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ABSTRACT

A typical feature of drug addiction is impulse drug seeking and using . For heroin
addiction, previous research focused on two aspects: On the one hand, some studies
found that there was more attentional bias for drug-related cues in heroin addicts; on
the other hand, other studies found that impaired response inhibition existed in heroin
addicts. These two aspects may cause individual impulse drug-seeking, using and
relapse. However, few studies have explored the correlations between cognitive
inhibition and attentional bias in detoxified heroin addicts. Therefore, the aim of this
research was to investigate the influencing cognitive mechanism of drug-related
attentional bias on response inhibition by using ERP technology with high temporal
resolution in heroin abstainers.

16 male heroin abstainers during abstinence and 15 healthy no-drug users who
matched in terms of age were recruited in current study. The adjusted version of the
two-choice Oddball task was used, including two conditions: A. the neutral condition,
the neutral "chair" picture served as the standard stimuli, neutral pictures served as
deviant stimuli; B. drug-related condition, the neutral "chair" picture served as the
standard stimuli, heroin-related pictures served as deviant stimuli. Wherein, the
probabilities of standard stimuli and deviant stimuli were 80% and 20%, participants
were asked to press different keys on the keyboard in response to standard stimuli and
deviant stimuli as rapidly and accurately as possible.

The results showed below, (1) In the behavioral level, compared to the standard
stimuli, there were longer reaction time and higher error rate for the deviant stimuli in
all subjects. (2) In the EEG level, compared to the standard stimuli, the deviant
stimuli evoked significantly larger N2 and P3 amplitude. (3) The analysis for
differences wave which was the result of deviant stimuli minus standard stimuli
showed that there was no significant difference in amplitude of N2 and P3 between
two groups under neutral conditions. (4) Under heroin-related condition, compared to
no-drug users, there was smaller negative bias of the difference wave of N2 in heroin
abstainers. And compared to the neutral condition, heroin abstainers had smaller
negative bias of the difference wave of N2 under heroin-related condition.

The results may suggest that, (1) Heroin addicts have normal response inhibition



after long-term abstinence, in other word, their impaired response inhibition can get
restored potentially through abstinence. (2) But the effect of drug-related cues on their
response inhibition exists after long-term abstinence, the drug-cues reduce their
earlier conflict detection and monitoring related to response inhibition. The reduced
ability to suppress response to drug-related cues is a potential risk factor for relapse

after withdrawal in heroin addicts, which will be the target of future intervention.

Keywords: Heroin abstainers; Attentional bias; Response inhibition; Event-related
potentials
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UK [ A AMEAR TR GBI AL . B AT G, A5 18 ], 51
BT AR Z0E, R TSRS IS . B AU A B ik
" PRI IRAR G T, B 5 A A S A G A S AR . R
KB KEY 7. WHMNTs, 205 AT s ks LA, (Ha e
PARIR IR . A 2014 FJE, 4 RV Ed s N i 295.5 7544, Herpi Bl
P& dh N 01 145.8 J7 44 W & i N B3 145.9 J5 44, 735 49.3%H1 49.4%

( (2014 fF P E A ERIRE D, 2015) o 2015 4F 9 HRATH (K 2l i
MR (2014 45D ) Wor, 2014 SFRE YT E VI 35 Z LU ok,
R ln BV 3, (HEY HEIAFERBL AR SRR EAAFIRNE; -tk
I DRV R I 2 AR ) T i o I SRt T W 18 2 222 ) Uil 2 7 T )
(e SRR, XA [ P A s AR R MERE o 3 T PR i i) N L B8R,
FSIREAMAR I AN AR T I (4 SR A 3 S 795 DA SR A S v AN 1R 2 A

BE i BORARE N R A — PR 2B R RN T D BE RS (Morie, De Sanctis, Garavan
& Foxe, 2014). —J7 i, KIYIE ] BE 2 S BN RLAE 2 TR GEAE A IR K 45 4
FNDIRE IR AR, IXHEN N 2 75 i B AN ZE 157 ¥ il (Blum et al., 2000; Koob
& Le Moal, 1997, 2005, 2008; Koob & Volkow, 2010; Noel, Brevers & Bechara,
2013; Robinson & Berridge, 2000, 2001; Torregrossa, Corlett & Taylor, 2011;
Verdejo-Garcia & Bechara, 2009). 73211 L, K2 E0 AR i i1 42 5% 2508 = 22
A T2 AN G 2 KIiARBE 4% (nucleus accumbens, Nac) X £ B % (dopamine,
DA) JKFHHRE BT, DA A2 R T, W s s AR D RE
W, R U RO, 22N Zh AL (Baler & Volkow, 2007). 11X &
)25 Al 20 A AR I 4 5 R 48 DA AR IR kEg, MRS ST R In, A
11173 B3R ity A5 Y 3 RO 24 1 00 5 AR 22 B8 ) B0 B 1K (Baler & Volkow, 2007;
Robinson & Berridge, 1993). [k, B il R 28 B HH 6F 25 it AH DG 22 5% 1) i 407 1
XS ARBE AT 0 B RATG, TXF 2B R To Bl I 13 it IR 8 ) 2 it ™ A M )
RIAHNZ — (AN, 2015). J5—J7 M, B dh BOR AN N 5 AMEFT AT R 4
SRR DA ORI s B AT T E (i, FRI DD B AS AT 5% (Field & Cox, 2008;
Goldstein & Volkow, 2002, 2011; Jarmolowicz et al., 2013; Wiers & Stacy, 2006;
Wiers et al., 2007). 3153 5t A% HIFTAS [R50 Zh BE B FE 2 Ta] IR 3 D) 9% AR AEAR RS
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JEE b A4S T 5 0 BRI A 5 5 W) 1K) — T 4 SR B0 2 A A AR SR o P A B
A n] Be i ) T 55 il (Field & Cox, 2008; Fishbein et al., 2007; Perry & Carroll,
2008).

BE i BRI IR — A MR 50 2 b 3l 1 24590 S-SRk F 4 H] (Houben & Wiers,
2009), SRE AT S OMERR . TAES 2] FENE LA 25 3 5™ ) &
Fo MR D2 YRS, EROR I R R B AN T I Bk
P 32 51 (Olmstead, 2006; Perry & Carroll, 2008). H B i SR BT 32 22
A A0S B it A SR 2 R R i 1) AR B T e PN D5 T — DT, KR AE
FU BH B o O 0T B A AH R R AT E B AW )« G, m] R K (Copersino et al.,
2004; Hester, Dixon & Garavan, 2006), K ik (Field, Eastwood, Bradley & Mogg,
2006) , i ¥ Al (Franken, Kroon, Wiers & Jansen, 2000; Lubman, Peters, Mogg,
Bradley & Deakin, 2000)55 . X} 25 W) 4H O£k 2 1073 Al In) &> 13— 20 5 A0 v SR UK
M= A sl it 254 S-SR A 4T 4 (Field & Cox, 2008; Franken, 2003; Goldstein
& Volkow, 2002; Robinson & Berridge, 1993; Wiers & Stacy, 2006). Y3 —J7 [, —
LERIT TR I 7 it RN () S N Al i ) A7 AR RBE o 1, KPR (Behan et al., 2013),
AJ K [Al(Sokhadze, Stewart, Hollifield & Tasman, 2008), i [X(Lee et al., 2005)%%.
Tl Jsz 12 ) e o s A 7 it J RS AR b ) 1 B o 3RS R AT e 2
2| 1 2 (Field & Cox, 2008; Franken, 2003; Goldstein & Volkow, 2002; Robinson &
Berridge, 1993; Wiers & Stacy, 2006). — %45 PR BR 18 5 i T 25 i SO 0 25 i A
IR 2 ZR A T [ea) A0 S48 21 € 0 1) A2 ELAE FH AR B o A5 FH R0 7 O v 1) AR
(Goldstein & Volkow, 2002; Wiers & Stacy, 2006). F.— [KIHIF 572 i iR & 4
DRESE AFAE T AN RE U] X LS AR [N 23 5 AH SR I (R A I 5E g, )
B i AH OC 28 2 1) 0 4 I AE 9T B B AR 25 A% AL (Pike, Stoops, Fillmore &
Rush, 2013). P, AR5 DRURH 5 B 0 g v DRI i 2 s I A ) 5% Wi S L
S H A H O S, A B T 3RATT T DR SR A SR ) N AERLL, A A S IR
B AR IR .



1 CHEAERIA
1.1 %0 EX

1.1.1 ST

B R (Drug addiction) & —FiigtE MRS, 27 =/ MRHAE: sRia
25 S-SRI R s JEvEFE A T s AN AL B i s 2 IR A7 PR 1 48 IR 25 (K oob
& Le Moal, 2005). M IFF4a 4 /- T 428 1 25 s A0 F 2 b sh PR sa PEAE A, DL
I Ja KA TE AT, 2 ANES I R . SRS T AR 20 ZURSE DR p
W IFRAAE FH R BRI — R, T P BUior”, BREhX — RiER Ress
ok /D 1B (AR ) V5 (Maddux & Desmon, 2000). B, IXHAS ARG Frkik
(R NI —HE IR, T LA R Stsi e )2 A8 AT o 3K B IR ) ot = 2 R R
Yosi, BLFERRE . T WS RBR. ATR ISR FEDGEE T AT Dk —P
KRR Ty Ay ARE G WEE, WoRRR, wIRIEAL, Wi, KRR
fEFAMAL ABNFE A AR BT SR, T, R, AR A
VI AR A N2 /6 FAR NP 5t . “Drug addiciton”— ] 71 H ST ¢
o JRCA R O B i R B RO, BRI R AR R =, —
FCEE S AR DO PR IR ARVE ), DRI 2B 25 DA Dk P 5 A v SO FH o R A DXl
Yy oA B A9 FE S 4R K #5t (physical dependence ) Fl/Cy AKX 4 ( psychological
dependence) o SHARMKH SN 2 EAHOC, F B AR A5 1E W EE e R I I £
PRI TR ANIEAE R s 10O BEAORSE 15 Vg SR IR O, T S 4R R 2 76 Ik 25 ) A H
JEP RO AN, FERIL N AL AR . M, T e R o e 3
IR FE VBT o S ARMOE R 25T 2K, H 2 O BRARAR M RR, IX 2 e fa R
FAR I — AR A .

1.1.2 NP

SN A il (response inhibition) & FE4I AN RF & 24 i W 22 1 ECAE 2447 0 SOV
(RIRETT, X AATIIE T PR AR A A B 2 3% (R R E A48 1] IR AT 4 48 OC % (Logan &
Cowan,1984), — BT H & PR e — R R R 400 B SRR AT R, IX0 TR
Fr AR F B, XN RIKE A A SV I s Dhas O T S N A D g o S v Al
il J& P AT T fiE (executive functions) [ 3= £ B, 5> 2 — (Jarmolowicz et al., 2013;

CLR|
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Miyake et al., 2000; Perner & Lang, 1999). $AT D&t 1Y AT #4188 & DA S 42 o) 2
HE, A ANRHSZONRITIRE, BEMERT &M AR FE e T 4, TS84T 0 B
iR B9 15 (Baddeley, 1996; Jarmolowicz et al., 2013; Perner & Lang, 1999; 4%
gL, mih, 757K, 2004; JEFE, 2013). Baddeley(1996) K AT D RE & XM FESE R
FRIIAEIAE S5 I, RS R A SR AR AT B, DACRIE AT R G LA RS A 7
TCSEAT N RESE H BRI — MR IR o e AR B o6) e A ek B dhA T 42 il A
P, AR H 2 E A R BAT H I PEIAT 09 (Jarmolowicz et al., 2013;
Miyake et al., 2000; Perner & Lang, 1999). 2 N #1152 $3 4% A Ky & sl = A 1) —
AN i [M (Olmstead, 2006; Perry & Carroll, 2008).

1. 3 7 E = Mm 6] 5 S [z Nl Y B TR 3R 18

KT AP BRI BIRHIRZ, RIS H A R A BEARRE T BB L o
F R e AT A rP A S AR (0 2 B B AN b sl P T, SRS T B
BTN i BN A L, sk 32 B EA T Ay AT sl e i 114 #4132 32k
APWESEe B I A2 4 H R A LA AT S ) R B A

1.3. 1 iFE-Z B {piRa

75 K — 5 I8 AL B 7Y (incentive-sensitization model) /& Robinson #1 Berridge 7F
1993 FEAR I ) SR S IGRIF 7T A3 Bt 22 B b 22 A2 ) 2 B R H A — T
fRE 7 o O R BB o A A H TR B A o2 3 S A K s b 55K
k%1% (the nucleus accumbens, NAce) i KM N gt DI Ref ARk, T3 2 ECIE RS
BRI RN, IR N PP BL ( neural sensitization), 4R
G0 1) U o Al AT 5 RO B A A 2 8, O Has3RAG s 2L AL AR, LA
BT RAFRL SR 2 B — A E S E AR, [R5 b 1R 98 SR SRt 25 R Bl i
Ao HTAISAER, B SR 2 243 A SR 2R SR AL, 45 R 3:30
E RS AR O R, I HARARA WG ), MG B B g5 R (a7
(1147 4 (Robinson & Berridge, 1993), 13 LLAERE MAHCLR R, 29 RL R A
B ORI R 5 (Robinson & Berridge, 2001) iZ A R aiif] T % 75 dbAH G 2k
BRI 2 [ R SRIEAH B G HR (T, IEAHSS), PSRRI TR i 2 LG &
eI HRIS B, R RENS SR ) A4 S RN FH 75 5 1947 8 « Franken (2003)
fi& HH RT3 DRI — 2 SR A AR 1 D0 T3 2 Ml o) FRDRR R, A 2 LSA T T 3 80
AW 1) I, AR S B A R R B R ST 2 R N, 45 75 i
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LR BANMBYE, IR MRIE R . SR Franken (R WTA A i3 5540 11
AR IBGEICRIY AT I DGR, B8 dh AT S e i MARE RN A I, S AliA
PRI SRl SRR ISR T 88 i AORER R N FE B SRR IE, H
B3 MR BRI 2 1k

1.3.2 WELEHER

K EAT A ARG A BN BRI ITR I Pl o i ds by 1 — A XU B
2 A IG e Sh M 2547 0 VRS A ORI S8 SR A HoAth A R
% (Perry & Carroll, 2008), Jf H. B Susons i sl P I 9T 3 A v A 99 A4S 7 THI -
MENPE R EEFN PP AN 4T 4 (Olmstead, 2006; Perry & Carroll, 2008). Strack I
Deutsch (2004)4& H N REFEA N, KIMA P EROL R RS — MR
S H BT S RS (impulsive system) , 1% R 90 1 B g8 A H LR SO 3
BT BEGEIPHL . S5 — BRI S RS (reflective system) , HiE &R
(RIS L 5 28R TR 1) ) 45 FO0 s AT AT DG il B . Wiers 1
Stacy (2006)F& H I R (W I RSN A, I SR I 7 Al Al FH £ 3 K i v 31
RGN BE B i AR ORZR R AP f, T il HO2 Bora 7 SR BER AR AL
2 P EERAH R RN AR S MR, AR SR RE IS PRE0 7
P AEREITAT Ay s T AT 2 A FH O 2 B I R 40 1 B 0 AN = sl AT DAy fb
I RRETT o PR, PR RGO R R GE TAE T, SLIRIFE SaiaAT A 1 e ey
ORI EEAE . SRR PR R T BB O I AR AR R R 4L
i, AR B R B DA IR LRERREDRS: (D 3 RGN EROE, B
JBORIAEB IR ALY (2 RERGERTESNGR, EAREHN — M7 11
K34t K (Verdejo-Garcia & Bechara, 2009). M1 R G FINALHI LA A 4% 4 3,
EALFE A SR A4 (ventral striatum, VS)/NAce N Z EE 2% RERGLLE
IEFRTALY I (ventromedial prefrontal cortex , vimPFC) 4, i&4$E PFC [1)—
LETLAMMN X o EAL, AATT AR AL I SR T 06 5 2R G e 8 B 5 IR R N ISR
HE ] BE2 s b 8l RGN Jx [ R 45 (Noel et al., 2013; Verdejo-Garcia & Bechara,
2009).

1. 3. 3 Rz #p# A0 2 AR Z iR iE R

FLIT 5 DA — 2 A BRI 5 1 2 A 5 2 SR A R R (1 S AT Y . ARk
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H A AR A DT RNT, 25 5 BOR N HRE IR AR R 2 () DR i &5 R AT RE 32 464
T R A0 J2 A 2 2 04T T g P A 55 224 H (Goldstein & Volkow, 2002). Goldstein
F Volkow (2002)2 1 T —AN S IAE& (R BAR AR, 4 B R & A D0 — il e S 410
AN VAR 5245 (impaired response inhibition and salience attribution, I-RISA)
CRETIE o IZBALRE BORMESE R DU R — M TS P, B anilsks 13
PEREa AT 2. FRaholdt GUBPEIRD FEAEM TR B, Bk
P2 =AM IR, A SRR TN, TS & IX (ventral tegmental area,
VTA). NAcc. Hi#l47[Hl. Hi%i%Z = (prefrontal cortex, PFC). WF MM 4% H
S o T =0 o1 A o 6 R VR ) = T O AP S W L 20~ i R s 3
PFC(Goldstein & Volkow, 2002). ZAE R A 4y 53 i e 1k e Fn i v EZE 5 DU
VAN TG TR G 7 i A PR L P A0 A7 PR i A AR N ot By B B AT O 1, T+
it A5 FH 3 50 ot A8 P 0B i B AR SR Ze R I AR IA AL, O o PR R+
it R B IR A s B AN 52 A A SRR A PRI Bl 7 A e i
TR AT D RE CCILEIPHIFEERD AT sl A8 2 14T 4 fg
BEEALK s A B 0 7 A R PR SR 200 ) 8 ) v I BT AR P 155 2 RS e 5 1) 2 it Vg
SR ORI A5 2 — A OGRS 1 A AT I SR 2 B A
22 TR (Ao S, S — D T R R It B N T I H At A 7 i 2 B 3R
FFPURIIRE S 32400, FECT — PRI ZIRAS, A1 O AMAA BEK SR 7
1 FH 181 XU ( Goldstein & Volkow, 2002). Jo Kz A — S #4817 CH M4k
HEAWEFOI R T RO AR PEC RIMZERORE T I EZAEN . HoE, familE
A AR R I HAREAN P RE s ok, AERed Al B ER]: 8=, mibirh
TR AR B A 2 R E A (Goldstein & Volkow, 2011). i AY4L
AT RS T W)L, 2 — b S IR S B Be L A

1.3. 4 EEREBIBSIRE

7 [N - 5 J Ak B 4 (Robinson & Berridge, 1993) A1V 725 i 1] 1 I\ %0 0 T A% 784
(Franken, 2003 REAR L ¥ Af 88 253 it SO0 2 0] 25 it AH DG R R IR B 1) o AR 5T
TEAX PR 2 i ) S P BRI L, GBS B AN N T, JREE P [ 4
& H ARG A BFRE R X Ry A 1) 2 H 3046 1 Jo & RN T (Tiffany,
1990), A3 WFFE 0 1) F-IA AR 142 40 5 (19755 U0 T (Franken, 2003; Robinson
& Berridge, 1993). WAMFTE A K 55 i e 38 0 B b AH S 26 2 13 = i 1) 52—

6



ANEAMRE, ZARZ RE . B0, LA B sh P = b o, R
i 16 oF TG T T BN RIS R 2 3 SR PR 4 A8 1) - P B&0in L (Maatt, Munafd
& Franken, 2009). 3£, Field A Cox (2008)4 H T 5 I & (% 72 fd 1) A5 75«
WL ISAER], B A CER R 2155 R w5 a0 FH (V) ) e PETIUN, AT 5 R i oK
AR T3 ) YA O ) N SR JERAT A S L RIS 0 o AL RO T RS 2
W SRIERNE R A ) 1) =N F R (D AN T, RS R I
TuRAGH R REAE AL FH 23 il (R I, 2 3 TR i JS R 1) 960 SRR 228 i o 5 >4
SREN B 25D K BRI RETIUR A e PR B ah I WA S (2D i
SR T O 1) PR L 4B At R S 2 2R A BN Ao Pl 400 o ey S SRR 250 ) P
B SR IR E R R, R WIARS;  (3) Fhlfshl sz, sl pe 1) 52 0
PRI AT THDOS B it AH 5G 2 2R IN PR3 25 O o) 11 5K J% 2 B i (Field & Cox, 2008),

1. 4 838 E RS £ = M [ F0 5 N HDF) B9 i s B0AR
1.4.1 MEREXERETEREG

AE PR AT 3 TR0 17 R R SCOA B ot A ) 5 it R R AT SR R R (R — P
RN AL BARTRBE b R 2 o R B shHE B SRR ) 20 B2 5 55 b
il B ity A O B 1) — RN TR (Matt Field & Cox, 2008; Ingmar H. A.
Franken, 2003). 7 ity BSR4 10 AR S KDV T O ) 2 28 32 B4R 22 W1 9 AR E
o RWFS ISR, KR EAT AR 02 RSB T T 98 32 B0 T
X LTI R AR IS H NS T BL e 5 i SR IR &R

FEAT AR L, BFGUARCIAT B R PR 2 28, i DA i 38 X B A R R R
ZHNERM R o T, AR ARG RS DRSO X B AT DL B A SN N BE
(Franken et al., 2000; Lubman et al., 2000; yLB: 1, KigHe, sk, 2408, 2006; 5K
B, VORLD, R, JHA, 2005; AMEE, VO D, BCEME, 2005); LR AR T
S DR RSERE AE R g AT DG ZR AT LR MR I P 2 TR A SR IR LA, e TR 2 A
AN LA HEY BE (early posterior negativity, EPN)(Yang, Zhang & Zhao, 2015)
& & W B Bt (late positive potential, LPP; P300)(Dan, Lubman, Allen, Peters &
Deakin, 2007; Franken, Stam, Hendriks & van den Brink, 2003; Lubman, Allen,
Peters & Deakin, 2008), X WAL RO T YIE BE CATERRD ANFETE RN T
W B (M) 5 7 AR SC 2 2R BE NS AT RET TR DA R RV 0 o A B
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B F, WHTURIAHELIERE R R, i DA DG 4 R e B 22 (R 11y 1] I
oo S nl B R4 L 2 B LHIAR O I X (R 4L, TRA9Ad, e, BREL, i,
2015), WFHEI KI5 s PR AH OC B R 175 A HA) vy SI BRI B A 1) 7 5 FA) i X0, 455
HE 75 55 X (ventral tegmental area, VTA)(Zijlstra, Veltman & Booij, 2009)F1 X3 {5
“FIAl Cinferior frontal cortex, IFC) (Xiao et al., 2006). 3 574 FH 5 7% PRI AH < 1 A1
BT EME Bl 2R, G5 RRIUAH L R PERLIA ), 23 2k ik Jm v DL i o 1)
AR AEBERON. CBZRHL . JULHL. BRI | O IETES) GO s O
JIEET Tk 596 R IN(Min et al,, 2012). 534b, ARFFUAE A LA A A4 #E
[$4T:55 (Pull/Push Task) &I, AHEGHELR R, W9 DR 0T 4 00 g i DR AH DG 2 3R 3R
P B Z 4z i) (Pull) BL R SE /D () [R]3EET ] (Push) (Zhou et al., 2012).
WAL, W) s N AT 24 )R O 1R 2 i 1) 5 98 SRR AH B OC TR (Field et al,
2009) o HEIS SR AT SEMAESE 73X — o B, WA BLA USRS 2y
AR R 2 R PRV T i 1) R SR 52 T AL G ( Franken et al., 2000). figi HL)22 HI_E, F
FURIL IR S22 U5 A 1K) P300 F SP 4iifid 15 U 76 sk 2K {2 35 1EAH 5C (Franken,
Stam, Hendriks & Brink, 2003; Lubman et al., 2008). X $5HJF 57 # 2& B [ 52 1025
il S5 0RI F AR R N A K, HTEIMEAHER, B RERASBR
Y% DS R 7 g SR AN F 23 S AT O DRI e R 2R I L R ik OTREA T
JEE RIS B0EE W ORE A BT i B W 1 EE B2 [ 25 (Dan et al., 2009; Franken, 2003;
Goldstein & Volkow, 2002; Marissen, Waters, Blanken, Van & Hendriks, 2006).

1. 4.2 BRIl

A AR 9T A R S0 52 31 1 AR R A AL, BE 9T B A () 28 i =X 2
P4 Go/Nogo il Stop-signal 7 AFXGLEFE Oddball juxl. —LEHIRERY, K
SO FH s DR 2 B A AR IR R i S5 R R Dh g, 3 e A AR R I 2 il e 0 52 404 (Fu
et al., 2008; Lee et al., 2005; Yang et al., 2015; ¥ iK% A\, 2009). F {54 5% o A7
(Event- related Potentials, ERP){ A A8 = (I [A] 20 %, Uapdketle) iz B A
LT . SR Go/mogo 45 IMWFIT W, Ai—rh S X N2 M sh—Thi X
P3 & 5 N 0 AH ¢ 1 P9 A4S ERPs i 43 (Falkenstein, Hoormann & Hohnsbein,
1999), b Nogo HIFIE A 1) N2 5 pl 58 i 5 F i 4545 9K (Bekker, Kenemans &
Verbaten, 2005), 1fi] P3 I 5 J N il 1) 5€ 155 9<(Bokura, Yamaguchi & Kobayashi,
2001; Falkenstein et al., 1999), —Jiff | Go/Nogo T4 ERP 50 Rk I, i A
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J R Nogo IR 2 Go BN 2 Fe i N2 235 /N T 1E % N (M55 N, 2009).
TR R, SR Go/Nogo 11451, s M iia # tH Nogo Hill¥F1 Go
RIS ) N2 AEAE 225, I FLIE I D SR 1) P3 W AR 2 K (Yang et
al., 2015). JX 4 B34 DS RO 11 S A ) 52 3 R LA 1 5 M 428 B BORIA T Ay i
BrBeo SR FI T REM R A TR B, TEIR A2 AL T 1 (Fu et al., 2008)i4 /& JF
T (Lee et al., 2005), 75 S S A HIAT55 i 4 5]l 1R i 40 % )2 (prefrontal
cortex, PFC)&5 5 K5 I AH G 1) i €5 WSS 9855 » SR1M, 55— ERPs W70 R I
15 Go/NoGo 155 1 4b T 7k Bt J9 [y DKL R ) I D] bR 16 s I 41 o1l 15 1 3 A AH
EL AT 22 57 (Morie, et al., 2014) o EZHIFFE R i 20 48 X A0 45 i BT R 5 R e -
DRSO, /INRE AR S TR/ 222 S ] BB 2 5 ) SIE B8 (1R A HE KRS

S N A E SR T A A T AR, A RS B A 2 1 S N i T
AR IR R Al AR R 2 A A ], T A AT I REIEANRE, JF H 5 A RHN
W At )LE 2 FE AT A BEAFREIR S5 J6 K (Nigg et al., 2006). 53— L
FURIAE S A B AR AN A, B FRITPRG PR B 245 185 R A% F000 335 o 1 T RS
PP AH DG ], AFR: S5 40051 B8 ) 5 KA A vh I 35 R ILIX b 26 R (Houben
& Wiers, 2009). ERPs [{IRIFFE-0 A A 504001 Ty BE R 8 TN SR A A 15 e 8 e
FC KT (Steele et al., 2014) o IX LR T B ) 5t RS0 4 190 S N A0 I 8 T R s 1 4%
PRI ST FH RN T IE T

1.4 3 FEmES REMNEINZEER

XUHL 55 A1 (Pessoa, 2009)IA A 1 48 NENHL L ShAT I A BLAE I RE T
g R, s HLE I Ry ST ThRE: — 51, SIHLEIHY R ST
TR 1) R ) B ST TR o a0, BIFS R I BE RE A 35 AN A T o 58 3
(Braem, Verguts, Roggeman & Notebaert, 2012); ., >4 T sZBEH &AL,
BHLRE R 7 BCPAT DI RER N LU ol tan, WEITAIN 2B S 5L stop-signal (155
FRANMA 0 BE 7 %4 (Padmala & Pessoa, 2010)F1 LAFiCAZAE 45 A i it 3 AR
W38N (Braem et al., 2012), —LLplFa B it amif T 29002 R 155 A Bk
AR B A B FAE T i BORA T A R R A YR 1) B AR ] (Field & Cox,
2008; Goldstein & Volkow, 2002, 2011; Goldstein & Volkow; Wiers & Stacy,
2006; Wiers et al., 2007).



WFFErR R I RE AT SR R AR 75 A AR 9G] L B A QB R DR 3 AT 5%
MBR R ALK LERE TN T 2% G5 fh AT O 20 BE it SR e I AR 1 ) 5%
Wi, KR At AT R R AN 2R ML) e NAMRE 55 45 & TR, 2T IRk 4 &7 3
Ho—y RPN, WLR RBL @ N a)a LR N EAE S5 filtn, )L
SERR)IZ AN AT I R O ) -7 4 B4 (attentional  bias—behavioral activation, ABB
A)fE55(Weafer & Fillmore, 2012), SRt B 7 &k 0 )5 Go/Nogo 1155
(R S, SR B A AN RIS 1) T B S BLS K Go I (St s i
PR 28 S, A0TLXT Nogo Rl (Gt ibe) iR . H—, [HI2LILJ7
2o RERF 2R AR AT 25 Hh SN RO 1 5, XMESSIIRCAIR 2 . i, —
SERIETURE 70 04 B i 2o B AR B R A ) Go/Nogo AE55 191 5%, ik lislon
K A R ILHE BB (Maartje, Marianne & Franken, 2011)8% & F g i) 7 B (Petit,
Kornreich, Noél, Verbanck & Campanella, 2012)fH AN 1 Go S N 54| Nog
0 ]V,

BRI A DL RE o JSAR A R 5 it A 5 e 2 1R 5 i 1) - ot PO A 55 v )
e IEAHOC(Shijing et al., 2011)o AFFFE3E A g SN A0 Tl e B4 A2 2 b 7
AR 1) BRA SRR o SRT, S5 — LRSI AT R R PR AR B T
TSI N E ) S N AR RE 77, e YRS (Kreusch, Quertemont, Vilenne & Hansen
ne, 2014; Noél et al., 2007; Petit et al., 2012; Weafer & Fillmore, 2012), 7]
[A(Digirolamo, Smelson & Guevremont, 2015; Pike, Marks, Stoops & Rush, 20
15; Pike et al., 2013), IXE Mg M AT RL S M AN AR R) S A SR, AP
T ERP HF7C A BLRE d AT G ZR R I AN R (Maartje et al., 2011) AR
5 (Petit et al., 2012) ) S M AT, ELE x5 Ma o R 5 14 S AT, B hy
Go/mogo E55 1, HJLYINEAETE AT RER T HIINI Nogo HRFFIEIR 1) P3
00(Petit et al., 2012). XAV W] 55 5t AH IS ZE M) 5T N AFBRAT T RE 1) 52 i)
3 5 A O ) AN () 55 ) SO A PR P P B R P A8 A % o A T R I I %
TR R SR AR 2 R B i I LI X Th RERERE, AL B BRI, i)
PEHEAH G 0 X 5 HE9k59 (Liu. & Liang, 2009). X AR VFR I MAH LR ITHES
BEARRE ot IR 2 PRI BE 0, AR ) 5 ey T4 o Bl BB ok 4505 it BSO8R 75 A AR 9 2
R EA T K I & R W (Field & Cox, 2008).
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1.5 BAMARTE

S W DR RG] AR S A FRIAIT AR A DX S s i R SR C
B AT AR BR A FOTRT IS TR IR o a0, AT R AR B & AN A0 T
5 A0 ¢ B R 19 7 2% R 7] (Cox, Blount & Rozak, 2000; Lusher, Chandler & Ball,
2004)(Cox, Blount & Rozak, 2000; Lusher, Chandler & Ball, 2004), #5718 k5
L L08R DR T v DAL i A LG, R S TR P 79 D] RS 87 () AT RE R I A O L 7 il
FHORE R A TS SR i 85 55 i DX FRITE Bl PRG3R W ST 25 B A1 7 i
FHICEE R I B (Wu, Lei, Xia & Ping, 2012). 0 -5 B i 2 0F 97t 26 B 3 i
1 BE & A W — 2 ) Pk & (Connolly, Foxe, Nierenberg, Shpaner & Garavan,
2012),

5%, Go/Nogo YuAFAE Mo H FFws PR RO B A il IR 7 B A H
Go/Nogo Ju = (Fu et al., 2008; Lee et al., 2005; Yang et al., 2015; #3555 N, 2009).
Go/Nogo 155 EE SR H AT — R H1 Pead 2 IR 1) Go kAT 38t ) N, 1
X} Nogo HIHA KN, I Go HITH ) S IR AT Nogo Al BRI 4 % % 5l Ml 42 5%
1% 2 8 bR 1) 25 S R PP A AT i #1041 BE ) (Donkers & van Boxtel, 2004; Simmonds,
Pekar & Mostofsky, 2008) o 1A B T A Go RITEIPLFA SN, 21Hi ki Nogo
RIS 5 B B0 5 22 AN BRI X AP A R N o H 2 %8 A REE %E Nogo
R OV, IF HAEM A 2R 2 T B Go U N ] fe o 3 b e W )
A 2 1A 3 B (Yuan, He, Zhang, Chen & Li, 2008).

W=, BEAAHORE B AT 23 5 M IR DAL R T 1) S N A ) A FEHL I aE AN
R o HoAhws mh BURIAE WA St —BUR a5, VX2 I8 52 AN [ AR
W) SR ESCIRE ™ R ) 52 0 (Maartje et al., 2011; Petit et al., 2012).
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2 MR HEREX
2.1 [a) R H

g LR, B NAM I K S S b AT DI REF — > 1 D BE (Jarmolowicz et
al., 2013; Miyake et al., 2000; Perner & Lang, 1999), XfshiT B A HEEAEH, £F
FSCIR SRS PRV AE 9T 52 3] v L FE R o B R TR B I A A 2 T T R T IR O B
(Nigg et al., 2006) (Houben & Wiers, 2009; Steele et al., 2014), 3 2 41| 52 i A
ORI KR, 8555 X (Field & Cox, 2008; Fishbein et al.,
2007; Perry & Carroll, 2008), —LEfH 28 FEAR “ A F R B4 DR e Iha =88 1) s D40 )
45, I HANSZ A6 1K 5% 1 (Fu et al., 2008; Lee et al., 2005; Yang et al., 2015; %
SN, 2009) . SR, A WTFT A LR R T 1 S N A0 AN A7 AE 57 3 (Morie, et all.,
2014)0 KRS IV DRl R IR 55 (10 7T IR T A R 50 A O HLIN ) 25 B I, O
AWEFEIX F TR IR [R) 2 1) B 5 v DR RSOTR 28 1 I I 400 il it 5 78 D IS 18] (1) 3 25 A%
oS358k, B FE S S G SR # A O R I NAR SRR, — SR I
AR IR 2 R el P B AR S (1) 7 2SR PR B (R i ) [ 2
TR V8 IR] R IRE 35 %) 53 1) ¥ oK JE¢ (Franken et al., 2000; Franken et al., 2003; Yang et
al., 2015) XFf 5 1 M4 38 S W A2 U i DAL SR 8 A4 2 it A A 7 B s 2 R )
BRI ZR o BN, BFTTR TG DR J R 2 0T 253 it A O 2 2R TR0 22 s 1] A% TN Y62 97
J& I W (Marissen et al., 2006) . - FL7 T B AR 2506k 55 55 b BB 10373 2 I 1] (W,
Lei, Xia & Ping, 2012), {H & X Ff 3 55 i m) I A 23 Bl 5 78 BT 90 2K (Preller et al.,
2013). —LLFIR AN B i SRR (13 R i m) 0 SN AR R AR BAE T, 75 R
TR 1) S A T 52 A3 8 WA Ay 0 HE A T XS 75 it B ot A DK e R IS A ) 3-SR R
FHE5 50 AT 4 I RE %K (Field & Cox, 2008; Goldstein & Volkow, 2002). H HiXf T
VA1 AT S B v T [ AR S N A (R RIS 0 A2 2 S — (ORI, I EL BT N ] )
HE & 5% W L33 KO [ (W, Led, Xia & Ping, 2012) f1 J b 1 il (Connolly et al.,
2012)0 A, AT i DA R 1 B AT il 5 AR A AR Bk B, DL SR
AR IR Z R I A 2 PRARIL SN A AR AN 4E

PRI, AWTSTAE ) ERPs $5 AR ALTE S8 DR T 2 1 S b Al A i A
TRER ZOR I S N A I 7R 5% i AL o A 5 A5 P A 4 f BUE $F Oddball 445 (Yuan et al.,
2008), %A S5 SRR R 2 (1A RN /N 2 O 222 S AR H AN ] 110 42 Bt
BNV, RAN T Go/Nogo 445 1 e W AH Sl Rt v Gl A G A2 AN & o T8
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MR AR HET ) B Y. 23 T B — R e 35 S I, 7N W 2 SRR s I e A A )
XA, PRI, Ao SR i 22 L AT DA R i v, 22 1T R 22 e e A kg
FE AN F5 A5 (Yuan et al., 2008). AHFFT XL $E Oddball 114545 P R 4%
Pl — R A, Kb VR VR w22 R 53— oA R R AT, KRR
KERE AR W2 R TP PR Ao T 26 S U 18 DS O & 1) S Al s 4R
FNE N T 2R IR A A B AT D R 1 S N . = BEEFR B A ERPs %,
SE R RNARRIFE R 5o 52 5 I O IA — h R X N2, AH b ARHE
WO AW ZE R 5 R ORI N2 s 5 S A 58 AT Q1 vh s — THiX. P3, AH
FERR R, i 22 2> 5 ) 0K 1) P3 %M (Yuan et al., 2008; 255, 2541,
3, 2010).

2.2 FFRED

2.2.1 EEENX

0

BEmn i TR R CZ B2 AL, AN E K — EAE IR BN B i 1]
BTG, RS BRI ANV S a3 5 S AL BE R, 12 5Em K
BERIEE, 51KA04E, faFthatie. Bk, FaMPE TAERZIMARRAA . 25
IHZ M QAN EA Y SCRESE, IF I HRE a3 . B i DR e A
SRR, 3T DRl A ) Je ik i DR R T i R R AR e S SR AN S K
BELARROCHE, 32 TT AR 18 H B dh IR < B (Perry & Carroll, 2008). M 75 i AT 9K 25
R ) 2 2 F B A FH R KT IS A 1) B L5 K] ( Field & Cox, 2008). 7 T AE)
P S R EE SR SO o DR MBSO T 58 5 AR BRAR . T0UR)7 57 il ik
TR AR R, g 25 S TR 208 AT A DA BURF AR S8 1] 28 W B VA AR
PERFE AR AT A ) R

2.2.2 1B E

F i IR G DR R ARG I R 1 T T R AR H T PR e R A, A2 B
BRI R E A o DR, SR R T A R R R L, E 2P
AR ORI B AY, R AR SR K. H A OAT I i siig : i
K1 - 5 S A AR RS DA 245 ) G o) 245 AR O TE P S 2= R0 DRI ™ et 1 D7 THI e T 25940)
J 06 F1 52 W2 AT 4 (Robinson & Berridge, 1993). 1 A i 72 4% %Y (Wiers & Stacy,
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2006). I-RISA %Y (Goldstein & Volkow, 2002; Wiers & Stacy, 2006)F17: 7= i [71] [1]
HE G KA (Field & Cox, 2008) 4 ) T — RS UL AL, 5 T 29 CER Y
PR B LEAT ELE A, JE0 2 G I e R FURa A 20 . SRIf, JLsg
WAL AN IR, SSUERFIE IR LA = o AWFSTR I R ] ERPs AR 45
B BRI XOERE Oddball Y80, L5 55 Sl AH G 2 B 0 i DR 7 IR 2 e vz 411
TR AL, LAY RE A A S 5 B ) B R e A S
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SR BB SR
3.1 A B

AWFFURFRH ERPs £ AR G55 18 SUR I XEFE Oddball 105 20K 2% 54K
DT 114 9 DAL RS S AT ) B L 52 B A DGR R R L . — D7 T, BRI
T i U7 TR PSR 2 A A5 A S AT S s 53— T, 588 AR DG o0 K
ST i VA9 DAL RSCIRe e I I P 5 i LA e A ) B TR A

3.2 iR {RIE

AR CAT SCHRIRA e e -

(1) AAECIEF AL, M AT A AR S A2 8. AT 0 )20 b, X 22
A S N I A8 25 T IR AL I PR T 22 SR S R TR ) 2 5 N2
P3 LIEHAAAAE R 2, B, MILCIER 4L, iR DALl 22 7 N2 B
FH NS, LK 2R P Sk /N R IE R ]

(2) B A AN ICE R 23 BRI DA I 1 Se Aol A7 0 21 b, A EE
PEAAE et DS T 2 Xt b AH G 2 28 A 11 (10 i 22 R TR ) e B2 I 5 B 5 i
JRMI L, SRR AT IR R0 X 22 A Sl R R 5 1) 225 N2 2 K
TR, B, I BT AR R A N (0 22 B A A S 5 B /N 1 57 )
IS D T AE 2R S N I 22 5780 P3 A7 AE 25 /MR R A 7]
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AMRRFGE
4.1 SLIGHIRL

R 1R FE B R

AL (n=16) XL (n=15)
M(SD) M(SD)
R () 42.00 (8.74) 41.13 (8.60)
ZHEFER () 7.50(3.95) 13.73(2.76)
WAH R (SR 21.25(9.92) 7.67(9.42)
BAI 15.63(17.45) 4.60(2.87)
BDI 21.50(11.70) 12.07(9.48)
BIS-C-11
HE M) 13.38(1.70) 13.27(2.28)
ey MeFAI L d 20.25(3.73) 18.07(3.01)
Tevt-Rl )k 26.38(4.57) 23.73 (2.74)
HIRREEERE () 29.38(10.16)
SPRIRERERR () 3.49(4.34)
TREFFREL ] (4F) 1.56(0.35)
APTHT S R & Ga/ R 0.42(0.29)
S0/ 5 W SRR AR 2.88(2.99)/ 2.88(2.99)

A FE 52 3 PG ALV K 2% O B 22 RS RS 13 4 IR VF AT o JRFI DR A ke B
JRTAE SR S R 2 R T IE AR S R ) 16 4 B MES R R, 1 IO EE AR
W4 29.38+10.16 (4F) , ~FRAIMRBEFRFELININ F] DY 3.49+4.34 (4F) , AR TEHF
SEEFIHN 1.5620.35 (4F) , HENJKEE T2 15 P RERAE IR ] 0.42+£0.29 (7).
BEAh, SR A 7 A0 B AR S BR T RS S R LASh, Il A 25
A M2, SRS . SIS i R R Y AT DSM-TV. 1B 3 4t
WA H 0 FH 2 2 D DL s DRSO 2 IR el R B LA R B
TENFTRTREAT S W . RN 15 2 08 il F L@ R D3 vk, alad ) 40 55
A AR T, OB IER ) IR, AR SRS e . R R
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AU TR SRR (2 TR AR (B E B 1D o Prfy gl e s2 50 0T
UETHT TR T SR H Y, BRSNS TR FET, KR4 T 50 T
IR (EVSE U

4.2 RIRH A

SEIGAE S A G 21 sk bR B Rk B B B & 48 (International
Affective Pictures System, IAPS) (Lang, Bradley & Cuthbert, 2005) , H.AG 4 5.17
+0.19, MUERIETy 413 £1.10 , Fp—akr R & VE o br R . 25 ARG
KRk B I 28 BY AR R DRLAH DG B R 20 5k (ilan, ER AR, REinsds) .
X T P 7 FR) A4 i R i 52 1) FEBT VT 2 K AT IT 5T (Yang et al., 2015), #iK[E]
FIPEES RNy vk Rk 5.17+0.19, MeWEREh 4.13+1.10; W RIAH
KEF BN J 4.2940.44, WREETE N 5.7041.25. FyAMEIR M L35 5 B v 5 5k4E
MERES T ZE R AR RSS20 12 x 8 em, BT I 3R 4
T2 RFR/TE]

4.3 TR 5

AWFFCRIT 2 CAL5: W R 2 s X IRAL) 2 (ZRRIA: IR RAH G
B rkERD  MRE SR Al sk, &RBAh I
WASHE . A7 0 R T LI SO I AT IEAA A, BLAI LTI N2 (230-310ms)  P3
(350-550ms)  Js 73 RIS R AR AR U0 1 A DRI AR 8o 4 T 384 block P T I 1
KR RN, ZemZAN block (A Bt

WEFE BT F I XGE$E Oddball 145kt 4%, BREmM &t A kL
PE, R bR e, PR MR ZERIEG B, R A&, R ARl
B WIS RAR DG VR w22 . PRSI 4% 1R Block [Tl k4 ik
LR AAEPIAS Block, %4> Block 11 150trials, 3% 4 4> block, 600 MK
BEAS block PR VHE IR i 22 HIRIE 73 0] 80% AT 20%, HE SR A 1 A v il ik
i 2 0 7 T A R AN [ (1 e e s 7 o v P AR 2 2R 4 A1 1RO P gl Ak 7, o
PR M b P AR 45 SR R R AT SS, 55—l A e o Fafe
TEWOR AT, UL — P B B R B hRAERIED 4% P i,
AR T (W ZERIE0D T AT PO e (0 b S V. o — P AR R

POATERE NI = )5, Mg H I 2R R FISE . AR5 1k
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A 20 A trial (1955 AT 55 LME AR SEIOFE T, M IEH2RIL £ 80% L5 77 Al HEA
IEASE o IE ST A B i AR, ARTERE 2 R 2% 80cm [MRFT It
Bt e, BEA trial (9FFUR G, FEEBRAET IR 300ms “+733 A s
i Je— /Ml 500-1000 ms RIREAL (A BE s AR5 BEALLE 2B (5 bF 45 bt AR
HEBS O 7 R ZE R AT 4B, RS B ST 2k, SRR TA) R R 1000ms;
I e LK 1000ms (B2 BE (LK 1) o &4 block 4530 SISV )
IEMIZ A5, block [AIFRE 5 43481, HEE AT A block H2I45H .

300ms

0010002

1 REREE

I AAR I, BORIETEHG LR R BHMIADEaHE B ER. g
fEfE 5 % (BAD (Beck, Epstein, Brown & Steer, 1988). I 5o 4lIfif & % (BDI-II)(Beck,
Steer & Brown, 1996). Barratt #'8j4 # K55+ —hit b SChit (Barratt Impulsiveness
Scale, BIS-11-C) (Patton & Stanford, 1995). i ZH # IR A 5N 75 BEAE S0 i A S5
Jii 3L BRI A 4D H2 2% (Franken et al., 2000) 0158 35 0 () 25 5 9 5R I

4. 4EEG 183
EEG {5tk B A SC [ BGL 22 7] 1 256 KN R RS, fELIloR

BRI UL Cz YE WS MM, 504 0.1~100 Hz, SXFEZ K 500 Hz, FFA HEHLT
L BH A PR FFAE S0kQ PAR o

4. 5ERP #IEALIEFNFE T4

EEG ¥ XA )5, i 2240 #r{fi ] NetStation (EGI, Eugene, USA)# -
22 YE A & 30HZz, =B N 0.01HZ. EEG ¥ 194 #1 I F2 24 -200~1000ms
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BT A T 384 5 BT 200ms F R 2 IS 800ms . W FANE S 045 5 AR LB T
150pV, Bl FARic bk W —A trial AL 10 AN -5 4 Ph I,

T FRZ trial FHE: QR AKCPIR BAE S8 140y Bl IR HLE 5840k
i 55pV, HIBRIZ trial £cdf s SR SREACKH N ZEE 0L, FHIG I I8 3 (0 B AR
IR SRIGRTBER AT 1K) ERPs 73 BOACHE 43 3l 34T S 011 o XFREA™ trial (12504
BT VP22, JFARRIEGT 200ms AR IFATICIE . 25047 1K) ERPs J47)
N2 (RIS TR) & 24 230-310ms, P3[R [A) & 1128 350-550ms, 30 FROAC 1 1) F A
KA R ARWFFERE LU 15 A HRAT B id 5k ¥ ERPs BB T4t b #i
WX (F3, FZ, F4) , RiFk[X (FC3, FCZ, FC4) , X (C3, CZ, C4),
HFRTRX. (CP3, CPZ, CP4) , TilX (P3, PZ, P4) (Yuan etal., 2008). XJ/ixiHi
Kt o3 AT = D 3R A & Ty 22 o0 A e R R (2 AP FEAAHOG .
PEE )RR S (15 K7 A NAR T, 02 7K1 s RIAL. 0 AL A
WA, 7 24T I 45 AR Greenhouse-Geisser AR IE p 1H. )G 2 EHLK
K H] Bonferroni #Z21E, Ziit i /K58 XA p <0.05.
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545
5.1 HHIAFIERITE R

XA AR IEEAT T HOZREAR (R (R D o SR EIR: WA
TEAFRE AN BIS-C-11 R0 EAAERE 25 (S A2 245 TR L
WEFART XA, +=-5.058,p <0.001; ZEWAE B ST A, t=3.904,p
=0.001;7F BAI @@ X4, r=2.412,p =0.022; 7F BDI [ &35 T-0HR
4, 1=2.456,p = 0.20. X AR R SE B0 17 5 ()9 SRIBEAT IO AEAS ¢ K25,
BRI 7
5.2 1TTHER

22 WAL PP PE R AR T 1 SRR (ms)

TR (n=16) St R4 (n=15)
M(SD) M(SD)
FrUERIE 411.53(40.68) 385.78(37.29)
BREEE 208 o
i 22 il 519.11(55.37) 481.25(48.92)
FrRAERIEL 407.00(49.38) 372.30(44.22)
B Rk R &M o
i 22 il 514.74(71.43) 482.28(68.90)

XSTHAR R VN (L2 20 HEAT 2 (415 WAl SR x2 (RRHK
A R s TR <2 GRS FRdEfli: i 2E B0 1 HE S E
T A R oR: IR BN B3, F (1, 29) = 321.372, p < 0.001, 7,7 =
0.917, JITAE Bl ik A 22 I B 1) S B I S 2 K Tt IR R e 28
T ) S N RN AS RO ik
2 3. PAARE PP A PE B ARV B F I IERR (%)

A (n=16) XHE (n=15)
M(SD) M(SD)

FrRUESIEL 99.49 (0.53) 99.44 (0.80)
B s o

i 22 0 8% 97.59 (2.36) 96.95 (3.93)

PR 99.68 (0.36) 99.53 (0.47)
TSN R &AM ]

it 22 il 97.68 (2.51) 97.55 (2.35)

SR IERZR (L 3) M7 2 (AN HISHRA; SHRA) x2 (LRrk
. R E s R R <2 CRIBERTY: PRAERIEG w2 R0 1SRN =
TTZEANT, SR R R N B2, F(1,29)=23.212,p < 0.001, 2=
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0.445 . B BEa T bRAE R 110 IE A% 5w TR M. BbAh, 30t RILK
R IR RS A 3

5. 3ERPs &£ &R

5.3.1 {43 (JRIGHKAZ)

EIEEHEE. IEEA.

-10

-8

-6

-4
F -200 -2 0 200 400 600 800
2z m—— T T I .

2

4

]

8

10 +

o

-8

-5

«

-200 -2 9 200, 400 600 800
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FEAK(Preller et al., 2013). 140, 47 A BT A [7 7807 S TR AN 25 5% i 165 DR b
N BE A R B RV O 7] (AR U EEE N, 2005) 0t VF 2 W 38 3 75 T 25 el o
V25 R FS R R i A G e R 11 S5 B, U HE 2 1 SR IR 77 1T AL 7 T O ) A SR AF A

YRR I DR R0 S 56 i S O e v DR ) s T 0 vy s Je
BT SN, AR I RE A DG e 28 25 AR DR O N2 ¢ - X Oddball
FES5H N2 AR T S B A R v 5 5 52 R i 4% (Yuan et al., 2008). Nogo HIl¥<s 75
RN R N2, AR T X —ANAS I S A8 ) P R %8 BP0 T 1T — B B
e, BT N AIE A E R ) — 4 6L (Kim, Kim, Yoo & Ph.D,
2007). BtAb, XGZEF: Oddball 1145 50k T Go/Nogo 1145 T S N FEX] ERPs
AN IRITG >R /INE 28 Ml 2 IR 1. B 75 S )Xo DKM 2 00 34 e I P it
], XA A W2 K N2 0k (Yuan et al., 2008; ~F 5555 N, 2010). 4&
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