR B0 SR A0 ik 2 )2 H R

(electrocorticography, ECoG).

Hk, HETMWERUA IS DLPFC, {H2RHE
A WFFE B8 DLPFC IR A S5 R i, X 1560
ARG T, S A G T A 0 28 35 BEAT)
ANVEHE, SR A B A 2R ML IR T — 2B PR
FEULAE, HRT DCS P85 Rz A0 il (4 5 B i X (B
A ) 38 oA e B S 4 i DO IR AN B 2, tDCS ]
¥ rIFG. DLPFC HI pre-SMA #BaJ LI 50 5z i 41
Tl PIAE, (HIX L858 — R 5 T AR S5 i A
S SHOLER AN, WA EELE, A
FE A 2 S T 5 g 400 1 5 el g A P B X, 4 2R
FIE A% 38 1t TR % 19 S0 TE 7 1 (0 45 ST DA T LE 3R,
B TE R — A et rh AT ks PR, A DCS
XA 0 A [ i DX A2 T 43 B R, 255 AT
Pl 2 H 2 BRI R 22 AR A ROR, TR A R
HTEBL T, (A tDCS I XA, DT AR
I A DX 2 g 410 I D) BE AU B VI VE T, W it — 2
WIH4 tDCS 5 M S5 o 410 11 2y B 1) 5 SR X

QR RN R ISR TD)
FIE 1 B B2 BT A3, R 0 B g 41 il 4ok 22 AL 1
TRTUFIZE P B o R 1 & e, WEFE B AT A
i (DCS T e Bl i s N B AR ), AR ST
A B AN R DX B S5 RN 40 BT T tDCS 500 J52 g
TR ThRe o, TS 2 R BT 4544,
fEEIN BRI, MBS k8, MOCHFFE R D,
Jir L4 R 2 it 5 #R ik 6 r1IFG . DLPFC #
pre-SMA 1EAHIBINAL 5 . BASEBE tDCS J&—Fp
H A IR R0 HIBE T B 7T (de Boer et al.,
2021; Schroeder et al., 2020), {HA& MR
W FEAE S Tk, KEHEE AR (DCS fEfE
J R A e 7, AR PR R A A 2% 5 (Sedgmond
et al., 2019; Weidacker et al., 2016). HIESH(H
TR/ . RRELETE] . AR R SE . AR ) (Chan
etal.,, 2021; Chen et al., 2021; Frichs & Frings,
2019; Mayer et al., 2020) . 17 H2A1E 5 (Ot s .
{E4-XERE) (Campanella et al., 2017; Campanella
etal., 2018; Lapenta et al., 2014)ZE K&, AW
B TR i, B B R R 2 E X AT R
2GS A T R AR S T A AN — BN A R,
Campanella 28 A\ (2017)% FE G5 1R R 0 Hr 7 i%
W, 453K GNG 155 RMAEH MIRA 25, H
of R — 50 (o FH 45 1F IE A R iR i GNG R B
B, SRR (IFG J5 1% 55 R M 4T
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(Campanella et al., 2018), 0 W55 & FHEEAL P~
BRI (drift diffusion model, DDM)X} & & # 1) —
Fei A I B tDCS #1147 M DLPFC Fl GNG
1B 55 BB FEHEAT BB 0 A, (HIR 82 ADHD
B, TR TERT SO S, SR IS
B4 43 M 51 nogo 1E A R AE [H B i 35 25 0 4Bk
HMABA 2SR, 1 DDM 4r#r 45 52 W PHAR ) 34
PR T A (R A AR T B (Nejati et al., 2021),

FFUAEAR R, B AR 2 5 . R
ST AT 55T tDCS BN R, XA BY
T DCS W5y Bk e, WA B TS5
A A PRI 2 R S B o AR SO R X =
75T AR 500 PR ZR B8 ) — By, 25—, 4IRS
XF G AR 22 5% SE UG A S2 e, Q04T % (Fujiyama
et al.,, 2021). LA %I (Nieratschker et al., 2015;
Plewnia et al., 2013). AA&4E i (Weidacker et al.,
2016). IANHIFEL K (Wu et al., 2021)5%, #HITE
TEFEIIF 5T % G2 I B2 W 4 A 1 1 R AR, R 25 ) 1
i PR i kIRl B Ak, JF B I Bt Py st o8
AT 8] 22 e, EXS T DCS A
FURUL, PN e R BCE BT, Hh
tDCS 235 YRR, A W70 B o
Z RS AT R S S g R, — Tk
S BRI BOS AT REE L, IR AE B YRS B i
1i2) 35 TP Ak A X A S R 2 11 ) A S R A 114 S
%% (Braga et al., 2021; Friehs, Frings, & Hartwigsen,
2021), PLAMEAR P 7 i B g il 2 2] AU
BN, BB, fH AR H R E tDCS 24k, g
MRS . AR IR SR RN SL R, AL
N EESEHE R, HALSHCES T DL IR,
K EA4e R ZH0E 00T i EESHORGE, 7ER
e LT 3 S 50 A 8RR M P 2 (Bikson
et al.,, 2016), ARG FHAY AN ST A 0.79 em?
(7K BE tDCS 8 FH I I Bl 1) 35 om® IO
ML e, 5 S5 rh T R RS R
18, A R R A S e U BRI T B
TE AR (R R BE tDCS),  H MR 57 17 Al T A F
10-20 REEEHE MR 5137 kAT E 07, 14 $
PE TR 575 2 HATEC A IR, 5 2 D2 SRS
BT RLAR Y Jy vk . QR SCRTIR, DA RIS A Y
LT R B R 48 R 2800 0.5~2 mA, LR &
T EEL AR Bz bk 8 ke AR RT L GRAS ST X R R B

(Bikson et al., 2016), A5 3K B HL 0 35 B2 A A2 B R
A, PR — 5 T2 3 AR AR R, ) — T
LI 2 B O B SR B R OC R kA
LI R S I A O S B R, AN AR
JE B R 22 A 2 T 4 4 (Nitsche et al.,
2008), MUETFR B HARMK X, =4I, B
VL H HIE AN BE W 22 I 12 0 FH %) R R 0 B RS,
TSI 56 T ZE 0 8 F RS B L L A T AR B R
Ja, TR BR T AT IR A LB E L | B
it R 1) G DX S AT SR R B B R
] 4 min 12 sec #] 25 min A%, Nitsche 28 A
(2008)4& 11 KT 10 min Y3 BGE 5 7T LLS R E 3L
N, H LA i R B )3 55 0 30 i XA O, A AR
534238 13~20 min 9 tDCS #li# DLPFC J& #1400
S AR LT RS2 90 min DA | (Khaleghi
et al., 2020), H. HiR M &K tDCS M58 2 il
FH 20 min/k, EEICBREE B S0 5 E A AT LR H
20 min/IR I RIEAFLERT ] . 55 =, W4T At
2538 U M, QiR A S AT N AR S,
B 1t 30 R AR AR 55 I s AR AR, 3X T fiE T
PERTHEAT I SL 0 Sk W, B W Ik E S AR SR
JH B 28R T R, SR AT A
1E55, WS 115 51555 F1 Go/Nogo 1L:55, #&EHilts
T RIRE. SRR IR TGS
WA EAT AL SRR, LA Verbruggen 45 A
(2019) 82 1y T St 452 1A 5 AT 55 LA Je ot 45 2R 1Y
R4, {EHE T SST ByIERfH, Wi/ 17
FAT 2L 55 REON IR 5 B

(3) tDCS WMFRFTERF = M HR, WA
tDCS W95 2 £ 4 tDCS (conventional tDCS),
f£5: (DCS K Zffi FH P AR 2 ASHETE Al Fr,
AR K (2] 25~35 cm?) (Stagg & Nitsche, 2011), 25
] 43 B RA%, HRAL T8, ASRRRG B0 R R
G DX, AN Ml B BT A I RRE T [, g HL S
WEFT 3 XAT R 25 SR B A S AL 9 Ff R AR 15 & 4%,
{HREAEE tDCS (HD-tDCS)ffi i 2 [n] 15 2] ot
3, W0, HD-tDCS i /N EL 4% BE sl (Lk 4 B
21 em), —ME 1 AP EAROHCE £ B BRIk X,
JE B 22 R PR EEHY 4 3R B AR, JE K 4 < 1 BES1,
AT LA 3 3ot e T i 2 () 3 B S5 00 Hh 9 7 R B 2%
P FIAT N 2R B (Bortoletto et al., 2016; Datta et al.,
2009; Kuo et al., 2013; Martin et al., 2020; Villamar
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etal., 2013), [AIAYLLIZSEAY tDCS = A B W 35 (14T
A B 4 42 B N (Gbadeyan, Steinhauser, et al.,
2016; Kuo et al., 2013; Nikolin et al., 2015), {HH
B X e R TRE S 4 1 (% tDCS BF 9% v {5
HD-tDCS W %/0, L T £ 4 DCS, % & |
HD-tDCS % [H] 43 BE 00w, A0 DX SRS i, A
Kepp 2 MUK Bt W] LITE 7 5, A A TA5 8T
e BB IR ST 25 5L, JIn LA A 3K SR 1 9 tDCS
WFFE I 1% 5 2 L fdi ] HD-tDCS.,

(4) tDCS Z54 I o 30 1 Y 25 4 5 v ik 5 B
%o DIAEAET O 0L 0 ] I 5 7T LA S T S 1o 417
il BE J1 (Benikos et al., 2013; Manuel et al., 2010),
RYE LAY — L6857, tDCS Jal oA R s X ] X
TR BN DIRE, BT DL — e SR I 25 tDCS
SEGok, IEXMEE G R R AR T
o IR AN B 25 5 73 4 78 2% (online) F1 25 £k
(offline), TEZ&FEYIZRFNAN B E S 047, L)
WA R AT . Diyte £ AQOI2)FFFE T 4
U SST YIZRES & B 2 PRI, (IFG 52 41
HIsZm, KIING8E s T R ae Ty, mE &
FHA% tDCS 77 A A48 FH R0 L HkE A7 I 25 30 4
Hogeveen 55 A (2016)% ] 1 ¥k SST Y24 G 7E4
FHA% tDCS #il¥ rIFC, 4554 m T 0 ni i il e
{H/2 CRT Y45 A FELE tDCS X s N il A 32
W, i B I 2R P A A 5 X R O i A RO
Dousset %# A (2021)K ] 4 IKFELBH#L tDCS HI1#4L
£l DLPFC 454 GNG 28 Ui 25 & B = T 8L
I 77, Sedgmond FE AN (2019 1 IKTEL
tDCS Fil #4471l DLPFC %54 GNG 28I %k %
X B AW A 5 o AT L& H AR I
454G tDCS MBFRAAAE LA TR . (DAFFEER D
HER A3 QR AL/ BEENES
KA -G Q)RS BT S5 SR #mm, a0l
KEL, FTLA tDCS 456 RNl Il 2k ifs ik — 20
WH5E, LABAH S A 0 455 Jr =K.

G) AR RORA FHRE . H ETA
FREAHE S VI HI TIRERY tDCS BF 5T K ZHUR FRIR
(single-session) il i, BFFERWI, HUCHECA S
] HF L4 0, 20 min 2247 tDCS B 5522 E] 24
90 min (Khaleghi et al., 2020; Nitsche & Paulus,
2001), WA FFFRIEH K HD-DCS (2 mA, 10
min) AP AS AT RIFF4E 2 h (Kuo et al., 2013),
H £ YK (multisession) il #4 FT LA 3R 75 4 1 72 J5 8500

B R K B 2% 4 1 17 AF 4B (Meinzer et al,,
2014; Turski et al., 2017), F H.BFFE W 25 )34
X R N B A 4 . AT . AT 3% P (Paneri
etal., 2016; Turski et al., 2017), .40 Paneri £ A
(2016) & B4 JE 4L 5 (2 mA, 20 min/ik), 4L 6
JA tDCS 2L 4n 7. HETZWEE M
245 22 N T HAB S AY AR 5T, L ANz sh Uik
(Dumel et al., 2016; Wessel et al., 2021) .12 J1(Lu,
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Effects of transcranial direct current stimulation on
response inhibition in healthy people

GUO Zhi-Hua, LU Hong-Liang, HUANG Peng, ZHU Xia
(Department of Military Medical Psychology, Air Force Medical University, Xi’an 710032, China)

Abstract: Response inhibition refers to the ability to inhibit actions that are inappropriate or incapable of
meeting current demands. Studies have shown that response inhibition is mainly related to the functions of
the inferior frontal gyrus, the dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, and the pre-supplementary motor area.
Transcranial direct current stimulation (tDCS) is a non-invasive brain stimulation technique. In recent years,
an increasing number of studies have explored the effects of tDCS on response inhibition by stimulating
corresponding brain regions in healthy people, but they have not arrived at consistent conclusions. In this
context, it has become increasingly urgent to elucidate the specific neural mechanism underlying the effect
of tDCS on response inhibition, reduce the heterogeneity of tDCS studies, explore more effective ways of
tDCS stimulation, and determine the age-dependent differences in tDCS effect.

Key words: response inhibition, tDCS, IFG, DLPFC, pre-SMA, stop signal task, go/nogo task





