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Abstract

Response inhibition is always one of the core issues of addiction behavior. Before a
large number of studies found that drug-dependent response inhibition was impaired.
Maintenance therapy is a kind of alternative treatment applied more widely in recent
years. Methadone maintenance treatment of heroin addicts response inhibition
whether abnormal is still unclear.

In order to investigate the response inhibition function of the heroin addicts
methadone maintenance treatment. This study were recorded the EEG from 14
methadone maintenance treatment of heroin addicts and 18 normal subjects when they
completed the Go/NoGo task.

Behavior results show that methadone maintenance treatment of heroin addicts
reaction time longer than normal subjects on the Go stimuli. The EEG results also
found, Compared with normal subjects, The NoGo conditions methadone
maintenance treatment of heroin addicts smaller N2 amplitude than normal subjects.
In addition, methadone maintenance treatment of heroin addicts associated with
longer P3 latency. The results showed that methadone maintenance treatment of

heroin addicts response inhibition function impaired.

Key words : methadone maintenance treatment, heroin addicts, response inhibition,

event-related potential (ERP), N2, P3
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5=
e NRAL S AT, T HE G T 5 O 1 AL 2 ThREAN & g
FRo g — BRI T 5O, S BRI RN, a5 40U
SRfg R, LR SBEWATIBEL BEmfOBE W, ST S5 B
PG, TCINEEF=578h, T EER, R OBE A e PR A iy
ORI H I, [ TSR %, XAl B 158 o X 7 i AR 1 il K
M A O R T TR o AE AT T, A ST TR Al FH 5 s R Aol 5 it ARG (1) £ 44
FAEIIREROR . T I AR Rk AR E 2 B EBOR, DA T
BEohJa A G SRR, AEANE R AR RO R O 1), S R
DAERE i WA TG o WRBEANMEDN NS AT G5, i HOA AR OB Bt 2
RO 0 o WREAE AT 28T, JBYERICIZ 0., KA RR a2 i FF
FHPEIP IS I S5 BRI

P FKEER R A RINAE . AU R T 2011 4 11 Sl A,
TG AR A DAk 200 207, 1 BB N BB T, Bl CORl
A I Al . PR EAT B AR 0 B O R 72.7%, b i
R IE T mn s L B 2 — o DAL, 73wt sT AR T2 [ A AL s
AN H B S 75 ORI 52 0] R 2 224 i 70 75 SI e T i 1) e KA At
2 250 ORI T IUERARS 52 DGR IR R 27 ) i o S R HE 7 it RS A TR T 7 R s
ORI REHIAT O . NS MRER S T SCE(2006) AL, # i MRS A RE i ) B2
HiIE 95%, Rl &M BRI &G 3 N N ERER m, WREES KBTS
W IR~V S SRR 20 A 25 %o S MR TR IR 2 Jis BRI Ay 52 23 BE AT Il FH 20 A 5 1) D A
AT Ak o0 B ERT 2 ORGPt BRI 35 0 A ] 2 v R i RO JR 2 1 00 T A IR D PR A1
BT ) SR 3 4 O /Oy Bl A AL 25 AR SRy AR R R 2 —

3 BT B AR S B DR A I, 25 o B RO R R A2 E 2 T T
FEAE, FEXT il A T SO Bt BRAF R A E T, AT A A REREAT
i S ER R IR A 2 — (Lundqvist, 2005) . AR S AE AT DhREN
TERIy s RANTE AT A 5 S IR NS ) AR A ol N ke A AR
(Yuan, Yang, Meng, Yu, Li, & 2008; Li, Huang, Constable, & Sinha, 2006). ¥ A[1)
A8t P IS TR) A P 5 LA R ASE T 5 2 AN ] R BE XS AT D BE 1) ol 4E BE 3 A 3 (M
W KT, 2004), MEHEGE FEAY SN FEER, kg e8eERE

1

£H
e

b



W R) 2 S i BT, ST RIF G ot RS (10 400 i 428 1 D BE PRI 700 ek — D4R 7 OV
SHE TR Ji EAL o I 90 205 a A Ay e R P Bt A — 2R 2 IR L e A BRI E )5 .
PR, HAZSRALEE AR XS ket — 0 s Al B R 290 AR, (D 24
Wit FH G e] 52 0K L8 250 DL R I 8 SRR i 4] 55 i RO B A AE A AN [R] IR AR R
M. VORI sKEe. BERME, 2004).

H A o, TR AT DUR A A58 5 22 Bl 2 s | B A AT Dy, 30Mons B
KA DA IR TR D BE o RT3 W MO A8 TR 25 ot AH 5 1) 355 DA
I, BEA A RN ATRAT Ay, kg B — MR RBE R R . SeVPER4ERR I
J7 (Methadone Maintenance Treatment, MMT) /& 4= tH: i [l P £5¢ 3= B2 1) B T+ on]
R e R AT VR — (R IRHBH . sKamfll, 2009), FEZ 5%
VIR AERFIB YT ) S BRI 2 AW IUR W], A 25T LU B SR R N
101 PRV | 22 AR S VD I BE AT R0 PR E8 5 R 5 | A RO 2 it MR DA SN D e 1)
#13 (Herning, Guo, & Lange, 1995; Attou, Figiel, & Timsit, 2001). & T & V>
(1)EE it AR X A AT T PRI 42 Tl B e A AT A R 115 i g 2

BEM 7 AR GERE i U ERL L R R S ) SR ) AT R R, AN[RI SR
BE a0 AL R 0 i AN — AR, AR ae ARE DA P v DR S5 B 228 i A
T2, Horpils S RN DL ik 115.6 7144, DA, ARHIFGE LGV B 4E R IR T il %
DR X5, HiG ERPs £50K, WD PRI SE VD B 4R 16 97 i v DR 41 )
2 1 B0 S N L



1 XHERERIR
PUARVF 22 R BRI N AT D R &7 25 iiA T AU i 2 W) () — >

FE[A 22 (Olmstead, 2006; Wiers et al., 2007). $04T I HE A% L 42 S W 01l (Funahashi,
2001), S N AMERFE A R UM H] L 2 HTT55 0 < SO B dil4 A shisas AT
9 1) 2 VAt 7] (K aladjian, Jeanningros, Azorin, Grimault, Anton, & Mazzolapomietto,
2007)0 S NAMEIVE AT DI BEAIRL Ly, R ANTE 24 [ N (IR AN A A A7
N HA EEAEH . RN TS A AT N IR, 1T S A AR RE g ARk 2k
BT EUANIE AT O B T EAT N R (L et al., 2006). WEFTRIL, RV
FTFH B RAT Ay AT v 52 (R AH DA, sl S A ol e ) A g5 A2 o 1 A B
AT Ay, FAT v Bl R S B A0 I 7 g 844 B 25 B A L RO 244) (Verdejo
-Garcia, Lawrence, & Clark, 2008) . Klitt, SN HIHE A& BRad T 1 — %0 n)

/TEI&EI‘\,O

1.1 A ERARE
1.1.1 EmnE

R4 (P N RSERE TR 25 357 40, fEiedefl . A, FL
RN CORUKEE) S WML RBR ] s DRI A B 5 R0 3 il P FE At e 8 A9 T ik
TR PR JPRIVE 247 S FORS A 24 o 3 A AREE AN R IR 20280705, AT AN IR IR 5 Sl A2
BE A 53 O BRI 247 ot FEORS R 24 5 PR KRS o i DR 1 = 0 BRI 247 it 8 v PR ]y
K RFREANY 2R, — A FTAAI o ISR SEVDE . mIRIAL SF
NJB KRR B3E. 2RIk EE) . nIAFEL R, 29 /7 (Opium) FEA T, 14
HE(MOrphia)%, 5B REEPAKARZE . H A3 M R EE, W AR
DA FH s DR S5 B g it o =, G el s RN D ik 115.6 144 R 2y
B FE T B IR 2 AP TAR IS 25 PR ar ) BADA . R 2 BURRIW 24 i RURG
AR Fo AN D2, 2 ANATIE I A R B F A L, X e 2l it
BT A5 M, 2002) .

AR T R BRI 24 23 DA o W 2 il 0 2B07 8, M5B mh ar WL N2 (1)
MG IHERS, R FRIEIS IR BE S MRS S e R g, PR RGN
(1 e R A1 28 28 0 E AT AR SR PRV 1 B (O S22 0 o PSR 3K At v e DAL fe
IR (2 AR (3D RIS N TAHERAER (4 B
TRV R AR e MR T (5D KBRI KERIMEE RS (6) ek
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RSP (BEZE, 1999) .
1.1.2 EIVHAER RT3 &8RAKBER 2R E

MR 7 AR 0 2051k, B ah B AR 280578, ANTR] R 2 it 2R A0 i X
(R0 R R DX Sl AN R PR o TR R D — MR e g i, VAT S KR AR
M6 PRI BT I DAL ) R BT AR e AR

FSCTREE ) SRR A 2 W R B 2 ) 2 0 ) 8 Y R A K e 25 A 2 1) e R
FHHGEM, AHZRANRER S H CAT R, st TR 24%) (Baler &
Volkow, 2006) o i RIRRE & 48 32 S Brifiy& ROT B AR AT b, fF ek
FEDRS #3272 23 15 1T 1) DSM-IW-TR X ST € o SEVPE4ERER YT
(Methadone Maintenance Treatment, i MMT) /&4 tH A a il N & = 2 N H
Bl Jy 2R o e B AT (B TR sk 3l 2009) o 25 RV ER4E
FRAIT IR OB TR R SRV I AERF VT 7, B2 B T2 (2R BUAN R, P
DL VD W e 5 V0T M0 DO K DX 0l o ASHIFS TN A S0 R AE 4 v o 7 I DR A
HRIGSH T RWWYERRTT, 1625 WMYERHRT Z il gilgis A, Jf Bk
FW) TR E o

1.2 RSN
1.2.1 R HIHEIBESRE

H AR, MIREE R A BT R A DRI, AT nT a4 52 PR 5%
75 R Y T AR B B 45 ) B 2 89 47y (Fillmore, 2003) o Sz B 41 4l (response
inhibition) & FE I b 5 — RIS B I B AE ) L R, AN EAR IR A2 — &R N
FKPATHREMIP RAZ OB (L mil, BJ5XK, 2004). 56T SO 4a il 0 ME
BAG—AE, AWTUE R SOV 6155 1) 47 9. Kaladjian, Jeanningros,
Azorin(2007) W\ A 5 3 4113 (response inhibition) & & 7 72 R Hb 301 5 24 BT 4% 6
SR SN BEAII B B SO AT A ) RS [ () —FP e . Quay (1997) #4AT
PR RE DK 53 A BOE LRI AN LR, 3K PR L AR 0T S0, S A )
25 I8 T ARG 5 B TROE o WO HIL S WO — MR 8 SN E R BE T o T4
AL B A X AN AT 4 1 1 B B RN 5 BL ] (Barkley, 1997), R Ay 5 %
PSHEBR PR EE vh 1) TSI P K 3 B (A I LI R Rl (Fox, 1995).

Barkley(1997)i3t — A4 e NAWHI 3 4 =5 1 SOV S, SOV IEFIT- P04



il o SN PR FEFEAI ] — DX S AT FAF AU S, e st 1B diR 5 1k — AN IEAE
BEATHI RO, TSR Fa 0 S HARAT A A e S e s N 55 L )
Ak, ERMX (2005) FMRAAR ARG AN, SN A5 (A0 SN R 2 F AN [R] 1)
Y v g S B i o A N I R Y <077 R SR S 1L Y = e O S T 1
BUDT S AT 1 DX 220 T A M AR R 25y AMIIIE ARy (o] R %

A5 K H 1) Kaladjian, Jeanningros, Azorin(2007)X sz i 41l (1 & 5 5
N SN AR A 2 R A L =2 Fi AT 2500 5 R S N Bt il 4 B S Is0R IAT b
(1) B A [k () — A i

WEFCUER, SRIEAE . SAbas N T3 Rt M o 2y i 45 s A i 3
PEAT D A1 S N AR L i K% PR AR B (Barkley, 1997). F 5838 AT 3 WA A Jse 41
T AT D RE I 2R o), AR PAT R L A bl 32 2298 7 /8 ] (Funahashi,
2001)0 SN AMHIE R PAT D BE AR Loy, RS ANE 2 B B R I AN A A A7
N P HA B AR B NAR TR A AT N IR ETER 1M S A AT RE T gk Ok
R S RO AT O B 1B VR AT M= A2 (Li, Huang, Constable, et al.,
20060, WG, S NANTHIFIBREAT A HAT i BE AR O, i & B A i e
DRSS ARAEES Zy 7 A2 AT Ry 5 HAT i sl P RIS S A I i ) 1A A S 25
5 FH R R 25 (Verdejo-Garcia, Lawrence, Clark, 2008). [Alitt, N2 &
FSREAT R R — A0 ] i

1.2.2 RMNINEIFFRTER

X B AT FR I s 1) o O AP SIE B 79 o i) A 0 AT DU C 24K
B D56 (MEET) A0 7 B A R 7 23 K (WCST), 5286 575 324 Go/NoGo
753X\ oddball yuxX. stop-signal yux M 7E LA X a0 ARIFST 3 2R
SEIITVE, Ok BRI B AN AT VEAE 1K) A 4

Go/NoGo T 55 /& WF 71 Js W4 il e fif B foe i KIS =X, 20 b e —Fb
e NEMAE ) Go/NoGo uxl, Fob g &M Go/NoGo i, AR
Go/NoGo [ 2 Al A0 2 P APRII,  — i B B AR B (e £k
A)y TR IR LL BN R Cln Bl B) o BRSO 1) o) ik
AT, KNSR AN AT OV . Go I3 IR I A% KT NoGo JIl¥ 2 I
M, HEAE T Go IR L H S N, NoGo JE Al fe v, 2 it Go
YER T304 4, NoGo - T4MAT Ay, i o) M i R oA T $h AT S AT
/NS TR ) S5 B PR P A PR o 3 R e VAN RE J) o S5 B Go/NoGo 1)
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g0, TP T R ORI, P SIS R R TR K R R 1 A A R B O R R A
50%, HABHE S AEREZ Go/NoGo AR5 IR« EER AT — SR PIEAT H4 B
N, R — AT SOV o EAR PRI B MR A S8 1), (H 2 T NoGo
RIS, T ZEAMH Go RIBUE L) SOV, NoGo RIS s il s i,
JH ok A 5% R e NI RE T Go/NoGo 145 B s T RO A . N IE+E Jo
X SN AR A B, 2 AL R E DN S S ORI, XL Fhi&
K FHYE, 2007).

Logan 7t 1984 442 H T stop-signal 53\, 5 Go/NoGo Huzl L ELL, %
oA AT RS, — Rl Xt Go /& 5T N, 53— FiE RHE AR H L
stop 15 5 VL RME 1R SE AT B UL H R N . Go 155 1 stop 15 5 44 [ — 5 1) L A7 bl
HLEBL, —FZ RS EIE RS (stimulus onset asynchrony, SOA) Hj&4% [ —52
LEBIRENL L. stop 15 T2 1E go 15 T2 a B, WIREEE 20 112 H 284 ik I B Al
IS EBUH I RE S . SOA M A1V EA AN Ik 28— Fi@ ks SOA Bl &
B, —Mh 250 =8, PRI ASAE M R HILL £ 50 ZAPREAT R0 . 5 R
SEERER B, SE R MAEN 14 [ NI (MRT), Ax & —4 Al fEh 50 ZFPEk 100
ZRPME, R)5H MRT-Ax K€ SOA, SOA Ju[I K%k 100-400 ZFb, 54k
PR AEZE AR B A PR R RO, FUS HARSIE AR, EEACR LT
FHAELL A, SOA=XMRT, Mt X=20%, 40%, 60%%5. 5 SOA /NF/AMAI
AT AR BT, AR SOV, MBSl 2 LA R N 2 SOA KT
RIIAT A 5 ISR N, AMA T2t S, AMA T AT I A2 SO A] (R
B KW PhER AEHYE, 2007).

stop-signal JU A2 7 AF Logan(1984)4¢ Hh 28 LA, BRI N go B
H stop 155 73 BIE R TAT M I EEE I FE (go 15 Z) Ak #E (stop 15 5) . S W4
AL 5 A B T B AN I AR e e e (LK 1. fEizdusl, B
Go 1 5 NI (RT) N Go I A2 I HEA5 , BRI RT AR A9 1) S S0 i 1)
LS LI A0 ) Jse )3 MR 26 (p- 0 il ) 1A% 15 5 S MY, I8 (stop-signal reaction time, SSRT)
N stop AL FR R FEFEFR, Hrh SSRT AR AMHIREA SN -39 AR ), B stop
AR AU 21 58 30T 5 ZE (VI 1A) (Logan, 1981). K1) SSRT J e Pl i R4
T PE RSN I BE JTHI 55« Aron Fi1 Poldrack(2005)45 i, AHXET s S A ]
K%L, stop-signal Y55 1045 5 [ BV I (SSRT)FaFr B REAR I F1 N L1 8h &
R, a2 stop £ 5 AR I Fa b, DRI 2 P e I A ] S AU R FR AR
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B 1.1 RLAA (Logan, 1984) (51 & Logan, 1984)

MEFE oddball Y2 1E oddball yE 3 AEAL EREATE M, 5 Go/NoGo i
A EEBARBL, SRR UN KMEEE Go Hl (BRAERIED BEAT ki i Y, [F]
IS0 MR 1K) NoGo Il (s ZE M0 BT H 8 ) V. . oddball S5
ERUE, O () — R S B PR R, — bR IR AR, T 85%, 3 —
P E DRI ERAR AN, 0 15% . PR ABEAT LG HE L, Ok T4 1R i, /)
MR LA AR, O EARAD A I — K, A A (odd) o 5256
B 55 SRR VT IR T, IRl HE L S PR AR S S

DA b SEGYa AR AT 0 S5 EEACH T . 7E Go/NoGo AT 25 AT T Y 2
N A BV LE SO, TTTFE stop-signal AF55 o UGS — > © 2 & 83l
PER NG ZR B SRR T BRI . MBIHE. RAAE, 2009). £ ERP 5256, K
HE K H T 2 8L Go/NoGo. stop-signal F1 oddball 18 2, BL A 77 1% 469 = Hefilt |
e 7B o BT stop-signal Y X Y stop {5 5 AT et R L RSGo3 T T3
oddball i 2 B 1 T A RN FEL 703 A T S IO T P RS20 (R 5 ), PTG
AWFFER I Go/NoGo . £l Go/NoGo A& BR 4 A% KMER 1) Go Hl ¥4
A S TR N NoGo JIVHR) B . o 01 AR R 2 2 52 Wi Jg P RS 73 R 98¢
S AR A 5 30 5 7 A2 56 K IF) P3 %43 (Bokura, Yamaguchi, & Kobayashi, 2005),
T HEERMEART SLIG BT, RIAR SIS R A5 B 1K) Go/NoGo 3.

1.2.3 P RY BX BB A5 iR

FHAFAR DG FAT BE A% 2 A S MDA R i R R R 8 A B AR LA AR
PERGZ> P1. N1, P2 FIAYEPER Y N2o P3 45, N1, P2 uf e v B 45 BN T,
ESZ RN B AR SR L O A AR DR 2R (R s, AR IR e R
AR N2o P3P NUEVERS, SR FUEOE, 1 SO B S G, N2

Pesbr BJE P3P 1Ny, ARSI R AT — B BRI, B A HE A 30
7



P300 AT Jy FAEAN O AL R 1 5 E oy, Hb AR 48 7 KA S BT 1219 5t
I, XS RIS T RS 028 PR AR E , i J8 M ) e P T 8 Ty e B 1)
PRI, 555230 E AR 5200 A7 9% o ) T2 i MR 00 77 T 1) i LR AR,
FEAA LN Uk
PN
FLHH I T 4703 (processing negativity, PN) A, 19156 BH K348 F A I 2454
FAEE RTINS BLI DI REREAT . Solowij 25 (1995) LAKJBRIME F 5 Sy Ik 7%t 5 itk
AT W B B PP EVE R, S s KRR FS o of - L it LA AR ) 23 T S AL R TSR
RG] G 5 ) PN YRGB R ARV T A s AE I R, MBS TR
XF KA A S I
PS0
P50 Ja& 1R ORI LA, ] R Jse Il DA ok Xef S i SR PR 1 5 0 2 E  Fein
Z5(2006) K I, TR PIME I 1K) PSO P/ T 15 8 SRR T, 322 PS5O 41
R BRI
N200
N200 BT 2~ WA A2 S A A S A B T-PeA I el R i) i« Go 4%
R 75 & H R N200 T8 % fRiF8  Go-N2, NoGo £ 5 &[] N200 fii#k 4 NoGo-
N2, G H P NoGo-N2 4 4 [ AN HE R . NoGo-N2 2 3 2 LK 2175 200ms
IS 1) B A ERITH (R B BRI BB, AT Go 461, NoGo 451151 T
—ANEE U N2 PR, X FPILSAR R NoGo-N2 2%, ] N2d (NoGo-N2 J 1
25 Go-N2 M )AE A X Fh25 N 11 45 # (Falkenstein, Hoormann, & Hohnsbein, 2002;
Ruchsow, Groen, Beschoner, Hermle, Ebert, & Falkenstein, 2008). NoGo-N2 — H ##
IR S NI 4R, BIIA K NoGo-N2 fE/EIZ sl AT hREIN T Be 2 mr il
AN TEAS B N A6L ) (1) —Fh B TR I Kaiser %5(2003)K H Go/NoGo iU T
S5 R, AE NoGo 51 NI AH LE 1E W NAEBIE 5 1 A T 37N N200, 1
HANIZFF NoGo-N2 s W) e S W il o S MIFIXIER 22 G, X8k 22, 2011)
BT AL T S AR NoGo-N2 15 5 Bl NoGo-N2 R4 W e e 1 e WAl it
F, BHIE T NoGo-N2 i e W ()72 Sz N AR Hl M i {HJ2 Donkers 5 van Boxtel
(2004)19°KH Go/NoGo 1E4538 i #\ NoGo R LL BB TUR I, 4 S A7 B
B RMTES I, NoGo-N2 HAT W W e, FrLh Donkers 5 van Boxtel 1\ 24
NoGo-N2 [ IR [ 52 S S T AN e A1 o
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Steven R %% (2000) K Stop-signal Ju s &I, 4 1E % MAHEAT stop #4F
I, AT R [T BT A N200 .

P300

P300 WA E Ay FAEAR S AL IBAF I E 2R, v AR T8 7 KA BB id Az
TS, SRR T RS . 32, VUM R, TR ) e i A6 Ty e A
TEHIARRSE, 532 HARRIBORE B % (B BRIEWT, 2008). Go 451F
N H I P300 W H R Go-P3, NoGo 451 i A& 1) P300 fii#k 4 NoGo-P3,
i H LA NoGo-P3 1E 4 S N A48 bR - NoGo-P3 & —MERI I 300-500ms
2 [B) FRY IS ) T 0 A 7R b S S I KR B, 1T GO-P3 7 T i34 21 K (Strik,
Fallgatter, Brandeis, & Pascual-Marqui, 1998), NoGo-P3 Lt Go-P3 A 5 K1 1F 7] i
J&, EFPILGFN NoGo-P3 RV . NoGo-P3 J& e Al (¥ H A= B bR . a5t
K I NoGo-P3 1) [ AKX AT g 55 B Dy 4 il UL # S B i) 454 473 47 5% (Donchin & Cole,
1988), L e AT AR

P300 % 5 5 0] R B EE R B i D RE IR AH— 2. Fallgatter(2004)55 A
KM Go/NoGo iUk 8L, ADHD JLHEAEREAT NoGo A1 P300 I I JLHE
SRS/ P T ERG T UG R0/ ST N e

lacono %5(2000) il I ERP 3 AN FH T~ 48 501 35 /D41 I ) TR O, 40 o M ot
ELHG T A PR AN RE 5 92 50 SRS AE AT FH0I0 L AN ] F0I0 W [ P PR 15 00
SRR P IR 218 BR 4T 55 (antisaccade eye-tracking task), Jf-ic & EEG Rl
Jk L 52 Y 1 15 (electrodermal response modulation) & . 45 5 & B, 1K P300 Fl 7
JoR LSO R T AR ZE IR s th T HE AR N 22 4-6 15 IR PRS O % 2-3 A5 R Jeh
T DU IR BT S5 A3 0 B IR H AR OGBS POO el ANAR SRS, P300
TR JER P S N TR 1 S ANAR ORI o A5 SR B0, 50 P300 e i A0 B JTK Ha s W 1
(PR B T B AN IR 1T, B IR HL I 15 48 22 (poor electrodermal modulation) FJ B8 %
W LA Ay R A R il i s 2, TG P300 JUImT DA Ay i 5 25 il g i) — A
FESRbR. 545h, Bauer £(2001) 734 1R TP LKA R HOBUE 1Y) P300
AR 5, AN P300 AT LA A Il rh AR fi48 R Geik S2 7K1 (A 20T B

Solowij Z5(1995)4 1 1 A BRAS FH R 30 5 M1 22 S0 226 60 2 I ) e FR) 56 M
SRR, DRBRAT FH I 45 28 SR 38 AN ] 0] ade 633 i B g i AN [A] o AR
5 P300 (18 ORI S e 1 KRR I A0 A 32 S0l 28 2 0 R OP A7 N ) P
0K I S ) 2 B S A i s RE ), R e A B B R ) W1 B BRAIR.
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1.3 2R RIRie

FEORE 2 TR B 25 20 1 LI R RN 5K e S5 4 2= Th it m £ S A0 s ), {2
PIRANRESE B A CHIAT A, sk 5Pt 254 (Baler & Volkow, 2006). %
WAT h ety FKEWORM B G R, Boa tanEx M s R, (090K
2y F SRR A 95% LA F(R ARG, 1999), ULHIMT— FLoRE, b2 ik
FERAERT o T SO AT A HE Y J R AT A We 2 AN SR BRAE AT AN [R] IR RE
{H 2 H 143k A 4 (Dichiara, 1999; Kelley & Berridge, 2002) 85 25 AN 1=2 T M
FEAIX L PR BR B AZ M (Ace) SCIRIARI 2 BB X, URRTEL = A=
R AN B X AP NAce—HH % [F] % (NAce—related circuitry) B IF 515 06 T H 5465
Py G BNHLLL R 2% ST I P22 [l o 3K 28 [ R A B 47 T M BRATT H 1R A= 3
T LA R L 45 TR B S50, U MW G, KA Wil X £
AL LIIRIGATE, IX R RE S R IR, RS ORI 25 M RIBLRE , 1T 1 2
TIXLE AR, NAce—HH G [ Es Al A Ay A2 BR AR IR AT ok 1) DG B8 X 38T 75 (Everitt &
Wolf, 2002). XEERHZ L WA AR, AN [R]  2E 18 AN [R] £ B2 AR 24 ) i«

1.3.1 HfN% BRRRS

PPN % 2 2 T it B B P AR ORI RE % 51 3 AT T AT i 1n) il 2 R
MTAEBFTEAE . ). 7K. HEARSE 5 AEAAAH DGR, I SEl eSS o R 11
PRI K, (ERE AT LA X o8 AR B S AT 0 ARl g o 29I SN2 N A 3
Bom iz, SO T ARSI T 2 AT A L. T Rh i 2 ) 4k
N B 2T 1R Y, AP T B 1) S SRR ) I (W 75 555 2008).
REBW B, Wik e wlREL el T RS, REEATHE
BUHIAE], AHZ AT REROE 2 ML RS AKX, HlE 2 E% (dopamine,
DA) IR 2 % (dopamine, DA) R HEI B A HAEEH T &2 E%
2R 2 % (dopamine, DA) & t8 i, Lhfghysm, 7 AR EAMAAE,
fEMASRAF M ey TS IAR (M, 2005).

R S 2 L Rl i 35 B AR i (nucleus accumbens, NAc) . &l 4% &5 X
(ventral tegmental area, VTA). A& )2 (prefrontal cortex, PFC) 544 . R
#(nucleus accumbens, NAc) 2 K i 22 5% [7] 1% 5 EL (K12 BB 73, 1 2900 B Ra i) T
Ot B T AR IR, e a5 k] B () SO T OSBRI A2 AN 2 R L s AL K
FaiddZ () % 5P, 5kA, 2009). (RAZFEZ A g0 #% 55 X (ventral tegmental
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area, VTA) 1% Uik (dopamine, DA) f& A& ELTHE, ST INIAZ RS 2 Uk
R, MM S SR IEAT b 19 77 4 (Chen, Michael, & Hua, 2006). Hi 4 - |z 2
( prefrontal cortex, PFC), F il & N Ml fif & - f J2  (medial prefrontal cortex,
mPFC) J2& 52 M 254 e 1) T LN 45 44« NN B2 2 (medial prefrontal cortex,
mPFC) 4% | infralimbic Al prelimbic PWANIEX, 5% KRG KHAHE, KHibt
PRA DG T . mPFC 2 MKE KR, 5 RN ASE5 R A A = 2 % =
ALY R, 5 2R S INREIN A 5%, 1Ml mPFC 25 gl 2505 2],
PR P RE . Kk, mPFC W2 W90 ReadT o — > B2 AL £ (Giaccino
& Henriksen, 1998; #i%, 2005).
B DI S B B R e, e AT S A P A SR DX R R Sz A, 1
SR % D RGNS, SRR N 2 B InGs ER. £ s,
2007) 341 1) 22 EL IR T3 AR A R i 200 25420 25 iy o 11 A X sk (5K 475 2002),
Hoe 2858 BN TR H AR TR ) PEAT D BIVRE B 2 ) R (0 AR S, S8 R B 7R
LGRS, R 25 ORI 22 PRI 3R, T siAds, I FORRX AR R AR A7
TEAERIZ ARG, XACIZRRR R ez, XA ezt T TS AT
Z 5 RE AR E « MWW )5, BT RIS, XM IR d 2
B, [ S 32 O RGP RGO, X 0] DUR B 1 AR ke 2
PIHEAXAN ) e H 2 T2 DRGSR, Aol 2] 7R
SR SRR, 2 ARSI SRR, 6 TR N SRS IR 24 4 s T ) ) e
ity 2 — WIS

1.3.2 MILSFEIES

Solomon A1 Corbi(1973)#& Hi T 25 W e i Lk FEA Y, Wil 2 fros o S0
s I W R R A B A — AR AL I ) ) e U 2 iR A 1Y,
SN, FRA AR S AR SRR R P IS 2 S E , S HIP AT 22
BT YEFRRRACT N DR S vy R A B AN PR KA R R RO R
RN T 2 2 5 Ak 1 SO S A S ARG ST IR I R, OO A RS, i R IA
Bl — A G s TP AR, 1K T ANKISZ BIG2 8 B I 2 R, R B
AR XL B I R B VS i s O JsU A R R AT R P4 o AL R
I J R R L B AR AR, T L S AT A S5 IR 22— D AR BLEAE I . M
17 28 R I i v VAT 2 A B I gl 25 77 AR — T B B ARY, o BOIR TR S AR il 2 SR i
AAR X PR IR B, 4 S S B B T RO, v e ST e g 2 AL
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IS LR AR PRI 2 g e AR A3 5 A i 24 (B3¢, 2005). Solomon(1977)4i H:
A8 R 2 ) 2 s 7 AR 5 TR R AR DG (R s B B e IR o 0T T2 AR
o X A A E 1 TR R 7 il IRk 7, AR IR 2 E T R G e
FEA SR SR, R U (T 2 N, LA T AR DU 2

LRI LIESK B §1 it 85 5
F7 A - A_thE
[
2]
e W0 e~ e
wo A g - B_#i&
il A - o
3] ?"E
?é ° .‘*- ’ .t -
4 Temmeee L] "
8 = I it -
I s L ¥ as
5 )

B 1.2 RJReG itz

XF NLRERE AR N 25D 322 0 2 I R S 54 o 2 S S A i A D PO A7
25 I AR 2 5m A0, DS BEIE SROMT LA — 4 ) TR BR IS It 2 185 in 245 00 1 711
I, A 29 A 257 AL FRBR IR B A, DS R B A P (1 5 T R R T e G
2, IXARICRIER B PR AR AU G 4 T 52 ko 1T EL TRV 2 s I s R R (I o, ot
T B B AR 2 AR 5

KEW5T(Koob, Caine, Parsons, Markou, & Weiss, 1997; Koob, Caine, Parsons,
Markou, & Weiss, 1997; Koob & LeMoal, 2001)%} X 37 1 FE A5 74 (g £ WL HIAE T 4
R IETE a_Jd AR P I Sk AR SR IR 2 T 1) AR AR RN AT AL B 1)K
TSI, T ARBEAZ A A A AL IE 2 S ot T 2« Sk st R AL
S 32 BRGNS NP m, BEARHETIACE, mEsx 251 A R,
RRIFIEM Y, 25182 BN 5-F Ol R B W A2 R, 5|
BT WIS AR IS IR IR, B B RS Bk, mAILGESKIETRIRES A
HIKI 255 B ARG, RIDSORARS

XL R T DUR B (IR R R o AERIIR A BB Y2 )i, ml B
A 7 At bR (R TR BRI, T J5e 2R P D 2 32 B0 238 I 5 24 W PR i 52 1 R
P E M PR RRCER I, JREE D T 5 CRAF XAl IR DR, 1 T RO s 245 0 1)
Mg s, DOEPEIEIR T £ W, O 798 e Ry R iy, Bl
BRI IR R 2 . TR S 2, RSLRE R A BORAT At i e ik e oK
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P A 0 JRE G o K PRI 7 o EL ) LI R P AN B AR 4 O PR VF 22 i 5 A2 E
B e 2 5 B BAT T A BAEAR 2 5 AR AR IS IR 1%

1.3.3 pUEEF S E

JSCRA ) 27 S SRR RS T O P ¥ R R 28 LA S B S o FOTR R 4% P S S A
e, B — PRI TE X S 29 B A — i, A5 I IR S b 2
TR IXMARAE S I R A — R IR RN AR T — P4 AT RO . MBS
2005). TMAFFEAHR R I, W2 ER K PN B OE NAc A D¢ 8] 2% 1) 7% 3/ (Childress,
Mozley, Mcelgin, Fitzgerald, Revivich, & Obrien, 1999), Z5¥)1k F nl A4S &%) 4
PERSI 2], TP B2 R G002 2 Ede e DR, o 20k 2
S8 2 > e 3 1K) 45 R (BEveritt, Dickinson, & Robbins, 2001; Wagner &
Anthony, 2002). XS5 2% S REAK R T A A KA, R NSNS
P BaaE S, Sorh AR S AHE T BRI RIBRIR R 22 ), BRI T8
EORIRFR PR 27 ST CRMEHE . IR T, 9K, B, 2004). APE 2 S0
T B R A R E R, o 7 B K bn) DU HE b R H 24547 0 5 5 R 10 I
ROCFR, M0 I I SE A T a3 AR 0 b5 R g T % 20 ) R B g g i
17,0 PIBEAA S & IR ) A TN A P B R SR8 - S R TR 2 2], 2 b k2 o ) P o
PO, 2 A R (B, 2005).

Z IR REAR A (R AR R 1 Ak 3-SR 25 IR el R, AFL 0T i o X T e
TRa 2 ) 1)y SRk S W SRAT JE R 2 ) TC R RE 1), BT DA E AN e A BORaA T ] 1)
IEELS'% B2 uR

1.3.4 FRE R ER

75 K 5 A P2 /& Robinson F11 Berridge(2003) % 15 37 1l F2 P8 F a2 >
PR ITFHES T B4 ORI 7 1) B R T Hh O 38 0 58 35 1 B 2 BB A K
ST B B S R 24 ) 25 RO g O AT DA R R R i DX RT3 2 ik 2 T2 ke AR G
JAUR DRI AL, AT B T 19 185 R E S LA G5 DR S EAE D e X 4 21 DL,
I FH RS0 245 90 4 2o T RS A o 2 [ B T A St 245 4 R 245 A A G 110 v P ik
AP AR H UK R ZE ) A, o P20 B S T B0 O B A IS T 3 355 R 5
WARTRAE 29 5 29 AH R e R IARFAE, JF 5 DR 2w BPE I 75 22, AT 850k
BRI 2 TR AN FIR AT h o ZBEISIA N, 5N ) Ak 2 e i R A
AT AT AE . X — RS T o R TP s 28 L BBl ) B AE
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2 P (IR T SOR , JFAT 25 1 O B S R e 2 2 T 2 (YO T 9 4 A K
W BT BIRAT AT B B ORI TRBE L, 5K R, 2004),
S5 AZ IRV Ay I N (1) 2 IR MR A 4 245 R SR 75 RN BGRiA T B
HfrE, 2y P igugdt T SRR sria vt 525450 .

Robinson “5(1998) T FTUER], WIERAE —AMRFE (KRBT o6 22 AT S =1
L A PR A N 3K — BRI A AR ] R O FEE B) 5 AL, AR S S SIS RUE T
RLRRL YA, FARILAT 2 ALK AN E R 25 AE BEANRE VS A
2 LRI ZE By JEAL, 172 DS R AT AR B 10 27 T 1 1555 A 28 2 S A o e
[ (K47 D R ARARAT I — BB R N /1 Bt S 1 5 0 6k oy S AAT Ak 1 1 4
AT PR 3 (DFMRPEICET A nl DAFEZE L 2 A5 rh BHLLE 5 S A (R Rk
OFELDINFF B, WO ARG, W] $2 X 25 ) (1)L Ba Bl e b id i
SCIR U 145 2y I A IR ARIA 3K vl AR IS 230 b i 5 IR 3 0E 2 i R I ) 7
AL ) R BEEATE I o

ZPPRTA G ik 2 TG AR GE AT ORISR Z5 A ANWT IR B A, e 28 LA E 1Y
WREE PR, 5 25T SRt A5G ) RE s 2 S 18 H] 25 M1
AL, P EOSIREE R TSR R 2 SR i FR A I 25, RIS 2 )
JRIRE At TCT AR LI Tl Xt 250 (i SR o A R AT SR R — EL S R DA R L 4
B BRI SR e R X SRR R, YR IR MR ) SR A IRAT R
175 DA 2 S A BRR RS AR (X AR 1O 29 W X 2500 3 SR MR AT DAy ) 7L, =4 AE A [
(RIPA 5 B S AT R A N e I, RN 25 ) 3SR AT x4 o (H2 %
WA TS M AR PRI, HE) 2 NI BORAT A IR e A — e vt
FIE o

1.3.5 FE M REE

Franken(2003)4/ HH 7 50 i BT Gl i) — A5 k3 IRy 2 20
5 00 2 S AR SRR ) i PRV i, RIAS I B2 R A7 A 0 35 IV S 1]« 1K
T AT RIS | A MR 1) 8 SR AT DA (R SCBEE KA J R oo e s T
U3 24P RO AR X K LA ) A s L Gy SR I 53— g T A A M
B IREIAT N R N (AN 254 TR AR o IR A, T R 1) 5 1 240 R R
AT AR EARAT U JURR: 25—, ol BalRaE R Te M ek, JFnii s
LR AR, SEUSIRAT IR SE. 2, BURE R T 2 R p e
JERCEIR 23 S AR R I A shn Lk RErp, 51RO HAdAZ Bl 2 0 4 1) 18
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Y, P BSOS TR I NI R ERR . =, BT R
(AT BRIE, X5 2590 B BhAGE B D Rl 25 26 4R et HoAh e e e R WD 1, B2
W T DhRE A, i AR eI 5 R U5 4 TG 3805 S0 A3 FH 240 (V0 DA SN R SRS 1 o A
Wb, R PR S 2 R 3 S ) £ 24540 SRR AT b BAT F L AT, %2y
W2 T = i 1) 2 — A B 34k 1) B (Franken, 2003).

Robinson %5 AR 2454 5 245 ) AH DL 2 1 od BRAEARCER IR RIS I Sl A el o )
BT HAHFGT R X 254110 %6 3K 8 (Franken, 2003). H: 5 T4 4 406 24 478 K Ik
(RIS T RBAAR IR i 25 28y FRPRS A0S 50 R0 280 I P B S ) ] T S 4
1999), & YA i s S A FH 25 NS5 5 S AT A (1) .42 3 ) (Verheul, et
al., 1999). ARIM, XK PE BT B H RTACAT 88— (Orford, 2001), ko)
J5 DT R DA SR AT o) vy R SR PR T 27200 2 S 35T ) A5 00 ) 5 SR, T T ) A0
TIEAR G W JRI R 5 M DA 7 18 SR I 1 S G5 e SERAT S () A ZE L
(Ryna, 2002).

REIWFTORIN, 259 & X ) S HA G m A B, I HApg
A B (IO R I, 2 Ee B T LIS BRI K 20 2 S AR DGR &R A RN L
it F%. Liu, Matochik, Cadet 5 London(1998)if it EEG % 22 Ff 245 1) a2 A9t
IR, 2] s RIR R ) 7 5 B oo Be (1) 25 [P AL, Mcedonough F1
Warren(200 1) [T 5¢ & 508 i T i o 7 AR it HE BB AR 1) [R5 AL 2
ERP [T AEL, 25M) 22 Ae ek 25 O A i Lk #2 Hh 1%) P300 il i)
R, RINAYMAEE N AL RN T L2 NI Ik, 299 o0t
9 RIAH G2 2R A SN L3l A7 A0 3 IR S A L R IS

1.4 Rz AN B2 4 &

SN R E AT R PAT I RERIYE R - Kaiser, Unger, Kiefer, Markela, Mundt, &
Weisbrod(2003)ifi i EEG BF5U KL, MMATEREAT Go-NoGo AE55 1), 4l =l A
L1 (] R A O i 3 S B X W - Vaidyaet 25 Ak fMRI P98 &30, ADHD
JLEEAESE N NoGo WHE S5 IS ZiU - SOIR A4 25 IR AE S AL VR0 . Casey 45 [FIFE H
fMRI H A AR R AR ) Go-NoGo 155 IR/ BT 1t i X 3E 47 58 7, RIRFEAS
[FIRRAAT S5, 15 AMUTT AT T B J2 55 HE ARz J25 #0407 o« Konishi 55 11) fMRI Aiff
FEMRIL, HAEBET NoGo #RAER, HATT [l 5 58 0% - Shuji Asahi 25 K6/
FEUARBIMIF 518, RIAMALEEAT NoGo BRI, A5 0035 ANl a4 je 2 464
(N RUPTIE o I a
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A R B 5t e A 0%, BERSARE TR N AT A 8, Casey(1997)
S NI H AR L ADHD LA I8 )L BRI T T 28 18 S A L
Z, K3 ADHD LB AT A7 B SCIRAK AT A )

FSCIRAE 245 RIS FH R W) S N A D) R o 30 B (1) S5 A, T35 AT R A
MIZRA i ey Je v T RBREE AT DU A S RO () 2590320 v] i85 R h ) 2 LG
I Fillmore A1 Blackburn(2002)f# F stop-signal Ju=., PAANFE AT, H
S50 ER R W gl mT LA B B A R stop 5 5 AR e P R B2 R R, A
] S5 WIS ) ik 2 A, AHANFEIART Go 15 5 1 S NAAT 1B SO . BEUIIRS
REA R IR EGR AT A B A 5E MR, 10 BRHIRIAT ek s9 , OREXS  ialmiilAT  BA
PVER o M BSURWTFCIEN], A0 0] B2 2 (ACC) FIHE AR B2 2 (OF C) i [ A1l
PR S R X, ) e 2 B AR P SRAT A 1) BRI [X (Fan, et al., 2003). Hif
7 0] B2 J2 (ACC) FHE A B2 J2 (OF C) AN 2 5550 A Bl B ) 5 A B0 1 2 O P T
BN L R R P AT R Jm R P AL, B A ST R A AT 4 9 (Beer, Knight, &
D’Esposito, 2006), 1M1 2593 FH ARG 12 D2 1K) B g B AT B i 4040 1 H
(Goldstein & Volkow, 2002). Schoenbaum, Roesch FI Stalnaker(2006)HIHF 5T A HH,
ACC f B Z ) Dy RE & X YRS R A VR T, 1y 240 3 B0 00 DX 34 I 0] ok
TG RN FGEI, T 51 A OB AN RIRSFAT . B2, IR )
TATAN T B AR O 115 MM AR X A s 2L R 25 3 AL, i HLAE A
A LAE T 12 S DX A 0 24 ) A AR SR S R B N FIRAS 51 A AN 2 OB
TR A A 25 HHRA T Ay 1R B PE A 22 MLl (Lubman et al., 2004) . A 75 B 45(2009)
Wit 454 stop-signal Y5ZUF1 Go/NoGo i A% 1 H AWFFE AR I, AL T A AT
N IEIE 5 T RE X (BA9/A6) W] RE S S M Al (1 e 28 K

Maartje Luijten 55 (2011) XM K H 2 2m 1¥) Go/NoGo 1155 KB, WM
Nogo 1) N2 il LU 1E 3 AN FRAR, 110 P3 Pl 225, WFITEs RaR I 5 17
PE S NI ME . Dong 55 (2010) X W24 ieiia 4 K H Go/NoGo 1145 KL, M4
FORAE LU IE B 41 27 Y SEAR ) NoGo-N2 i, B i) P3 ki, S [1) NoGo-P3
UEEVER AR, B~ 0 2% e 2 ) vh 8 478 o) B E i NI . Chella Kamarajan %5(2005)
FRIRIT 5T &5 SR 3 W RS AR A s N A A7 AE 450403

XP AT R AR 75 (ORI T i DRI 252 i (ORI T R IR S0 A R,
I FH 75 A i i 5 SRR 48 4 R AR 40155, AT 3 SO 1) S A i
JIHIT o AEAT R KP by AU IR AT I R A AR 8 9 22 B 2 (1 I i) 25 i i)
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stop {5 SIS N . AL IEE AR, v~ HIOBEE XT stop 5 1) IE A % 1 SEAIG,
P R 4% (Fillmore & Rush, 2002) o F45%(2006)7% %< 1 A [w] 78 i 15
Vs RVAHG A HRAT A A Dy B 45 SR B e DRI i 5 AT S #0103 B 4
vl fig—BEARLE, IR 0] B 5 A 20 RGO DAL 1 S M AR A G . i
25 AS S I FUAE KR Th B G5 MK b 3E—E 52 T 7 i AR 5 HAT 2 H1H
RIVRIN G2 T 1505 MR 5T (2004) SR stroop 4Ly B AR %o Higves
D] A4 5 3 AT A 9 I e DS I R i R AT D BEAF AE — e R B TR
Chiang-shan Ray Li %5(2008)>K H] fMRI FZA [ 57 A I ELAT vy 52 W A6 ) 1 ] - AT
W ) TACC [IE B AR, tACC i BIIIBRARARER T HATIhREAAAER I, 450
B W] R] S DR T ) B R A TS AR A A B . Fu 48 (2008) HFITIN 5
Chiang-shan Ray Li Z5(2008)[{JF 7 A—%L, Fu %5 (2008) iz H fMRI £ AR X%
DRV 62 1 S S RIREA T 1R 25 53¢, 0T 5 R I R M 38 1°) s I 40 sl 40— P
FRE BT, A2 D0 I DR T IR P S AV ) 6 ) PR 4840 L T T I 79 38 1k 52
TR s R B0 T ALK 45 S ( Ornstein et al., 2000). Yang 25(2009)°% ] ERP
BARZEE % Go/NoGo 1155 % -7 R 8 BEA T RIE ST A B, 345 DR MK 1) Go-N2
PR R TR AL, T P3 Ay o 25, 4 R i DR RO 7 i 5 B
W BUAEAEREAT o 1K LRI A 7] 1R 5 325 R A AN [] 1) 3 BE IS S T 25 ik
PRI A 181 B REAEAEAN R R 5 (1) s PR B %, T P Dy e P ke 2 B4 £ T
J2 T BT W 7 S SR T R A

W PA B SO R I, BT SIS I RN AL 4RSS SKIRATRL BESTT
iy RIBCREIUBAEIE SR 22 5, T DAEE SOOI X AL B G i . (R
A A HT AT 8] B 2 (ACC) FIHERS B 2 (OF C)J2: S Al (i S B X sk, iy ELAR A
B (il X LA ARAEAEA A 30 1 o B WFIE A, IR SE V0 A T % )
DReI ST, AT SEID ML REVa T R R N ANHI D Re A 3 AR, S2VP I -1
S AN )RR F 9058 2 B AREI, Bz BARIIRET.
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2 [o)RRig

BE i ORI ) R /O B2 R — B OGO R o TG — R R
T T o TRl A2 PSR B N B2 X6 ) B AR AN SR g i i B R (R 455, {3
SR S IE PR TR B T R AWIAT N o T8 i 4 R ElE AH G 1R T
0 SRR MO B AR L7 PRI A2 A AT T R AT D, A 280 ) AL S MR AT Ay R 2 i
A AT g o AR50k S N AR rh A, S N A AT R 2 B E AR 1E
ATHIAT A BH A4 B SIS AT A5 # SRAMR FE AR S AT 55 AT JE %A B Bl
I PRI o i ot MO 7 RO 75 oA SC IO, an SR AT R U 2 1 B B a3
B KRR SE SRR b o oI B Ah  RE AT R PR AT Ao WIFFTRIN,
WRCETBE ity 2 X0 B it AR BRI DX 3 B0, A7 I X T 4 — IR E 18 o W
AN RS2 11 28 ot 0 5 i AR R 2 403 ) EASE AN — o o 25 T 7 it FAH SR 2
BRI, S S MO F T AR SR DX AR T 3 S5 X MO 1) Bl e e 2k 04 2 7
it ORI MR A AT AR AR AH DR AT A IR0 2

5 Vb Wi 4 57 96 97 (Methadone Maintenance Treatment) A& 4 tH 590 [l Py ¢ T 5
(19 FH T B0 4 T v B A TV — (MR fTsARE . skl 2009),
TR 2 5 R AE R 6T I B BRI 2 o AR, lceE 254 n) DU AR %
IAJRALTE, T T TR S 22 BRI 5 V0 I B AT AU TR 50 R RE 5 | (R 5 it M
HANAITHAERI 13 (Herning, Guo, & Lang, 1995; Attou, Figiel, & Timsit, 2001).
FE R N, SR vb B 4ERE V6 T7 iy RS 1) S N 40 61 Bh R R AR 22 L ST
()7 XA ARG T EERT I ]

2.1 ARERE

X UV DRI 1) S A (R A 5T ) DA AAAT A9 RN 60 2 1T 7 TR AT RIS
FEAT N JZ T IWEIEH, % K Go/NoGo i3 stop-signal Y&z oddball yu K,
DU 15 0 0 SN ISR 8 VEAS B A B 0 KN $ebs . TSR A stop-signal
TR IA S i AT R PR R i 5 2 5 22 (1) I T] 5400 stop 155 11 [ Y
FHECIE R N, TR OB 0 stop (55 I IEA AT, iR, 45E
B HC Sz S A 95457 (Fillmore & Rush, 2002). Eif%k (2006) %2 1 AN R 78 K 34
T RV AT A A D B8 45 FAE WL DR Fedia 85 AT A 4 B 0 3 B 4
Paml fe— EAATE,  IFHENX R 1T e 5 0048 2R GO0 DR IR S N ARR 1A O A
AWK TGT AF55 A B DR 2 (R s PR S v R, SRS, 2°F,
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K=, TKEE, 2007). Rossiter, Thompson, Heste(2012)% kS #4651t Go/GoNo
TR I, ORGS0 A8 A TR0 bl A I 8 ST R 0 1 S R4 sl e
TEGS . MRS (2004) @0 EEFIT, BRI RIS $AT ZhBE 47
TGO, P A T RS EIZ AR FH 38 e B 1T I T IO ) 3R
AR TEH 5y, Stroop M Hith (Stroop C)FIEE T X (Stroop CW))
Oy, BT RER AR T IS AR (WCST-M) . 45 5 BILE U R4 A6 2 H
7 [BJRE) 5 e 0 R oA BT FE A T 5 52 B — s R BE I 55 o B IR AR AT
X 30 4l AR S BEAT AT TORENIRS I, WCST RREHt g, 2 R4
FRAE RIS AR 5 15 H W ZEL ) R R I 75 5, G518 A N IR PR e 5 4E 2
PN BB TP T S e TE R R, XA R K5 (2004) [RS4SR —
o WA MRS R IR —BE ? X 0] BEEAT A B AR, e EMN
(1032 I HH 79 DRI ARG A0 T N2 B R 22 5 T LA 22 B v N U] 2 7 3 (R A
B

HAFA I HAL (Event-Related Brain Potential, ERP) HA7 =i ] [a] 43 #F 2%,
A DL R R B FE A R B I ERE, SR A T B A A Th R 1 AR B A

Chiang-shan Ray Li 25(2008) % [ fMRI £ A [IHIF 57 K I AT v 42 W A6 1) £ ]
R IKTE 1 rACC (RSN AK, rACC W h M BRARACE T BT Ih RELEAE 145 ,
45 R WY 0] R DR 5 1) S S A AT SR A0 . Fu % (2008) [WRF5E 0] 55
Chiang-shan Ray Li Z5£(2008) [ 7EA—5L, Fu %% (2008) iz H fMRI HA XS i
DRI A6 1) S AT TRIREAT 1R 25 4, B9 R IO DR ARG 1) s AT ol 45— T
RS20 o 1R ORI T 2R ALY 45 2R (Ornstein et al., 2000). Yang 55
(2009)°KH ERP i R ZEME% Go/NoGo 1145 5 s IR AT FT R I, i
DRI 61 2 1 Go-N2 Yl 238 K T 4, 10 P3 iy BB & 25, 45 MR
DR 7 S I 5 B BAFAE RS o A [ R0 5 5K 55 (2004) K H] stroop 450 BRI
6 o V7 DR AT B 0 R I DR K I AT T e A7 A — S R BE TR 40
. Fu % (2008) 1 25 11 43 R 1K) EMIRT i A 34 DRV A 160 S 13 4 32t
TIN5, BRI v RO 5 (1) S S A 1 — L B R 22 BT . Yang 2%
(2009)>KH ERP i AR ZEME% Go/NoGo 1145 5 s IR AT FT R I, i
DRI 612 1 Go-N2 Il 238 K T 4, 10 P3 sy BB & 25, 45 MBI
DRI 37 8 1P S M 45 B B AE A R
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TV EAAEFF 16T 2 4 A0 ) P i 32 22 1K B 1B v 2840 o i R AR
STk —, ES5HRWIMAERGIT SR BRI Z . 255 (2012) MAFTTK
PRSP IR AERE vy AT LAWY S PR R IR, (B 0T W B 1R 53 5 s A
MRGAR IS 72 5 AR AL, TR B iy DR 32 RS P Ko o 22 2R 98 ) 2 AP e 3% v
R K HAAFAE . T Antonio Verdejo 2% (2005) A5 A B0 AR FH 55 V0 i A 5 GE 8 X
PSR 7 A WY R R, B R KA RN 5 o AR ORI, T T N
WE 22 R AR 56 V0 W] B8 A7 R0 1 508 7 51 A FRD RT3 ol ARG 7 DA 6 Dy E 1R 40 5
(Attou, Figiel, & Timsit, 2001) o VPV DU 1) S A1 R 5% 1 1
it Bk — 20 R

BT, AW IR S IEE AL, SEVPIRG T DR (1) B b
PRI DI REEE 59, A7AE S NAI T D) BEREAS o

2.2 IRAE

78 L6 s SR g, SR T4 81 Go/NoGo i3, stop-singal 755
A1 oddball 1.3 DA S AE X 289 A LA kg 76X, BT stop-singal fuxUH stop
15 5 FREOF A (R i R R 2 T T, oddball 62X Hp B 17 RIS i 1) oG Ha, e
3 FH3HT e RO o e o R, DRI AR 90 R H S5 % Go/NoGo ki, £t
Go/NoGo i 20 BRI KA1 Go AR 5 17 5 3% 2% NoGo
SRR BN o SRS PR B 23 2 S50 T i P 3 70 PR R 2 MR 30 5 7 2 BE K P3 Rl
43 (Bokura, Yamaguchi, & Kobayashi, 2005), & T HEFRMER S S0 10 T8, kA
SRR AR 1) Go/NoGo Y5 . FEVEZ2 X I NAI I FITH, IR Z W 5THCK
T Go/NoGo 83, Bt iZIEINREIR L (1) e Wt e A RE T Ko TR
e A AT, IRZEHTHRH T Go/NoGo Ju3, 5 i AT LL ik
M AT« Go/NoGo 63X 1] LA ik 40 o FH W it o B g i 38 10EA T, 8 LT (R B
Gu b, KERIF R T AR IR, 2 KA REAT 5 KK Go/NoGo R4 W AITAH
IRy, AN PR AR AR S L PR P K2 5 s Al e S BV =X

BT, AW UAS Y T SRV EYE R IG T HES OB I F o0 R BLIE R
NG, RHFEMAE Go/NoGo Jux\, izH ERPs i ARYIAL IR SV 4 FF
TR HFIS DR () S N A I T g
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2.3 IRBIENX
2.3.1 IBiLEX

AW TS SV MALEFF V6 97 e IR 1) B N A D BEREAT W5, g o boxt
TV WALEFF IR 7 i Z AR BV SEUE R 2% 1 o PR S VD W 4ERF V67 8 F ) Th REH
IR HARYERE, g 7858 R WA IR AR 2 o R ERPs SoRBFGE, HRAfrSE0
W 2435 V6 7 ke DR 1) S NARIEAR , DA 4 e it D eI i S 2% . AT
R R LT RS DA R0 B 2 AsOnT e W A BE 22 E 5T

2.3.2 TEENX

SRUP I AERF 1R I DU (1) s BT AOAIE S, n] LA SRV B ERF VR 7 i
T8 DRLACR T (10 52 W R0 Lo M e 14 BE 22 S B R MR 52 SECRG A+ B 5 46 1) T T3
FEitE o TRAT R SC VD M AERF 6T 0 AR (1 e A Zh R 45 R DA Tl &2
LA THE MRS, IF HAR G SEVD IS HE T TS0 MO 1) e B2 P A3t
S RLEAITE T BN SV B YE R IR 7 7% AR 1R ARG DU e 5 ml AT I
S, O ECECE IR M s RS (v B PE . ASHFSORE R A B 1 S e i (ELAT I PR
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3 MR
3.1 #ik
EECH A 220 B B SRV W 4R iR T 0 2 5 SR D I e RE IR T IR
MR 14 44 9ol o Hoh 9 42 B 5 A4 gk, PR 38.21049.133
%, DK % Wik 44, KEE1 4, 4 280 T1E. 2 Ao nia TIE.
7%ﬁlmiﬁﬁl%@w KRUG3 4. OS5 10 BAESR 14, FEIRHSED
Wi IS [R) 2.396 +1.330 4F, 55 —{fi FHEE A IRAE S48 25.143£9.968 %, 1345
mﬁ1um¢&%9$,$wﬂ PR 8.85743.759 4. KUPWALERFIATT B
DR R AR (1D IR SEVP R By I (2) BRIEVD ISR HH it
WA AEVE 254 (3) ORI S A . R E I Sk B A%
R R SR A UH RS S B0 A T C (e BRI 18 44 A isihildl. b 14
LML 4 A ERGR, PR 35.89+£10.035 X, K9 4. Mk 4 4. K
S 4, 1 %A TR 3 A nEAa TIE. 14 2 0E TIE, RIB7 4.
CUS 11 %, FHHETER 10.833+4.656 . {@EMRAIAFRUE: (1) TCHEK
PSRRI I s (20 TORE P S0 PRERHT B2 . JodR ™ 1) S i 1 50
SR ARSI AL B E F AR ZE R A BE (p>0.05) , HAW L. 5
K AR PR LB E B8 AFT, W IEREE WG EW . B
AT RIS [ R IR A R R, S0 5 SRATE 2 IR AT AL i o

3.2 SRFHRARIIER
3.2.1 KE#H#

KH MR Go/NoGo SEVE . SEIGA R A £0 () Jy RN g¢ () Jy b, )
BRI AR A 20%2°, JUIBEBEAL 2T b e,
3.2.2 LWIEF

SEE I 1 block, 120 4> trial, HAP 208 5 BRRIZR (A 7% 60 /) trial. £F

K BRI R IAFRL S R (B i) o 2BhE, a2 200-400ms
Z [\ 100ms. 1000ms. KBNS —FhEiE T (Go Bl BHATIEZHE R N,
M 55— R 7 (NoGo KB AT N . Ky T HEIF 208, 3
U AR — X L0y RIEAT B S N, S A2 0 (0 B A T 2 S 1 o

22



ey F i e 85em, HRIE &7 IEVERLGE w5 IEH, SR 2RO R AL,
REAEIZIRAIR S, YolfE AR IR o0, ROz e 2 )m, v
DHRGHE (HZ AR S o [RIIN, BESRAEA SR SR A EA T Hc8 S o 1E USSR T
R, BORFT TR S8, LA T HS 20 A triale 408G
PRI EOR . B2 HRFEHIANZ5 > (R IE 2] 90%HE N IE LK .

3.3 EEGIERF0#

FERGARPAT AT 55 4 56 [ EGI A 7] 256 3 fibi FER AR R G810 s ik 1) Mg i
G5, RS LL Cz A Z R, [RIINE SRR IR FRT 2 B, Ay
WA 0.1-100Hz, KAEFA 250Hz, FrA HLAR K Sk B B AR 475 B S0KQ T o [7]
AL RIES EEG 51T A% -

3.4 HURIHh
3.4.1 1TAHIRE

AT 0 Bl D 5 R S NI AR ELAE 3 PR HEZE 2 8k, IO /ST 200ms
o KT 2000ms A BEAT I ER o X045 R Go S M L Go [ i 4 A
NoGo [ AT AL FEAS t K LU AL SEVD W AEFF VR 7 s RS A IEH A
Rog Ta) 22 57 o

3.4.1 PNEEER

YRR B 2 EEG Bl AT -2 ML, 0.1 Hz 1F b i, 30Hz 1 1%
AT IEDE . USRI BT 200ms A4k, 2 )5 800ms A4 BT FE . dn At
ANIEFIE 5 AT 2000y, KZE AR d A Oy W —A trial A 10
AN RR A D32, WG R trial 2ds: 40 RKFHR W5 5 AR Al 140pval T
FLR ML 5 A S5y, BIFRi% trial 08 . R SEACK TN 2 E 5, TG
VT 3 (B AR

oF I 2 1K) ERP 3547 B I AN T34 o R0 BT AW YN AS 5256 T 45 (1) ERP
WIB > A, e T AR S DTS 0. HHEAE 140ms-220ms i) B
WAREMIARAERFANGE T N2 [0, 140ms-220ms k55— NI % .
HAE 300ms-400ms I 8] B A BEM R AEBEN S5 2F T P3 P 343410, 300ms-400ms
h AN R A
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AHFFO A I A S DI, g sl R T I, THX X 5 AN
BRI X AT T gevt oA, & — I mI ] 5 Al e AR . A Ik
PRIV AL BUX Fz. F1. F2. F3. F4, #if#X FCz. FC1. FC2. FC3,
FC4, X Cz, Cl. C2. C3. C4, HJii[x CPz. CP1. CP2. CP3. CP4 Hl
TiX Pz, P1. P2, P3. P4. [AZh N2 AEA AT S A7 B30 s 3 I e R dse ok, T
DAIE PR D IFN A S DX 347 (1) 10 AR . P3 ZEZITL r SR i 5
NIRRT LR FEATF LR 5 AN ITA 25 A7 E 1R,

RPN LI A5 F T AEE 5E AN ) & 1N 1 N2 T P31 240 i
AR 5146, FRATTTHE NoGo SRk 2 Go BIE N2 H1 P3 [¥) % 7+ . ERP
WM T ORITRN 22 S8 70 | AT B S B 1K) ANOVA 73 #r. N2 P3 kIR AR
SHBEAT B R X RIS A X AL B = R A R E ANOVA, I 7% ik
AT PRSI X AL PR 2= R ANOVA. ] SPSS13.0 #4777 2 /34T,
IR TEL, X P{E34T Greenhouse-Geisser 1% 1T .
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4 R
4.1 1TAEIE

SE VDI AE R VR I W DR 3 55 1 N BS80S I 1R T A 23 R Sz o ) 2
1 7. Gk g R N, SEVDm4EFr a7 i R & A 5 AT Go i
1 N I 2 5 2 (p<<0.05) 5 SEVDE 2 Fr Va7 i s R 5 %) Go Il
PRI N o SRV AERFIG T s PO A1 1E 5 A NoGo RIS R R
ZERAEE (p>0.05) o FIPEILERHIEYT HES RHCBUE R IEH N Go I 1A
FRARE (p>0.05) o HMNE 1 LR 0] LLE H 52 VIR 4ERE 76 57 7% R i
1 NoGo iR IRFEH = TIEH N, Go BB IE AR T 155 AR,

X 4.1 RVYELEFR T i A S 5 I NAT A8 R (M+SD)

KD EYEFF ityT e KON M / Y2
T R &
Go MM (ms)  343.733+£53.018  297.017£61.923 46716 2152 0.040
NoGo Bt % 0.023 £0.050 0.005 £ 0.008 0.018 1361  0.185
Go IEffi% 0.918£0.163 0.998 £0.003 -0.080  -1.780  0.100

4.2 ERPs #UIEHIZEIT 24T

Bl 3 307 [ S VD W AE Hp 1R 97 i RO FNE 5 A AE Fz. Fez, Cz. Cpz
Pz AR EEA 541 11 ERP ST BT L K NoGo FIIEAT Go I 2 5+
Weo VB 4 SIRIP)IE VD W AERF 16 7 M DRI R L 5 N () i P BB T 1]

4.2.1 N2 g

XF 140-220ms I 8] B P 1R)°F- 20 i g EAT 45l 2 (VD B AERR R 97 I 4 BRI
W IEH A XHEEAL (Go HI¥. NoGo HIlH) XArE CHiX . #iJelx)
=N RREGEENE ANOVA. Fitk4i LRI, RIS E/0N B, Al,
30)=30.947, p<0.001, 77=0.508. AHXJ T Go Hl¥, NoGo HIFLAEIX—H] ] & 175
BT BRI A ) o Toi8 2 1E W B 100 A2 6 VD B AE R 16T I DO, NoGo
T e A B Go T e 25 58 K 1 N2 9, A1, 30)=25.709, <0.001, 77=0.461;
A1, 30)=8.677, p<0.01, 7=0.224. HEAERFRNEZE, A1, 30=41.941,
2<0.001, 77=0.583, N2 “FHJPIEAER Jd 5 fl ik & K T8 dsg i b3
RS FAE A B2 .
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4.2.2 N2d

il NoGo HJ#id5 A& 111 N2 Wik 2= Go HAF A 11 N2 B 152 2 9% N2d.
XF 140-220ms [X 8] N2d BEAT KA (Vb MI4ERRva 7 s KIS . 5% )
XALE G, Firp XD R R EE N E ANOVA. Firt 45 kI, 410
TR, F(1,30)=5.044, p<0.05, 7°=0.144, XS TSV MILEFRr a7 HHS A
Wt , IEHEEARTIR T HE M N2d. HAl =N A48 AR AN W2

IFEA bR AR PR

N

—g0 ——nogo ——nogo-go

A 4.1 £ BRA%HS 7 BEBARM A Fo B A9 ERP B P 3% H B
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EEA RV ERSEFHG T IERE BB

175ms
(Nogo - Go)

370ms
(Nogo - Go)

B 4.2 E£IBRALERS T s BARM A A0 B F A 49 BRP 3 A
4.2.3 N2 B{KHA

XF 140-220ms DX [H] N2 (198 AR AT PR 1Y (S VDI AE 7167 7 DRt
e IEWAD XHBER (Go RIPL. NoGo #Ili) XALE CFiH. #irhsx)
W=HREEELNE ANOVA. FEih45 R, N2 BRI 46 A1 F 20 18] 1) 3=
RN A8 A FHAE HR AN IIAN W25 (p>0.05) o

4.2.4 P3ENg

XF 300-400ms I [H] B 1S53 AT X B (SE VD R AE 47167 I DR A M
B IEH A XA (Go FIPL. NoGo i) XAiE (it Hirp X,
g ORI, T S RIS E AR ANOVA. Goilt g BRI, &t
B A HAEH B3, F(4, 120)=10.257, p<0.001, 7°=0.255. fajiS30 o007 &
B, A B E NoGo HI L Go RIS Ik T B KW P3 ki, F(1, 30)=7.567,
2<0.05, 77=0.201. HAh I RN FIAE HAEHBA L .

4.2.5 P3d

F NoGo HII¥FA K11 P3 R Z: Go IS K& 1K) P3 Wk IE#33) 2 7% P3d.
X 300-400ms [X 7] P3d HEATHEIARAY (CGEVPEd4EFRG 7 IS K S . IEH )
XALE CHiH A g, e, dredi, WM (KK = EE Il E ANOVA.

G SRR, ALE RN B, F(4, 120)=10.257, p<0.001, 7°=0.255, #k—
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A R A T A AT B RO, R R ) R SR TR, AR (A
[F1) 280 R A EL AR

4.2.6 P3 Z{KHEA

X} 300-400ms [X 8] P3 R AR IHEAT AR Y (SGUP WA YEFF IR Y7 v RIS
H IEH A XA (Go FIPL. NoGo i) X A& (it Hirp X,
X, TR, TR = R RIR S RN R ANOVA . T I3 5 I 5]
P3 U 2 (A R AR R I, IS AL RN G R, F(1, 30)=3.630,
2=0.066, 77=0.108, NoGo HIF 1) P3 ARk 332.536ms, Go HIEI1 P3 &K
oM 344.769ms, NoGo HI¥ Lt Go BT P3 AR A . Bk 2RI =R 3%
F(1,30) =7.945, p<0.01, 77=0.209, SE¥PEI4EREGTT & RABE (1) P3 AN
h 349.739ms, 1EF BRI P3 AR A 327.573ms, SV HASEREIGR T I AR
H HIE AR AR T . oA ORI AL AR A 53
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5 111t
5.1 X ENHEHFRTT 8 & B N HIH Th e

AR5 R MR Go/NoGo X, it ERPs BiAR B AEHRIT L WP E 4 FR it 7
Ve DR A 1) S A ol R A 2 LA o

AT R EAE s SEVDMAYERR VG YT i1 DO X Go HIUR) SR K T 1E
No £ NoGo FIBLIEE R FF Go B IERR —F B wE =5,

o HL S S s s (1) ol 2 1E W BRI A S VD W A R v T I v Rl
NoGo Hll 5 & HAHLL Go Il 2 SR 1) N2 R BRI #F IR0 T 2511 Go/NoGo
RN N2 PS8 MRAE A0 sad s i 35 K TR e sk il e oAt - RN AN AS HAR
HBIAEZE . (2) A TR MIgERRATT IS RO, IE W BaR5 1 & T 5K
N2d. i ] SEVDHAEHF V0 T7 i ROBEE B 5/ME Go/NoGo R, #t7s kb
WA 247 V60T 7 i DRLARORSE 5 (1 S AR DO BeAA A Ry o () 1E W Bl i RN SE v i 4t 4
TRIT MRS RO T 7 B NoGo BB L Go S | & T 55K (1) P3 PR (4) 3£
VU A R VR T S AR A R ) P3d H S o) I JE BT, AR
AN F ORI HARLN(S) SEVP I RRIa 7 e R 14 P3 v ORI
349.739ms, 1EF RN P3 AR N 327.573ms, SEVLHERLERRIG )T IRFIE R AR5
BRI R E KT IERE R HAh ER8N A HAE- A R .

5. 1.1 {TAERITIE

AWFFUR M Go/NoGo Tk, ZERPANS LI Go RIWEIEAT He8 S
R, 3 IR NoGo RIS THNHI SN o WFFEEE KA, SV EAERF 16 i I
HAE R Go RIFH) Se SN T IEH N, Ut B S VD I 4E K5 VR 97 i3 R O 72
Go Rl BN, 5 26 5 2 (KN 8] 25 HE RPN S o 10 7E NoGo HJK) 4
DA Go RIPHMERA AR —FH B 25, WA B AN RER BER s 4E T
Y DSV AORS 7 0 13 NAE S DA ) 22 57 o IXBBEE LS O 4 R0 — 31
(Yang, 2008; Yang, 2009; Dong, Liu, Zhu, & Zhao, 2010).

Yang(2009) K FHEFHEZ ) Go/NoGo AT:5%, I PR R 2 AT IE By AAERS
Go RIFIRFI S B« BRIRE (BERAF) Mlarhx QE#IAR) #EaBRgE
Y R 2 S AT RS T A5 T 1 AT S B 2 AR I 2
A IS AWTI SR A A RIAAERT Go RIF S By 8L T 22 5%, ml g
FERATHISLIAT S5 UA A ) 25 i 5 Yang (2009) 1145 EA-—%L. Dong, Liu,
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Zhu, Zhao(2010)R H IR, 145 31 T 55 A% 5250 A 1] 14 25 SR B S50 20 B S
AN AEAT A s b AR AT sl 2 PRI 22 5 oAt R RE IR 7 45 21 1 AH 1]
[F)45 18 (Yang, 2008; Yang, 2009; Dong, Liu, Zhu, & Zhao, 2010). 1 #5%(2006)% ]
stop-signal 02U ILIEF I BRIBER & 7R ToA5 1045 5 45 A B IO SN I A 45 1A 5 4%
PE R I R MO A7 AE B2 22 5, R S 2L P ) S I i 48 35 1 1 -6
H, I XU ER A AR AT A P Re ) W8 T AP . ABHITIN 45
RERE BRI TA—FRE, HR43 20 45 RERAHL.

25 b, AW TN A SVl A4 16T U1 DSOS 5 1 1 55 A% Go il
IR ZE S, UL SR VDI R VA T s DR T S S A LG 1 N . i
7 NoGo M R —F A 25, W Re SR IS T, e a
AT B BAT 25, BT RSV WA YER IR T e DRI R IE 5 A AE s A L
(1) 2 S s 23k — 20 Ao L 250 A o

5.1.2 ERPs Z5R i1t

AT, FRATDR SE VD M AEHF V6 T7 s DRAORE FE 5 A A N2 P3 Bis) b
NoGo-N2 Wl NoGo-P3 Z4WHEAT T 4R, Xt SV 4 FEv6 7 i i DAl &
FHEH N, #HILT NoGo 41 R N2 AHX T Go 45145 T (1) N2 7 55 K f 47 17
R % B NoGo-N2 v, R IWAZEHER Go/NoGo 145 il LRI (11155 A HIAC 2 S 41l
#Hil¥) NoGo-N2 j#%47(Folstein, VanPetten, 2008), AU 45 % VTAL SE VLl 4E FF A )T
V5 DR 7 0 L5 NP s B 40 o

7 NoGo AT 5 T, T ZIHNT Go BT S NS M T 5 211
INFIBEIR, MM T2 NoGo-N2 ¥l Go-N2 BK. %f 1 NoGo-N2 J KL
O TR — EAFEE S BIFIUREL, 24 NoGo TN Go H 1 AR B AH L,
AN A 50 BT A5 R AROAS IE A R R ], AN R ) NoGo-N2 it B K |II
NoGo-N2 J it T J B REFE . NoGo-N2 258 5 e T e WAl FE (R, x4k
7,2011), AT R NoGo-N2 AR 1142 e M A6l 1) - 9 Bt (K ok, Ramautar,
De Ruiter, Band, Ridderinkhof, 2004 ) , {H & #f 5 ( Donkers, 2004) A J
NoGo-N2 Jst ) & h SEAM BT A2 SNl o ABFIER A T 4% Go/NoGo f1:
5, BNER T Go-N2 Fll NoGo-N2, Jf H NoGo-N2 {1 KT Go-N2 i
g, S5AATFIEN H BIFRATIA R NoGo-N2 2w s il T Js W Al 72

N2d J& NoGo-N2 Z4 MW {1 hx, N2d Bk R NoGo-N2 [ i b Go-N2 Bk
H. Go-N2 F1 NoGo-N2 % i 7] 22 5 KA AR ) S A i g Bl . 56 V01
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YERPIBYT IS O (1 N2d /N T IEH N, R SE V0 4 RF A 97 i 36 DR AR 5
(1 5 N4l e ) 52 310450 55 R 56 70 W 48 F V6 T v RGOS 8 100 s IS 41 i 42 o1 )
FEAEREAT o —MAA NoGo 155 — M A HE T RSN R NE AN R
RN T R . 7E5E R NoGo AE45 1), 47 A8 b Vb I 4R va o7 i1 R g s
RES NEA ES, RERBHRAR R SRR b, —H IR E R, B
W 24 36T 7 1 DR 1) NoGo-N2 /NFIEH N, 3R B HAE X T IR 25 (4 )
BE 99T IEH N, SHIATAE— & B4 o 1K 32 W34 DR X M 1 e 1) 52 483 1 1
AR NS T RIDELERGR T T 25 .

P3 ISAT RN B A AR B2, f v e i &30, R4 NoGo
FIBEE Go RIBLH 1 &% T S KH P3 Ui . Bokura FITFFTIN A, B () 0054,
NOGO-P3 tt GO-P3 il 5K, 1M Luijten A 4 NoGo-P3 £ 5 % [ H I 7
REE, AW 2 ISR TR IO o SEVDEREFR A7 s DR 5 5 15 A
1] NOGO-P3 #H Z 5, X5 Yang(2008)[1) 45 —5k.

NoGo-P3 HI¥ERWIEL Go-P3 BEHL, VRIS TIAEIEIRLR, P3 HIvE R
RE T I LHEE (Polich & Criado, 2006) , A HIFTINN P3 IR IAE T
A %11 ) g (Aotsuka, Weate, Drake, & Paulson, 1996). AW 57 11 45 5 2 0 4 38 Xt
NoGo Hll 3 ¥ hn 33 5t Go H ¥4 5tk . Dimoska %% (2006)#F 77 & ¥, Go-P3 Lt
NoGo-P3 iR I K, 2] NoGo-P3 5t i fRI AN e I 7 2 5 o 41 1K) &5
W, Falkenstein Z£(1999) RT3 HF TIX— M i o AWF5T 1A NoGo-P3 [ i
(RIS AT PR 5 R o SE VD 4 HE V6 T7 345 DRUARCH 4 X Goo 00 e . s B 1E
AT, HP3 BRI LG IE N AR It S, R I SEVD WA A Fr iR 7 g A
WA RS BN Lo AR T S T 1 N, SR VDI 4R R 97 0% R O R 22 1
2 RIS 1) 5 AR AN IS 2 AT R

5.2 fARAIARE

AW FOR SV W YERF IR 7 I DU 1) S 30 B FE A AL AP i ik Ak T
RRW B AFAE— ST Et . S8 Mt — DR R, H S B9 AR
T A IX LA EAT RN IR, LIRS 58 BE IR OC TSV Wi 4 £y
T I DA 11 S A I BILAR] Fr) B AR S

By AWETUH] ERPs BORHEE T SGVD B EF5 167 I A O 1) s A
T AE B RE S HURT o, T RV IR SV W Y- I 7 T35 DA R 25 Eon L
B B B0 B A AE I 2257, W 2 508 B A1 i 4540 5 Ty e B -2 1) S IR PR ¢
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B, BRSNS R AR A MR S5 8 T BOW SE VP I Y56 Y 7 s PR 21
S AT R LA EA TR AR

55 AT FEVD B YERF 1R 7 e DA s A0 i B P45 S I AL )
BEAT THDE IR 0 SEVP B AERF 107 I DV U (10 Jse 31 ) e A7 A8 R by £
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