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CHERTIRVE R AN 2Bl 52 ) R S S0k, Jbat 100875)
CrREBEREIERE, Jba 100049) (A ERME RO PE T L 5050, Jbat 100101)

R R F AR AR AR 22 5 R AL Ol IR, X A0 I oY 32 OGS W i A O L B il
(catechol-O-Methyltransferase, COM T)3k K X} 2 5 e s 4 il i T A0 i 25 1o i DX A R s VR o R il — 2 Il 2%
COMT ik PRI J2 75t Xof 4 fii 10 B 194 3 M DX LA R AR L, AR SR 17 R 8B s AR 2 e AT o0 b . 25 R &
B, COMT [ Val/Val (vv)FE B gl A R B HAE 55 T, ASOURTAS I DX 80 7K F 15 T Met/Met(mm)
FEDRRY BB, AE A0 DR P71 [0 2 F A5 i 22 A0 B DX 3T K STt 5 T mm 3 R R A B, i LA X s
iy X F9 355 17 1B (vv>mim) # 452 K (Cohen's d > 0.8) o H I, T4 #7485 3 B : COMT 32k A {8 s Wi 491 - fii X, 1f
XG4 1) X 45 1) 224 Wil DX A TR RN, o Mt BB T R s R 0 (0 Rk 22 T RE S v 1ok AL 1

COMT Zk JRI X i 7 4 il X 285 1) R 45 4

COMT JEP; JERfM], MEZS, AL Jur

B845

1 515

T A5 i e A N 28 e i il A 2 )
Z—, Ef AMIREAHNER, A2 REEDN
T4, AT ABCHE A S R B o AT VR AR T e
FAEENR2ZES, AL AR TE W A IR &
O TAEFSRKIEJL/NEE, A 26 A H B frRe L4 #h
TR ST o MR ISR TR R B, i fE
Y FR  SE R FE R L IO i e R 2 B 2 ik
DX, 32 ik X8 o A AR TR B2 A A o o 2%
(Corbetta, Patel, & Shulman, 2008; Gao, Zhu,
Giovanello, & Lin, 2010; Seeley et al., 2007,
Sridharan, Levitin, & Menon, 2008)., il 414 W55 &
A% ] 7 %0 it (dorsolateral prefrontal cortex,
DLPFC) . 84l %int (ventral lateral prefrontal
cortex, VLPFC) ., Tif #1147 [1] (anterior cingulate cortex,

e H #: 2011-07-16

ACC). J54nais [nl (posterior cingulate cortex, PCC)%
0 IX. (%) 15 2l 7K P 5 8 B A T ) 1Ak 2
#H 2% (Buckner, Andrews-Hanna, & Schacter, 2008;
Edin et al., 2009; Sambataro et al., 2010; Xu & Chun,
2006) . AR 2, NATHEE =45 1 BE 1 AR W A 2235 2
AR 2 S R R A7

N EAAT R RN AIGE J1, #0532 214
PRI 2R (R R4 - it AR PR, 1 R4 Tl 8 T IRl A .
11 R84 2 R FOBUE F Ao X, & I 4
T BB T 1Y — BRI A4 22 S BB A Fh st AL R R AR, 4%
WF Y & B0 a5t A% B (RIS 14 22 5 v pl st % TR 3R Pl g
R 43 H) 2l 55%~99% (Chen, Rice, Thompson,
Barch, & Csernansky, 2009; Friedman et al., 2008;
Swan & Carmelli, 2002). fifi & 7> F AL HE AR 1) K& e,
WF 58 B ] 23 T 38 4% 27 10 5 B R R B A2 TR
WS 5 R ) T EESRe n 5
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FEAEFUE T, TS 50 T ) e i mrAs et
F 2 2 B K- 252 COMT  [if§ (catechol -
O-Methyltransferase) 15 (Chen et al., 2004), [H it
Yl COMT i, i F 22 5 YL tafhfy COMT HH —
BRI RIS . COMT FEA rs4680 i Y
ZAMESFE COMT filf 155 158 M IR R HL
W val 5 Met 1y, AEEA RN Val/val
(w). Val/Met (vm). Met/Met (mm)iy- A& COMT
il (R 75 PEAOR BRI . I COMT SRRy L 814
SR A [F) 55 DR AR AR T 400 P ik X A D fig, 2 15 i
X BB VE B 45 I E 1 04T R B (Braver, Cole, &
Yarkoni, 2010)., i1, Egan % A (2001) % 3, COMT
FERAR v iR TR T B AT 55 R AT o R S
RF mm % BB Bk, T A S T A AT 55
AL P s DX 4950 AP 8 T mim B R AR B, A
BT vv FE R R 8 B A A S B AL
% S A AME23% % (Egan et al., 2001; Mier, Kirsch, &
Meyer-Lindenberg, 2010). It ), Kk Zh A%
&2 1F 5% (imaging  genetics, i FH ik G A5 35 A AF 5T
B DR R ) R 1 52 T B AT 5 ) R A B T — B £
R, R COMT H:PH 2 AM X E B G 55 i
BT A A B X0 B HoA R W /E A (A Meyer-

Lindenberg et al., 2006; Tan, Chen, & Goldberg, et al.,

2007; Tan, Chen, & Sust, et al., 2007)., Mier 55 A
(2010) % £ s FE R T 2 PEL COM T 3[R J 42 240 1 F4
AL AR AT 00, KB v B AL L
F1R) T 450 P iy DX 2 T 428 TR 55 v B8 800 K- T
mm & P AU R Y &% {E (Cohen's d, 2500 {A (effect
size) ) —Flfadn, JEXTHE 22 FAnifEfL Y B R, 0.8
DL bR KAL) Fik 0.89, ixX SEhff 9y — B R I
EEGIREIAAZE R ATRERR ok BT COMT
PR X 7 90 P ki DX 3 1 1) ] 428 5500

B2, XL EAAAE— DL [E AR A, BT
FEAHET COMT il Xof i 5 - 22 T e AT A i 8 4
FHIX — A B, TR O s AR BRAE T AR At . 4K
I, AR 22 S A 0l [0 g J2 0 T00 - B J2 452 il IX A,
AEENZ O RRe M8y, FMETREZ 2 COMT
FE R A9 #2 (Bishop, Fossella, Croucher, & Duncan,
2008; Seamans & Yang, 2004)., Ittah, T ThhE
FEAS JANEE H A i D58 Y, T MO T 224 fii
X BT I A 1 72 5 1) I 2% 1) 5 25 38 . (Bressler &
Menon, 2010). EARTF, R H6E )0 #h 43k
R ARG = A FEDh e L AXT IS DI RE M 4 . D)FAT
2141 P 2% (executive control network), %% [ I i

G R e =N U e s o e X G R
¥ (intraparietalsulcus, 1PS) %5 i [X.; 2) % & W 4%
(salience network), 57 5 T R A P BLREME Bl
U HTAT: 55 B9 RH OGP A5 25 i A 5 D0 S R 35 1) 58 I
PR DT I 0 e, B A R A MO i A P/ A
(anterior insula, Al)FIRTFIAT 145K X ; 3)ERIA R 2%
(default mode network), 1ol N MRS, MM
B4 Y 58 Y B AT 55, B AL EE N M AG A E
(medial prefrontal cortex, MPFC)Fl & F11H 1] 45 i [X.
(Seeley et al., 2007; Sridharan et al., 2008)., [Kl1lt;, A~
WM COMT Rl /E AR X, 30 J2 DA B4 il 1Y)
LT % I, Fog AR COMT RN FiE
BRI AR 22 S A A HLE], 200 BR A
AR At i DX 24 A R A B AY o

PR, ASCEERX Y ETE AR COMT P Y5
AR S s B AT o0 o0 M, WSS B B 0 A~
2R BRI K BT COMT FHPRIXF 4= ik i il Y
Z: 5 BTN TR 240 6 XA I RN . BT
T, BATKEZEAE COMT K BIAALE B A
KA IX, A e AR T Z 0 ) i X8 35 Bl 7K
VAR ERTE T A AT 55 rh R 25 5. FELIRTIY
WEFE, WFFEE BAR F BT A i X, (HE A
BB E SR T A i o3 i B 7 v, 8 Rk B i 4t
Z A A i X AR EE S T COMT A Y I 5 5%
N o TRARAY AR, TSR 32 O T A A i X
Xof JH At iy DX %) 3] 45 28007 T R AT R AR . PRt
I B8 SCRR 1 IG5 B, A AT 5 ik RLATE 8 48R 22,
WS ) A0 P 22 A7 JHL B i DX 2507, DT B 4 T
W COMT JEPH iy 4L, #7R th COMT Jk P X
TSI H Z AN X s, eAh, BT
AR AR 2 W S AEAE 22 JE LA LA SRR 358 /N 1 (1)
L, FRASBIF ST 45 w32 2R FH M (fal se positive)”
Y52, I SER000 AT RE R M2 A Y 45 SR (Lohmuel ler,
Pearce, Pike, Lander, & Hirschhorn, 2003; Meyer-
Lindenberg et al., 2008), ik FHIC/a T ik, &5
G 2R ML s, REEAR, RTE—ERE L
vi R REE R A, R8I N E SR
2 Tk
2.1 HEFRBREMPNRAE

{1/} PubMed %#f5 12, Ki% H 1986 4FF) 2011
A5 1 W] e S SCHER, K R R D “COMT™ B

“catechol-O-Methyltransferase” #i1“fMRI (functional
magnetic resonance imaging)” g magnetic resonance
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imaging” 2.“PET (positron emission tomography)” .

fii ] Cnki H SCSCHR R AR R A R [ 1994 4F 5]
2011 4 5 iy SOk, KRy “COMT”
s L2 My A A TP B AL g A “fMRI (functional
magnetic resonance imaging)” &% “ 3y i i 4t ¥k 7 8%
“PET (positron emission tomography)” &% iF- B, - Wt
E RS A 3 232 55 SCRk, HHr g Sk

129 Ji, HICSCHR 103 J o el e S SCHER A A 2R
Ty, TR A LT PRI B SCRR A8 A AR SC
MITCaA T (OBFFE T, TERk 58 B B4 AT 55 B
HEAT DI RERE IL AR 3 5l 0E F W72 R SR, (2T
5% COMT H:[H rsA680 {7 i 1Y 3k PH 22 A5 P X i 2
TSRS T R IE s m . &A 17 55 SCik
FFARAETTNASIHT

723

T

£1 17B COMT EFAMRMIFMAER

% . S 5k R A R 43 S i DX 300 A
2 s s e g e s A - Az i
g (FRIRED B P B e BIBVIPE AC g MPF
vV FC C C C
N N-Back (a) vw>vms> 1.37 ;511(
1 Stokesetal., 2011 @B 43 13 23 14 27 vyes /Go-NoGo ROI regression :
(0) mm @ 11.17
(b)
Two
2 deFriasetal., 2010 i#iil 585 11 1 22 2 N-Back WB sample T vv>mm 2.01
test
3 Eg;ghd%"cg;’ﬂﬁgggg WP 227 6 26 10 16 yes Go-NoGo ROl regression '™ 048
4 SAMbANO et A eyt 424 24 31 20 44 yes N-Back ROl ANOVA VYV
2009 mm
5 Bertolinoetal., 2008 #%i@#iit 26.6 18 38 16 34 yes N-Back  WB regression ‘r":’;"m ?
Two vv+vm>
6 FEttinger etal., 2008 i@tk 263 12 18 6 18 yes WIMRBE WB sample T om 0.96
test
illiams- 1 4 7% B AT
7 \2’\(’)'('];3'3‘“5 Gray etal., m;* 64 13 6 20 2 ROl ANOVA  w>mm 0.70
8 Caduetal., 2007 %i@#id 20 17 32 26 43 yes N-Back  WB regression ‘r":’;"m ?
Two
9 Gothelf et al., 2007 équl'ZD 17.8 6(m) 7(v) 13 2 Go-NoGo ROl sample T m>v ?
test
10 ;a”'zggf”'&S”St'et%ﬁﬁwﬁ 34.7 13 16 29 ?  N-Back ROl ANOVA  w>mm 1.12 0.85
Tan, Chen, & B T RS
11 Goldberg, et ., HiEwiX 2056 8 8 14 vyes . . ROI regression "WV 032
2007 TeAt:%% mm
Bertolino & Caforio, 5l # vw>vm>
' . ?
12 % 00e i g 26814 2313 27 yes N-Back WB ANOVA V- .
13 Berolino & Blash e yeiiiit 318 14 34 14 28 yes N-Back  WB regesson '™ ¢ 7 118
14 glﬂe%egé'é'”de”berg ol aemyrik 322 28 68 30 58 yes N-Back ROI regression ‘Q’;VW 1.04
. b EE R w>vms
15 Blasi etal., 2005 ~ ¥iEpkit 263 7 8 8 15 2 WB ANCOVA 7
i L% mm
Two ?
16 Ho et al., 2005 i v ? 7 6 13 yes N-Back WB sample T vv>mm 1.78 1.69 1.82
test
b vv>vm> ?
2 2 - | ?
17 Eganetal., 2001 i ? 5 6 5 10 ? N-Back WB regression mm ?

H:: 22911.2DS: 22q11.2 deletion syndrome: J:ff{k 22q11.2 1 Hi AR 5 A4, vw>vm>vm: B2 J7 225387 LA COMT K = Fl 3L A
RUBTE 22 58, b vv R B A4 B0 B vvvme>mm: L3 Val 8507 SE 45 3 AR5 B g2 B 1 25 5 vw>mm T mm>vy:
IV L ali 4 2 ] 19 2% 5% WB: whole brain, 4:Jii#22; ROI: region of interest, B 4R A4 DR i X RON L AR S 25 v r 4RIk iy

BUE T Cohen'sd MK/,

2.2 EU3EIR B K SOk A
b A7 G SCRRI LR (S BT, VREE Mk
FAEDY . B . PEAERY L JEDRIRR | Bl

S A BYBT A JR 5 AT 5 I - 3 A A% - A (Hardy—

Forbro FoR RPN RUECE T LT B RONA(H . B 28 R WIRTEIRIK X & B o

Weinberg Equilibrium, HWE) , {F55-7520 . LRI
o RS | AR S RGN B A DXL B0 i DX P e (A
ROYAEbR . IZBN X AR T 8. Z
B p . X 17 MRS S WE —. N
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RFEME, T AT 2001 4E55 — R o
(Egan et al., 2001)% & # i &+ T 2011 4F 1)
(Stokes, Rhodes, Grasby, & Mehta, 2011), H:7 16
et 5 AR R RIHT T . WA, 17 F it
Z% H AL S mm 5L R B A g 208 A, vm FE R L)
Bk 315 A, v B AL g 219 A Hirp 11 53¢
BT & HWE, 6 i 90 R il = B0l Ao 8 2 S A7
HWE. ME55E, 45 6 5 i s fil Ao n
155752 : (1)n-back AT 55 CHI W7 4 i R MBI ECE n
RN —3); (2)Go-Nogo 1155 (X —Fh 41k
JNE TR 53 A —Fh S A AN R ); (3 B v A il T
% (variable attentional control, VAC, jifi 1% & = ff
AN TR JBE () SR ih 5 R 5 28T AR I RE 1 25 5%); (4)
T 2 5 ¥ AE 55 (Intradimensional / Extradimensional
shift task, 74 RE PR SRR (AN TEA T8 B9 A
Z (R 4 ) B3 0 A B T 3 SRS (an e A A
R Z B e 40)); (5) %t TAEICAZ 4T 5 (numerical
working memory task, £ & # K/l BT
B TAEIEZAESS); (6)# 1 R Bk (prosaccade, & Fifi
SRR H AR A IR 20 4F55) . o n-back {55 W T
ATERVEE R DL SO Tad FR B, 223 TR Z W9t &
MR, 17 FWFR A 115k TixfE 5 7
X 11 R FgE T, B Sambataro 25 F1 Ho 45 Wi s i 52
(Sambataro et al., 2009; Ho, Wassink, O'Leary,
Sheffield, & Andreasen, 2005)H FHF 57 % 42 A 45 %
AFENTNTR 3 R T 509 1-back AT 55 ¥ =X CHI W 24 Aif
TR — RS S — 205, HAl 9 Ry
K 2-back AT 551 =X (A e >4 Hir B 430 85028 — A
HIBOE R —20) . WM 35 R Go-NoGo i
=X, HAth 4 FEXE A BB —RITER AL
23 S

B, NMEWHAF COMT IR X & 4 i
I AR A R R A P R K 2 X, AU
ZHTHI ST E A O B A i X, AR SO A A
i 5 1) 25007 i DX A A 45 S 380 R ki B S22 b 1% AR
AL E, Ife R . BART AR SR 17 R S0
TR A5 B A5 il DX W (B AR 2R B AR bR (L SE T T M
2 B85, X KR TSR, N R R ik SOIR A4 Y
g BRI AT, 1] Caret 8544 (van Essen, 2005)
P AR AL bR S B Caret AT PUBR MERAR I,
RIA53) COMT ik B 43 A 51

SRIG, M LT COMT 3[R X v 2 47 il Y
AH DR B DR 5800 B RIS, ASBIFSE AR AR i Wi 4 SOk
FRER LA EHE, A )X sk i DX A T 4500 (i (effect

size) e it . IWERH BN BIAVE, 78 17
WO, A 15 i ai G PR E RN, R
vv Ak PR RS B R S T R AR AT 55 I, A O ik
DAY AR 2 T mme P ALY B (vw>mm);
o 11 RS T 24 A F20% (vw>vm>mm) . A 1
PSR E T Val SRR B, WERSA va
SEALFE PR, B v AT vm AP PR R A4 B0,
5RE val SRR B, B mm R AL
[B] B9 25 5 (vw+vm>mm); I8 A 1 iR cE TR E
TR0 (A A AR B R R e R 22011.2 ik
& %¢ 4 (chromosome 22g11.2 microdeletion
syndrome) (9 A\, A ok SR R S8 A8, 3 Bz K A7
MU — N, O A TR v Fil m),
THZRON T AR R (m>v) (Z0L3R 1), I, Ak
LR A EHE, ASCURIC 15 Mkt ai s+
RNE (vw>mm) (4 AF 55 BCHE SR AT 0N (TS . R
Cohen's d AT 5 £ 58 76 AH i X AR (B, B
T v 5 mm PR R R R A 7 i DX 7K
R BRAE AL R A 25 55 o BN I T o B R B R
H CMA (Comprehensive Meta-AnalysisVersion 2.0)
At 47 (Borenstein, Hedges, Higgins, & Rothstein,
2005). CMA AT LA MR 7 ik H R0 (8, —
FRR AR P AW SRR 2E, O —FlR AR
MO t K50 Y B FIAE A & 7E 15 i S 4 G
TR SCHFE A 9 SR TR AL RN
MRS, SR ZLoT s b R B R A T3 9
T SRIE FRATT I T4 WSS 745 Wi IX RN,
BELAS I DX A IR RO B AT 95% 5 IX 1] o S HERR A~
SIVBIFFETE LR 22, AN 2 s DA b S i R 2t
TR TR A Y S R B i DX TR
TERET Z AR HAT B IO AT B, 75 2RI
[F) Jo Az 6 114 235 SR e e A L A TR ABE AR L Y 28 {2
(7] Jo ik R P [ g RGO A AR, A FHAIF 5 PN A A8 S 13
TR ;50N AR 57 0 B R FH B ATL 50y A 7R, At
FHBIEFE N AT 18] (1 e 6] 48 S 3 S5A . BT 40
() 2 35 PRI B p<0.05,

Ryt — R I 5 R S Tl A 2
MR EGE TR I A, DU AR RELE HE 26 figi X A 9
RORNL, FATTXF 4 WS HEAT TR 5 7 43 At (Power
Analysis). BRI, MR8 070 Bt 55 i 20 M,
A G*Power 3 %k (Faul, Erdfelder, Lang, &
Buchner, 2007), 587 R HIBUE t K5, & 15K
41 0.95, vv il mm JE PR Y ) 9 N BSOR S8 S O T
BRAT 0.8 WIGETTAL LS ) (5 TA Ry ] 252 1 S fIK
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Geit ke J1, 2L (Maxwell, 2004) % /b v i 5 8 12k
i, ISP A PR E XS e, DRI S AE
TEFGR I ST A R AY )

3 4%

B, b SR R LA N X e A
COMT &K Fy RN, FRATTHE 2B 55 i & A L
H COMT FLPEZN i X I AE AL bR, Fric 7E bR ifE
KRR, g5 RmE 1 poR. TUES, 25=4
T B N 4% 1) R 2 ik XA P9 dR 4 COMT 3
PRI B I 4 007, B A 3 80 i X, A A
ZAMBIRG X, BRI, fESATEE SN L T, A
FIZEMN DLPFC 435145 6 1~ F1 4 -4t COMT A
PR R S0 NE ) A s, R i 22 9 5 20507 1 ik X
ML IPS &4 LA Ak bR, ERBMLE D, £
AN VLPFCIAL 23514 3 AN 2 AR AL PR,
AT ZEM ) ACC 24 2 ROV AR, TEERIA
M2, A PCC ATZEM PCC i X 4354 2 4~ F1 3

AN AL ] BRIA 45 19 MPFC U] U7 A5 A
2 DRENAEAR, BEA WA ZE M MPRC & BV .

A A% X 4n 38+ 7] (superior temporal gyrus, STG) .
ffi 5l (angular gyrus, AG). #i_I-[ul(superior frontal
gyrus, SFG) . i I (hippocampus, HC)# H A 1 4%k
N ABBR o X T HAA — AR08 AR X, i Tz
SRS P AF S A5 R T LSRR, SRR S
LTt A HIT Ve . 2 BT X R 24>
MSLFoE KB COMT JEPH AR ) DLPFC,

VLPFC/Al. ACC. PCC Hl MPFC iX 4™ X #E 4 7
TS (A i XA BAR AR AR 2 L3R 2) 63X A i
X H1, DLPFC, VLPFC/AI fil MPFC J& il 4 i ik
X, 1M ACC F1 PCC Jg& T Hij &5 it LLAM R i X 3 £
ZE PR IRATT COMT 5 PRI Xof 3 g 4 il ot 22 ML ] 11
R RN AN ANAN Sy BIR A T4 i X, TR T2 A
TE T2 Mn 24X, I B3 2L ik X I A 2 B AL
B, MEamiES 5HEERerN =
W 2%

K1 EEERAES T, B COMT I R 2 2500 i) i DX 43 A (8] o REZR A Hh 1 Sl 22 DA TE 2 /1t Sr 0007 AL A R G X
B AR [l Fe o 7m0k FURTRIATSE, BRGS0 1 6 RS UL 1 445 —+%. DLPFC: dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, #¥
MIET%5 M, VLPFC/AL : ventral prefrontal cortex/anterior cortex JI§ #MU wij %5 M- /7i i /% ; MPFC: medial prefrontal cortex,
MIFT% M IPS: intraparietal sulcus, THiP74; STG: superior temporal gyrus3fi I [il; PCC: posterior cingulate cortex, J&
#1af7 [l; ACC: anterior cingulate cortex, FIf047[A; AG: angular gyrus, ffi[fl; HC: hippocampus, &5



41 x| F A COMT J6k PR X i 2 4 thil #eb 2 Sk A IR 45 0« 218 8% 229 i T 43 i 451
F2 COMT EFEZEHMNKX MNI kR
o MNI 245 X, Y, z e ZEAMA T
[_‘i‘i' — Al N — )
HBECE (Bt 22) A A
FM VLPFC/AI 48,21, -7(2, 3,1) 3
VLPFC/AI 5
el VLPFCIAI -35, 25, -6(7, 3, 4) 2
4l DLPFC 47, 20, 24(8, 7, 6) 6
DLPFC 10
Z=fil DLPFC —38, 35, 35(5, 17, 6) 4
Fi ACC 10, 23, 25(3, 6, 2) 2
ACC 4
ZEMl ACC -3, 7,35(0, 3, 6) 2
il PCC 13, -59, 21(3, 1, 7) 2
PCC 5
ZEM PCC -13, -51, 24(4, 7, 2) 3
MPFC £ MPFC 8, 60, 6(2, 0, 2) 2 2

H e XS TP A Talairach Ae bR, FH Ginger 2 {41k #“ Talairach to MNI (SPM)” B 77 ¥k G — % 42 MINI A A, SR 5 SR 4 I X 3411

AR o

LA 9 i AR F 9 2 B0 4% T e s ol 0 4% LA
ANTE] 23 [R] 3 A 5 A, ANPRA T4 1 0 265 5L A B4
#.(Corbetta et al., 2008; Seeley et al., 2007)., {IHE
COMT 2[R o 3 2 s o I 4 At S R, B4
COMT K& [A] i) 3 45 350 0 2 75t 23 A B HS 2R Bl iy 28
B3 A fadhr FAT 1A, COMT & [H At i 448 35 1 1
SEAE AN TR R 0 2% rp AR B R A [R) 1% 25 1] 43 AR
(B 1) AEPAT RS 4%, COMT £ A % DLPFC
ik DX F 08 9 500 2R 30— A B L Sy a4 A
A DLPFC X34 6 A0 Ak AR, (HJEAE 25 ik
) DLPFC X I B 4 PR Ak bR, COMT KA 1Y
RS SR A AUA T 5 ) Do 445 (%) 3o o A 00 4 s
55 DL il B AR AIE 5% & B0 A A T 4 i) TN 245 %) A 416
1 —Z(Bressler & Menon, 2010; Corbetta et al.,
2008), FE—EHIET COMT J R X v e 4 il X 2%
IR VE o 72 ZRINI 2 1 MPFC i Xt 32 28 1 —
ERA IR, A0 MPEC 45 COMT 5& P iy i 452
BN 2 ANAsbR, ZEMl MPFC AT B 5T 45 2
I o COMT 356 PRI Xl JHAth g DX ) 4 42 1 D 2 Ak B
R ERILH . 32 YRR AR BRI, COMT JE[H
TE3X 2 fi DX RO A 75 A7 AE 2 BROL #4775 J5 2e iF
FEHE— L HIE

WA, ARE DATE i i AR AR 9T, 45 1 Bl 1)
IR R TR —FEEAT S, i Pra TR,
HFEZ5ZMEBES M, IBARATWE R W
COMT S5k PRI Xof 3 o 4 ot D) 4% 254 M X ) o] 45 3500,
R TR —MERTES, BESS5HEZMER
R4 WE7 R T I X — R, 3R AT A 745 i X 4
5N B 5T T AT 55 Yu 2, & BYE DLPFC,
ACC fil PCC iX =/MKiIX, ZNAE MRS

#B & BT COMT 3 [H A9 ¥ % 2 i (DLPFC :

Go-NoGo ., 7 &4t . n-back A% THEICIZ;
ACC: Go-NoGo. n-back F146 B 1 & 2 il 4F 55 ;
PCC: n-back , Go-NoGo Fli# [a] iR #k); 7 VLPFC/AI
FIMPFC AN X, H A58 AU AE n-back iX —
AT S0 R BAN . X —45 R EKT], COMT %k
PRI 928 3 4 T 0 2% 1 2 A il X B W) 2 55 2 R
BAES M T,

i bk, DLPFC. VLPFC/AI. ACC. PCC Al
MPFC X il X # A 258 K B COMT JE A
AR TRIONE , AH 2 A i DX 58 B 1 2 /0 0 A fig
R BIZIG DX AR, KIS, T AT BEAN S B T WF S
DO AR 17 fE PR, A 6 R TSR Ao
PUEOCTE THRIAIM RN, R T ROI A7 AU FE
TR P i DX T A R A P 22 A G X R AT
£ PRI TR AT FH o043 A 8 15 Xo) 33K 42 i XA
E— e A, TR COMT FE R XX g
il DX AR RO B RN o AT 9 R Se R R AL T T
A TR AR EE, X9 T SR Y A i DX K
MAHZER R 1. BT HA 1 morsededt 74 m
MPFC Jii X i 8, AT T DLPFC,
VLPFC/AI \ACC Fll PCC i DU figi X 4 & IR i K
AT S U il X AT S B A B, R IR ki
Xl asi Rl p AT 0.05 (DLPFC:
p=0.690, VLPFC/AIl: p=0.589, ACC: p=0.508, PCC:
p=0.531), 5t A 3K YA~ A DX R AT A [ 2 2850 g A5 Y 4y
BroarEe e, tk, FRATTR [ Rl A A 155
XU A o DX A ROV A, A B wv S5 DR RS )
T 33K YA A DX A SRS 7K T 40 ik 2 P e v T mim SR ]
A9 (DLPFC: Z=4.440, p<0.001, VLPFC/AI
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Z=5.838, p<0.001, ACC: Z=3.826, p<0.001, PCC:
Z=6.147, p<0.001). P4~ DX )G I 2500 (6 F1 95%
BEEXE LK 2, AERT LA 2 00 DX 2800
E¥RT 0.8, Hg TR iNIX DLPFC #1
VLPFC [RE WA 4351 & 0.81 F1 1.12, 5 Mier 25 A
(2020) iy XoF i 45 I 1) 6 43 B 45 SR (d=0.89) b 4 — B .
T A 46 22 A0 B AN iR X ACC il PCC 156 W (B 558
K, ¥ET 1.3, BIETHEr Z S PG X, AU
FERNE, 1 L2 B0 R 0O R 145 i 1 T A i DX 1)
e X —EERU, BTN X RAASE B H A %,
{AIFAFR B HAV AR B . WA 2 N i DX 2 F
B NOZAE LG IR T DGR 4 X3

2.4 = Cohen'sd -= ghidHt 1 60

1.6 140

0.8 120

0.0 0
DLPFC VLPFC ACC pPCC

B2 MK A RO XS ER F1ik 5] 0.8 i
I (vw+mim) o P ROER T 3R 45i IX 1 B IR
{li(Cohen's d), $R2LkFIR 950 E (51X 6] , $T4k KR & I
X GE A6 56 F1 34 2 0.8 BT B B 2= (vv+mm)

RS R COMT 3 PR =S 1 2 4 )
I 2% 149 DY A i X 5L A A K 1Y) 98 45 %803 (Cohen’s
d>0.8). #R1fii, FEICH Ml KT A s, WA —
ANBIFFE R B A T PO X, —A ] R I S PR 2
PAANIF T S — Bl X GE T TR SN % o DA i
X3kFE, £ ACC il PCC iX F i X 2235 3 0.8 A1y
Gt s 1, e v A mm R S R E R T
20 ARITT, 7 VLPFC/AI i plak Bk F 28 A, ifif
DLPFC i FRUM AR/, P gl KT 50 A (K
2). X R AT RE TR A BUNT 20 A, HoRFH 42l
RN ITER 6w, A 5 UFEHMUE ACC
gt PCC Miti X A& BLAL N, i W A7 /£ DLPFC &%
VLPFC/AL fisi X % AN 9 S Bl BRI T S BT
A RDSTRUR: VI IEi 37 %1 S:up i1 ol s NI
[ %88 COMT 3k PRI Xof v 2 4 ol A 26 19 224 ik X

TR R AL
4 e

R R R A e 7 B R 25 R R AR Aok
JET COMT PRIt 4 i i il N 2 5 i 4 il T
(9 22 A B DX, AR ) s 850 22 I kg DX g 381 4 4
AHFFEXT COMT e PR i 4 137 o 428 ol AH 5 i X ) st
AR AT o000 o BRI COMT ALK
AT RITA A DLPFC . VLPFC/AI il MPFC i X
FEE BRI HME S BSOS KA AR RN, XA
LIS ACC Fil PCC i X A B A P800, I H
FE BN X AN (E#S T 0.8, KW COMT KK
X {3 2 ) e A R 45 80N I A TR A I R Y 2
AR XL IR IR, AN FAMATE A i g
FRZERAOCEE T COMT REX S5
I TR A X PR, ok B XS RT#I 2 Ah
A B I X R . Rk, DUS PR OGRS
T 4 PG T B — i DX R 81 4 i 3 L 7 22 1 ik X
K HIE B R w4, K% % COMT K Xt
TR A R ) 0y A 22 S b Ho A 22 AL %) e 45
BN

ARSI TCI Mo e EE M K E, COMT 3
PRI RT3 DL AR 9 224 i X AR T AR AR 55 T Y
T S EAT PR RN o ARSI X ARG
COMT K& [A 75 Hif 40 - 1 1 428 3000 i 9 i o AT Y
17 WtgErh, A 13 fE 2/ TERTARI i — il X &
WAL H—H i, SRR -2, 1 3 Rt
FEAE A e BRSO 1) TR, FE RTAR I 2 A1 B A
I X s & B T8 . T Ho %8 A PET #F5EH, 1E
VLPFC/AI .ACC,PCC Fll MPFC i X {45 T COMT
JE A 9 458500 (Ho et al., 2005), Bertolino 25 A fiY
fMRI #Fs5 4, £ DLPFC. VLPFC/AI #il ACC =4~
Fili X% B8 COMT HE A 1945 v (Bertolino, Blasi,
& Latorre, et al., 2006). ifii Stocks & N &M EA
COMT JEPH I35 &M i [X > VLPFC/AL #1 PCC
X P A X (Stokes et al., 2011). It 4h Meyer-
Lindenberg %6 AT 2006 48 5% S AR AR5 T Al
BRI, H R R 1 1 R 28 A AT B (B 2)
H5ARWGE 2 B —8tE, 78 VLPFC/AL,
ACC. PCC i X #8 A — & B9 % I £F 7E (Meyer-
Lindenberg et al., 2006). i A SCHICH AT, ML
ARG A 25 AR AL T 30k, JFAE 4 ik 75 [
B N COMT 5 DRDN i B4 il T R 0 S 1)
A DX IR AR
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FIRTEIIHTEBIRE COMT HEPH B4 1 2
L 2 i DX ) ST KT A R B AR A g5 v R 22
S, i H, F A R TR 2R COMT 5 7Y
ANRAE R I I DX B 22 S ) B AR TS T, AT
RO IR SR B 22 5, i — AR i i i g
FIBAR 22 533432k T COMT 36 PRI 6o 1 2 i X
IIREMIIE/E ] . Williams-Gray 25 A & ¥, mm %t
PR AL (9 7 8 BT B T S5 P S S T v
FE PR Y ) B3 (Wil liams-Gray, Hampshire, Barker, &
Owen, 2008). Blasi 55 N &I, 7E5¢ L =Pk EE 7K
T B B T A AT 55 I, R 3 DR A ) B A e
f MERE AT 55 R BB AT K 22 5%, (vwe>vm>
mm), 11 7E H A5 X EE ARG X B A9 AT 55 v v 2
2 5% (Blasi et al., 2005), i, T K i HAl
AL AR F W 5T B TR 0 T 45 AT 55 ME B 4R
DL it g >, RAEABIRIE COMT 3 [H Al
AMRAE A R T 5547 MK 225

ARSCHICIHT 2 COMT LA £ [alihH 2 R
[Fi] 5 R A0 A PR 1 45 A 55 v | i D3 sl A T
K, T LA B A0 AR A5 I 5T & B BB i X A G
KA 5 B 4 ) BE T B AR 22 55 4 5€ (Buckner et
al., 2008; Edin et al., 2009; Sambataro et al., 2010;
Xu & Chun, 2006), K 5155t 1% 2 Fik B S5
(2% SR IL A I, COMT 3o R X v 288 i X 14 9 2
AT RE S I ARSI RE I MAZE SRR —. B
I, |5, PUTESIML i DLPFC 5 IPSH
X IR S 5 EE A BT s, A
W5 & B DLPFC 7 ghAF Ry —Fh i s AL ]
B TARICIC A2 42 53 (Edin et al., 2009),
H 5L K% B DLPFC H IPS Y30 AKOF 5 9k i
B3 AT 55 LS Y MR 22 54 X (Kondo et al., 2004;
Wager et al., 2005), H:iK, VLPFC/AI il ACC /&8
FRB MM EEMX, A5 &M VLPFC/AI
Fl ACC TR KT 585 7F Go-NoGo 1£:55 . Hl
- N — AT S5 S R AL S MR
A & (Hester, Fassbender, & Garavan, 2004; Nee,
Jonides, & Berman, 2007; Wager et al., 2005) . )5,
PCC Hl MPFC Jiixi X 2 J& T BRI\ I 45 1% 2 22 fing X,
Jii LS W58 & B PCC Fl MPFC 14 3836 72 7 5
n-back {T:55 BT M l&iAHC, M H PCC 5 MPFC
ZRIAEHBREMESRESWEZREHLS
n-back 155 1447 M il S A < (Esposito et al., 2009;
Sambataro et al., 2010), -5 33 6 73 Z2 45 il I 25 114 i
AR 5T 45 F — B, AR SCIR I8 o T 76 B R ik X 3

KIL COMT BE[A 422400, itk COMT KEH £
AMEXF 22 1 R X R T i ) 3 4 o ) 8% 1Y
PAHEAE FAR AT 8 2 1 i 4 i e 00 Ak 22 S 1 st A%
KR Z—

AR A SCTT I a5 8, 456 0B 6Hr
I 2% 45 7 (Bressler & Menon, 2010; Seeley et al.,
2007; Sridharan et al., 2008), 2 COMT JEPH Xt
B L IR B AL (A ). ATy COMT 2
PRI 3 A S ) 224 i X A R4 VR, AT BB A7 AE L
R 9 R (R 8 42 P e 8 5 7 =

T, T COMT B[R Z 48Xt 2 [ A
B 52, A2 22 % R 45 B9 ik X W1 DLPFC |
VLPFC/Al . MPFC. ACC. PCC #ll IPS %] fig
#5525 COMT FEH A5 . HIR, COMT K& P 4t
A DX PR B A A 4 A5 3 A ik DX =2 ] ) 3 4 —
AL VAR 22 1l DX TG K, DT 7 A T 422 9 1
VE o AR 1 T 45 1 0 285 1A 350 118 21 il X 22 i)
AEAEAREL PR AN, 7 H =7 B ] X 2% 22 ] 4,
AFAEAH H 54583 (Corbetta et al., 2008; Corbetta &
Shulman, 2002; Seeley et al., 2007), 4RI K
B, A VE AR 0 28 22 [a] 1) A B T 32 S8 1 P
MRS, B, KR MR VLPFC/AL i
ACC EEN W IFRBYVE T, 855 AT 42 0 R 4% 5
BRI I % 22 [R] B g i e 46 DA i 52 90 33 4 ) 2 fig
(Medford & Critchley, 2010; Sridharan et al., 2008) .
WX SRR, 7E COMT F A B 42 6 22 Il I 45 1Y)
VLPFCIAL PR ERIG, X BRIA M 48 FdhAT
25 1 X 2% 1) i DX A TRl AR T . ok, T4
il 19 28 5 BRIN N 2% Z [ fE 7E 3 B 5 B 1Y ¢ &R
(Buckner et al., 2008; Fox et al., 2005; Sridharan et
al., 2008), X —i&fE, & FEGX A ML —
A2 COMT BERIAG I 52m . Rt Z# H
FEREER S, COMT F PRI =4 il D) fig i ol 4
B2 A A T AT BT 2% . AT L Y
RIS AR B RE & B R Y T R BRI 45 2R, A e
SLER I — PR .

B, S5RATEI COMT JEH ) I8 7800 ¥
TR A KT 22 Ah Z2 A il DX 45 AN 58 4
— 3, QA TCH T IR S B S AR A REAE T A G
B Z A X R 2 B COMT JEA 800 . 3%
TN Z B DA B3 Fp oA — 35, W] BB A7 78 PRl i
Bl 85—, MEAMR GRS 50, BT
TR R, 2 RGNS T, &
WFFERAE LA MK LB COMT  JE RIS A4 SR 2
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Bl 3 COMT PN = A-vE Ryl 45 A2 . COMT JE PR $AAT #0465 300 10 4% R BN D 43 0K = AN i
s ) A P U 2 3 T A A (5 ) A T 42 0 4 (R ) P R S

o O, ROV A T L R RETE 22 il X[ I
KB COMT A 4520 1 I N 2 — o 72 -4k
COMT HE[A AYRSLINF, BIFFE 3 — R 2 T B8 Y
AN R B e T RS BRI RO 237, T
X PR 7 128 AT e = BORN BEAE 22 ik X [) I 2 B
RN o K Bl ) 2 k1% R A 7 vk AR AT LA 32 7
WA BR A, 5502 Ik X AR, (HR 2
JERS R Z EACIEZ S, 7RO A RO, A
624 N/ N DX AT B TE AN ZEAE, AT
TR XU BN o ARG ROI #9751, Wi
T2 B BIE UK S, £ 0T5E 32 B SR B RN,
X HAB IR XA N5 %€, AL REAS n] BEAE K 2 i X A B
ROV PRI, 255 EARAE T R AN DG A 221 Ml X &
BL COMT [N 452800, I T R e iz LA B e 3]
B A T A

5 JEY

LRI, EE LR T o
B R, 15 mEEx COMT HEPH £ 2k dn oy 4
VR A ) X — B A R Y el e L
I T W R RIS E T — S B LAEE R, IR AT

e AL IR X 2 5 [ s il hn Cad #2021
DL R 33 S iy Xy 82 s ) 1 2 4 ] X 285 18 9 1 AL
XF BIF 58 AT B 4 ) B T A 22 e ) R U5 A A
HEZEWE L Bl A, X —Sief
V2 )@ A3 — 25 B BIF9E o TE HAR BT 5T A0 Al 1
KA - -7 = Z DGR B F 5T AT LA LA
I w2 R TT

B—, TERMGPh G SR T, MO B 24
O XA e B 22 il X, TR B 22 i X 22 A Y
AHEAE A 2% . ASCRI SRR, COMT JE[H
X 3 A R e 7 6 IR S A SO I R B T B 2%
TR NG DX (i A ) BT, TR B 22 ik X
JEDATE 42 ] X 245 1% £ 2R A 9Y. COMT ik BT i) 3
FERLH o Y HTTE N AR I U, 2R i B X
WEFE 22 A i X 22 (8] %) 3 452 0C ZR AR AR T4 4 T
WEZHHEARTFB, W55 2 (Corbetta et al., 2008;
Seeley et al., 2007; Spreng, Stevens, Chamberlain,
Gilmore, & Schacter, 2010; Sridharan et al., 2008) .
i B 75 (Dosenbach, Fair, Cohen, Schlaggar, &
Petersen, 2008; Fox & Raichle, 2007; Fox et a., 2005)
Fe ARG X Z W] ) gk 4z, M DTI (Diffusion
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Tensor Imaging, DTI) (Ystad et al., 2011)H; RBF5%
ki 1X. 22 ] B 1 T 2 2 32 42 45 o TR P /N S A A 45
BRI, DARS B AR B R 1 22 DX (0] 1 A B
YEHT, Ao R 5% ik I 2 B2 4t 78 T B (LT et al.,
2009), HIt, & AR AW 5T T LR A5 56 i i 14
WFFEBT B AR, FRAT I R 42 22 M DX ) 265 114
Bl o A BFFEX X — 7 T RS S T 0020 251
FAARN T AL R . Liu 2 A NE B ST AE ik
WA B, K BLERIA M 2% o PCC 5 MPFC 1Y U fiE i 1
5 A7 8] COMT JE A7 (Liu et al., 2010), i
PCC 5 MPFC 1Y% 458 B 5 1 S HiT 55 1 s
i 3 M 5% (Esposito et al., 2009; Sambataro et al.,
2010). A=z, XFINHZIRERTIS K A IX, If-i
— 25 33k 4 i X T T 1 T R D) 4% G ] 57 51 3 P
() R 98 A T R AF IR R R 8 AL S AR 2% N % A
Y387 77 ] (Braver et al., 2010; Bressler & Menon,
2010; Green et al., 2008).,

5, TEAT RZ, SR HBAT X AT 5
Ko BWFFEIEH 5 24 X DL B A4 ik XY 8 1
LM Z R R, MRS EERE S THE S
ISR . LAFRATRE COMT e P =y v 2 2 1 k0 2%
AR TS M 5], A A A AR 5T BT 3 % ) 1 AT 55
IR RE 30T X 43 = A WS VR R i, ARt — 20
i COMT kPR = s 42 1l 19 2% 1 AN [] 3%
FEAER . METFEM &8 2 T 2 R R N-back
JE R SR ABAR A LK 5] COMT  JE PR X 224 i X
AITREROR, B IF AL UK 2 = A T s il M 4% 19
DIBeHRE s, JHE/R M Z RIH BRI R, KK
Rl LR E A& WA LT dEE
(top-down attention) . [ T~ 1fii |- I & (bottom up
attention) , i (alert) . 12 (conflict)4L55, 4l
F 5% COMT FH PR = A 22 o 245 (1) PR s AL i

0, EREN)Z, MRS TRES S i AR
PR HADFE N . COMT LN HRARZ 15 2 MG &R
Gy RN 22—, A7 H AR Y 2 B Y R A0
DRD4, DRD2 45 HM AT eSS T i B8 il iy i
W o FEERXF 2l XA T AR N SR A, AT
R PRI 75 % AN W) i XA o N [a] B R E A, ek
KM FEAEAT T I HTIT 7] o

S0, RN -1 AR A SCERIFSE . N
TRIYE COMT JkPH i 1k 52 M i 2 42 il A DX ) ot 2
B, R S AR B RE O R, HAT
o SRR 32 B oy ) v B PR - L AT R A
AT =4 OCHE, DT R AR =35 Z I G &R .

T 5 AL 422 A 0 DA PR 381 i P 38 A7l X — 2 o6
R, T EAEARBPI TR R AV BT R Iy e S =
A ZHAEEE . BRSO SE E ew EAEA
— R FORAE RN . BN AT AR, O R
AR, HIR, XTI TE ERT T R 2 AR
SEERA A, X =AY Z B TR G . B, 4y
T35 N 2 AP RN RTT O 25 T A G R ik X
SR SR X PR M DX () 32 48 o X S T 0 BKER
FATERAR N . DN L Ao S 2 A oG R PR EE
JA7R o

5, ARSCTCH TS KOs AE S AR 2E DT IR0 T
AT A S AR T R AR s T AR
R FE L - KM -17 R = O R B X458 O
WAL S AR 2= BT 90 B 2 i DX 22 285 P 6T T ki D) e RN 45
RN o SIS0 it il 2 E et v B A
SINATIRERAT AR Z [A] ) SCRANR], i85 515
2RI IE Aok R P 28 T Bl — ) R A, DT B 4
MRS L S AT A B SR o T R R
TG Sh R FEAT AR A, X R 2836 3l i 454 FH
B, DS AL S AR 2R A5 B 0 S DR 4 v 220 Bl
A AN 78 KT HE KA #47 h R ALY RN (Mier et al.,
2010), o3t Uh s AL AR 2 AR T — b T S Uk
R R TR ALHLE . FET i, Bieigsez b
A W7 R E BN, — R, B R
CLHIAY R AT M SCHR, Jf4E 7R 2 517 OCHK
PR, R A BN, L R e 4R
B 5 R T REAH G BL B, AR Ak DD RE S AT oM I 6
&, WL R ST OB H L R e 2 2 . st
& AR 0 7 e A AT DLF 983 R il i — B
FEARBGINFI L TR, U B 2 1) HAMAL G i 5 4 el
[E]#E3E F, 4N 42 (Papassotiropoulos et al., 2006) .
1% 4% (Bevilacqua & Goldman, 2011). % J&(Fossella
et al., 2008)%5 ., FRATHIHE, (EAT17 #2255 14 A
IREE R R A T R, (H A5 A0 B AR AA N 2
REST T8 52 2| IR 2 5 R il 42 DA S anfer 4%, H w0
Bl AL AR O BRI s R T B AR R,
AR RO BRI 1 O

i Sk 48 A TT 43 AT I SCHR
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Abstract

Investigation on the genetic origin of individual differences in attention control has become increasingly
popular. A majority of imaging genetics studies primarily focused on the effect of catechol-O-methyltransferase
(COMT) gene on the activation of the prefrontal cortex during attention control tasks. However, neuroimaging
studies have consistently demonstrated that the neural substrate of attention control comprises cortical regions
not only in the prefrontal cortex but also in the parietal and cingulate cortex, which together form a neural
network of attention control. In addition, these regions are also richly innervated with dopaminergic projections.
Therefore, it is possible that COMT gene polymorphism modulates the activation of the parietal and cingulated
cortices during attention control as well.

To examine the effect of COMT gene polymorphism, we used meta-analysis approach to re-analyze results
from seventeen imaging genetics studies on the effect of COMT gene polymorphism under attention control
tasks. These studies consisted of a total number of 742 participants (208 Met/Met, 315 Val/Met, and 219
Val/Val). The coordinates of peak voxels reported in the studies were projected onto a brain template to
visualize the distribution of the effect of COMT gene polymorphism. Then, the effect size of COMT gene
polymorphism in each region was calculated with Comprehensive Meta-Analysis program (CMA). Finally, a
power analysis was performed with G* power program.

The meta-analysis indicated that Val/Va homozygotes showed higher activation not only in the prefrontal
cortex but also in regions such as anterior cingulate cortex (ACC) and posterior cingulate cortex (PCC) than
Met/Met homozygotes. Besides, the effect sizes of COMT gene polymorphism in these regions were above 0.8
(Cohen’s d).

In sum, the meta-analysis provides evidence that COMT gene polymorphism modulates activation in
multiple cortical regions of the attention control network, suggesting that individual differences in attention
control partly originate from the modulation of COMT gene polymorphism on the attention control network, not
just the prefrontal cortex. Thus, our study provides clues for future COMT imaging genetics researches on
attention control.
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