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ABSTRACT

Drug abuse harm to the society and also affect the physical and mental health of
drug addicts. Research has found, impulsive drug seeking is the main feature of drug
dependence. The inhibition behavior with compulsive drug seeking is significant
correlation. The inhibition function of drug dependent is damaged, especially in the
induced of drug-related cues, causing subjective craving, making it impossible to
restrain their behavior in order to find drugs and drugs resulting in drug abuse.
Previous studies little consideration with the methadone maintenance treatment.
Methadone maintenance treatment is useful to reduce drug abuse and reduce the
related high-risk behaviors of drug addicts, improving social function and family,
Which can improve employment situation. But it is not clear whether the behavior
inhibition function of drug dependent persons is improved and the cues of drug
related whether affect the behavioral inhibition of methadone maintenance treatment.
Compared with the compulsory detoxification, we don’t know there have different.

This study includes two experiments. Experiment one used double selection
Oddball paradigm to study the methadone maintenance treatment of heroin addicts
and their behavioral inhibition function; Experiment two used emotional double
selection Oddball paradigm to study the drug related cues to methadone maintenance
treatment of heroin addicts and their behavioral inhibition function. The main results
as follows:

(1) Mandatory drug addicts acts to inhibit the function has been compromised;

(2) Behavioral inhibition of methadone maintenance treatment is better than the
mandatory drug addicts;

(3) The behavior of methadone maintenance treatment inhibits the function has
been significantly improved;

(4) Drug-related cues suppression have a great impact of mandatory drug
treatment or behavior;

(5) Methadone maintenance treatment of behavioral inhibition function is not

influenced by the drug-related cues.
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IX 4% L HE % 1R R 0T Be & 2 A (facilitate) B2 2 AT 4 I 15 VE AT 0] 42208 i 2
MBCIRAR 7] 704 1 ER (the external segment of the globus pallidus, GPe)$E 511
eI, SE v R B G AZ (subthalamic nuclei, STN)PJ#IH], FE A GPi Al
SNr AT o 3X S IR ST T Ee i RS 31 o 120 BR AR DA 2 A0 B 2 R AT
IR HEA o FEIX AN PR [ % o 1) 3 SRR 22 B A AV IR 4 24 R (glutamate,
Glu). A APHNEH F Y-23E T R (GABA) FI## 2817 Jit £ (14 (dopamine).

Cascy 55(2001)42 i, HEJERANEE 1T (il 22 SORAR) e P 40 22 78 (GABA)

Ry R, FCAE PR DI EEANTE 2 B94T 4, 10 PEC H XAy PR 4 o0 (Glu) iy i, 3
VEF 72 4Ry L8527 258 45 BT IURRAE, BEm 44T M AR, FRms
WAV M RIRERS , BT RETUHE T EUA REFI AT A (W B AE), AT
REALS T W3 34T Ay (RS b T (0 22 BliE )« Botvinick Z5(2001) 1A Ay i 2 1y 41l
YR AN T ) R W) (Bl SR ) T AL T A B o LG s o e g ) A AT
A7 —HEGIERR S, BRI B IR 7 SRR N SRR ?
D, ABATTHE T e S M A B AR A SN T R AR e R e A n ey
PAS 45t ke iz B, AR D RGIREE BN LR IR, 1



Al IR 42 PP I B BERR A i 58 Wi #48 (conffict monitoring). {158 W ¥ IAE H 2 0 & 2E
IR REEAL il b AP T . oo A AR G0 SR A A AT B 5K, AR
Ja R X A5 B 4 T TR, SO E AT JE A BE ) 52 W g B2 B AT 1
Y. fE Stroop tAIAMLESH, W LUE BUEE(LL M, red) AT HLIE (Red)— 3, KA
HB o HBEE — N AL (R WA Mo, HR W R B (2k (1, green) A1 1] (Green)
A, RONER T BUEOE T AN BAL(G R R)RE K TR (conilict) o
MR M AEAE Dy PRC Kl b S —FlAJndas i D e, o 2 fdt ) Bt 32 202
ACC. Botvinick A H: [A] S A FAZ g JL 4R BORAT S T ACC 78 N A il (response
override) il stroop 1145+ K€ Jx W (underdetermined responding) 413 75 1] T-4T- 45 Fl
JR4H R (error commission) W1 Eriksen 1T 25 &5t #2 I BEFE S, R IS5 E (W
strooop fE55 1 A —2. Eriksen {T 45 P Hi 85 55) i SERETTE ACC HLAT
Botvinick %5(2004) 045 T KA X — B Ut st s G, #0808 TR ik
FEHIE: 150 ACC XA THE BN TR AR, RN 3ESr; X mRAG 5H
RN G ) S S Y (strategic adjustments), PLIEG 1EBE G /RN s phse
A2 AT e B el ) A D R KBy, RS DA I A R A I AR
ST SN 58 5 R 0 [) 3 2 s B A4S 5 BT P S M AR e 4 A B T R
fr A A A R, A ILENEE A T B, T 2 SR T

— RS

1.4 FmikiE a0 H =51 Th se

R A o5 T BOMA AT A 2R 2080, AT . O 2
SRAT R AN IRAT A & SR EL R BN AT Ay S 2 R A% LR (Anokhin, A.
P, etal., 2004). 24 KAH KL R AT AL CLEA5 (1A FH 25 M) AR A — Bt 8] 11 7
B, JovEAIm A 2 IR, SR AT 2, B, Bk, i
5 B DA A 2 BSORE FF) DCRE, ALFE HA £6 L BN AT 2 (K146 (Jentsch, T D.,
et al., 1999; Goldstein, R. Z., et al., 2002).

UEAE AR, X 2y HAT A K I HL A (R AIF 3 1, 12 ek 24 2 o g 1
AT Sy A R 1 AR R S Dy B B AR AR R o 9, aT R DR R A AT
IGT YSRARS I, HAEA )7 (OFC) M5 MUl &R )= (DLPFC) IS
HY B AME 5 (Bolla, K. L, et al., 2003); K31 254 3 AT & 25 W) i



OFC [m B = 5L T AN SR R R AT 23 L, HL 3 BCHAT D0 42 1 2 fig e 4
(Volkow, N. D., 2000)

F ] A 2 g o s DA 1T S0 M 255 TR A D R T S b 3 A e A
JEIE IR SR, B E B D AE R E T IR 2Rk HE o X SV W Yl iR AT
FUAT LA T i 5 V0 W 48 ol 7 25 0K SR 25 BN, 1t EL AT DAk s DRI ST 4
HIAAL

DI, BATTRE R SR LAY A i 5 A S0 B 4 K5 VR )7 A
NREWTIUHEAT £/, LIYIRS Bl F SR O KA S D RER T AT — DA T i

1.4.1 7541

H T RS 2 BIRWREERE LEBOAE, T L DAEBIF ST A 1K 22 2 i il A 2 o
S VDI FEIR T 4
Darke %5(2000)LLER 1 SE VDI 4E R 9697 2 AR TAERe . MR AECH K1 UL
P42 S 2 A A A VEE A P 2200 B 6 v PR IR, 455 R T Y g+ O BIE Bl R TR
RN VR ERHCZ . KIHCAZA ) J R P o RS PRALPORAE R S KF B
BAT W, AR SEVD A YERR IR T A A AT 0 v 1 R I L A 22 . R
HH T AT ARG A AT 0 B HEAT IR, N AZFEA o (1) S VD W 4 R v 97 5 4
Ao A0 1A EE SR A i (GE VD R 4R R VAT 41 67%; KHIAL 20%), B T iZAF 58 o
HERLSE . Mintzer F stizer(2002) 4 HF Br 254 S RN () 52 e, BRI 24 24
/NI FFREAT RAG I 42 )™ R 45 S VW HE RV T IONAL, O BAEME . Rhg. 4F
W BEKT. @R ISR 1Q 404045 J5 T V- 58 VP B 4t 5167 4 41
gl Stgiatt, SEVmIgERE a7 3 70 OIS )R (BT 3 DU 56
B TAFILIZ(two-back-task). PRI IHAESS) . JLiclZ AL IZAE 55 1)
FLE PR AN HI T BE (Stroop (4l T:45) 35 7 THIAFAE AT, (HAERFFAG T A
LA W RS T T T A 53 % R
o AR 98 324 T _EIRBIF T 45 S . Froman 45 (2004) 1 ] 1) & 1 #E 4% (fMRI)
BRKI A T 13 VP WI4ERE VG T7 4 A 26 42 4d B (33 141 3 4 4 U B 41 Fn R DT
FLa, BEA 13 N)TE Go/Nogo AF:55 H R R b B )= T o AT RIL, Vb I4ERF iR
ST A0 [ R R R A DA 5 W] A T F i 2 HAT A 22 R A o 22 o 3X 45 1
SEI U DAL P R i 4 [l D BERE A W] BB 5 Go/Nogo 155 RIAL 247 K. Lee
E(2005) 7 T 2% S A0 il 428 11 Ty BE 1) 7 Sk AT 55 (B35 Go/Nogo M I 4eAT: 55 w4



B BOH DL, I AEAT S5 VIR AT S 2 R N X s, G dE e ARSI iy
W AT AT ZE T, i ds DAL RS RE 2L i A Vi 5/ (A St
D), AEL TUTRR i DX A RV Bl S, G 2 A I A IR [l o s DAL i
5 T ABUMT T 11017 [0 S P A« T D3t 98 o ) ¢ 2 S AT e FE DA 55
J52 7 I ARG PR A 2 il o

1. 4.2 =754

N TR 23 ) K A T D) BRI, DF A 52 T R
FH e DRl BN 8] 22 5 R AR 22 Dy REAR DL o

Pau %5 (2002)%f L6 T 30 44 1EAERESZ V0T IR R O CP =253 13.7 )
55 25 44 BEnt IR B AR R v sh AL O SR TE = AN 25 S . IR EEA T,
Y7 DAL SO 2 A rp B0 428 AT 25 (B 2 H7 A3 G , Porteus Maze Test) R 12 2%
Ze T HIA, m AR IS A B 22 . Verdejo-Garacia 55(2007)8F 5T T —41
S N 22 2 T 8 (1 29 0048 15 R BLE) R G sl v, A0 il 42 B A w5k
25 R, g R 22 2 1 P AR YR SR AT 55 0 52 4 MR IV AT 55 v 1) R I LG A X i
22, EAE AN BT 55 h 45 R EU A ST 2 o Wi DX 22 2430 FH 35 11 stroop 4145 T (1)
T4 73 Fi (interference score) ] W v 7@ o0 B, (HAE 5-20 Ml 5 (3R BL Stroop
fE5%, NS P I BE J1) AT Go/Nogo 155 Hh 2 30 L5 4k Fie ok it ZHL AR b ¥ AT
WIS ST P Go/Nogo 4155 R IR I (i 1@ BT Hh i) R %
Pl 22 243l 2 FAg BN A Go/Nogo 4145 35 J5 IR R I, AERS R EONTRR 2 By
BWA W R ANTE e R TR . TR EA R Z M, B
ARME T S A 45 SR S 1 e DR 1 i 1R R 5 i

TR AR A T B EOR TA EN AR D RER) 520, Fishbein £5(2007)%f LL 1 #
Y R (W7 I =8 ) g B R RO s V0 DR ST KS i A R0k HEE R
PATEERIDIRE . AT ARG PR R 5 AE At B SN . ARG ) ik
PSR NI RIS ) R A LA RO TR AL 22 s 5 TR RORs ZE A L A1 R0 43 D3
B W A, SOV D)D) RE ) i 2 O AR I TR DR SRR
M, HARMREAS FRAZERAWE.

1) R 22 35 (2004 6 36 451 v PR A 18 2 R 36 4] 4k B -6 B AR B
FIFL LG Stroop 1145+ WSCT, 45K, Wi A AIA B I B KT 1
ORI Stroop AT:45 R TA) L B DR CE T IR H 0 G DU A R B, SR A
DRV TR, 2 SR UG T N A



E 15(2006) 1 FH Stop-Signal 145 F1 Stroop 1145 % 8% 1 k1 DR e B & S N 1 461
I SR R B ARRFAE o G5 R AHN, e DRIAR 0 R 1A 5 F8) S A AR 40
WEKTIEF A Stroop MIGAT 5 KB 2=, 1M HAS [F] = 20 AN [R) K #91 (4 21
Pt 3 AN HELNL 6-16 S H L 17 AN LA )& PR & A2 X AN S5 IR
RILBAT W] W72 5, 3K 48 IR Y7 DRI 5 118 s A v R 428 11 )y e P A
T AN B 78 DRI 1] 8 S 1y 035

XL TR LW, SIS R R AR AR I KA AR 2 D RERE A, G
Al MR TAE IO R ey RSP EE.

1.4.3 A S AR ThE

Ay WY 1 AL Ra 2 A HH 2 30 45 2 0T 1) 22 0], BT 938 LA 17 SR b
A FFvR T B 5 T S A A 3 (abstinent heroin abusers, AHA) A SIHZE T
figo

Verdejo-Garacia 25 (2005)WF 5 LLEL TAF WS . 20 1Q. TARRGUFINR 75 19I4H
VLIC IR 18 AR VPHLERHIGY T & 5 23 A4 Wi i DR O sl & D Re - 45
R, VP MAAERE 1697 & AR P AL . A D 23 )33 E A 0 R PR 55 Hhod
g 75 TAEICZ . FEELHEEIEG Hh IR B B 2 o 1E Prosser 25(2006) FIHF FUFEA
BLHE T 29 YRV WIUERFIGIT 0 27 24 78007 0T DAL Raia & F 29 44N o il
MIRIN, SV AR 16T 25 R0 T SR v PR i & 7 18 5 D Re (5 TR TR
B P A3 18] 43 M A8 12 (Benton visual retention test, Benton 41 5 fR M 56) I
T2 T 55 7 THI ) 2R L LG A FRE 2 2 5 7o BT 30190 v DR ISR 5 A0 A0 i AZ R A 2 7 T 1)
RISV 4 FRia )7 5 % 25 . Ersche M H A/ Z5(2006) EL 5 T 2K A % (1F 76 i
B B EAR R IXPIE2H 0 8 27 (BB 42— 4F) BL A A e AR i #5
VUZH B R AT D REAICAZ D e o 1B 50T F 4G 25055 11 R 45 (Tower of London,
TOL)H! 3D-IDED ¥ & ()52 S DA 55 5 5 AT D fie, A RO XS SIS ] (Paired
Associates Learning Tasks , PAL) Fl %t i8 £ X F 1A id 12 1T 45 (Delayed Pattern
Recognition Memory Tasks, DPRM) PPt IZ )6 WFFT A BL =414 Jsifd H # 7
TOL. DPRM. PAL "}t W Sl i By, EL R SR pA g (LA ) 18 38 R 1 R EL
LERA] Py (LA ) T 28 S22 o B 2 DA Ji ] e ) A0 A5 P = B i 2 ) o
PR B 7. XIS RS, KPS ) SO T 25 i) S AT D) REANL 12
DIee XA 74, T H XM 3 S R SR A R IR A] o AEAZ A 5T b 1 7 b 2 3
BRG] G R Ra o BT Jia s DRI AN [R] 24 0 KSR 22 5 T g s e i 5



iR

AT, Gruber %5(2006)% %¢ 1 17 4 B Jv 24590 S & A6 0 39 A~ 1 1) 5690 i
YERRVRIT T S AR D RE . 2T FURE, W97 IR R BURE AT IR 65
2 RIRCAZ PR A3 18] 2 ) RIRCAZ 7 TH AT 45 BB g wmy, (HAE R, O3z
A1 5 FHA A 1 7 D S AN U o X R R VD R YT AT REAE — E AR L
S0 R RN A ZE Dl e o L5 E ) 5 AR Tl DA ) BF 508 48 1 AR Bi)
2y (e DRI MT S V0 Wi )Xo A A 48 D) BE 5% T 1) 2 5

7t Ersche F5(2006)% Bl Jv HCHf £F S U ¢ 54T 55 (Cambridge Risk Task)
T B AN HEAT T HaSO WY IR L T 24 #(PET) . 8B4 AE R SRAT S5 D AT
AMIEB 0 SN YA, T 24 ARG ZH (45 24 SUTBE L 1) R i DL 2 4 3
P W 1R 2E T M SO

MHATHIFFT ARG, X RFFTHE B 28 24 ) Tt S0 5 KT8 6T g

T NN 22 D) RE IR 5 i W] REAN [F] 6

1.5 [T AINE A 220
1.5.1 1T AIME 5154 mI

TN L BN DR G RS, WG RGNS A% Bl o] LA i
1% %5 [X 45 (Phan, Wager, Taylor, & Liberzon, 2002). X -1 & "X K 15 f 25 2 1 3t
ST e A T i R I 1 4 R O B4 347 (Dolan, 2007), X
245 ) JHORS B G A HT S I8 I X S 28 2 G A A A A7 18 28 ARL 15 28 00 RS i) Bk
(Phan et al., 2002). &y, 55l fs By armt, 205 TR, e
T HE T HEAE RN 1) P 2R A R 21 I I 14 7 FH (Damasio et al., 2000), $45 &
W SIHLAIAT A (Augustine, 1996). HEZH (orbitofrontal cortex, OFC) ] 3= 2L ) fig
MR AR ALIEA S « JEALE S E R S e ik S i)« 2RI IE
5 2 FOMAE ST X 4T 4 (Rolls, 2004).

FEAN ARG EEAT S5 b, A (13 4 25 B A 1~ #% (Hare et al., 2005; Schulz
et al., 2008). ACC(Elliott et al., 2000; Hare et al., 2005; Hare et al., 2008; Schulz et
al., 2008). Jixi & (Elliott et al., 2000; Schulz et al., 2008), {HAFIEOFC X1 (Elliott
et al., 2000; Hare, et al., 2005; Hare, et al., 2008; Schulz, et al., 2008; Shafritz, et al.,
2006). 12 TH01T55 (Sommer, et al., 2008)F1 N BT 45 (Goldstein, et al., 2007) 711



GRGEWOE IS DLE AW . AR, AL AT 55 CHIWT 05 (2000 Fl A
Beti AT 55 Cln PR 5a SR AR EL - T8 58 22 s R BRI [B] 117 /5 5 50 22 4
PO A4 (Critchley, et al., 2000). Critchley®%(2000)K5iX — B % R Ay A4 4% 5t
F5 8 O SERVIER B 16 n T2 A SR IR G B R, T = IR R A WA T
LA S R IR 2 o ARIX TCIRE A1 il 1 45 Go/Nog RIS I fi5 25 28t
WS A A 1% (Hare et al., 2005; Schulz et al., 2008). X — il {8l 75 ZLR N A AEA
Al YUIRAS TR A B, B, LR TR L 285 R AT A A 2 R

1.5.2 15T AR IR A 5ER

T 48 64T D AR S A9 AL G b =R, 2 1 DO T 4 R &
PUJ7 AR A o 55— Fh, AMRAEDAESS, XAMESS 1 i A T 17 25 9
Ry, I RO RIATAT 55 o IXIAT 5 HHF s T 280 B A7 A AT
55 A LA O ) AN g R » DLzl (01 4 e i g AT 0 IR Al
(Chiu, Holmes, & Pizzagalli, 2008; Hare, Tottenham, Davidson, Glover, & Casey,
2005; Hare, et al., 2008; Shafritz, Collins, & Blumberg, 2006), XS HIJHHFR A 7 2 1
AT N PAT AN B Ze R, ARG AR SO L B S N, I AR R
HE AN NG ZEAT A R o 2 R N BRI A 55, 1A 55 R A IR 16
2 AR 2 e B PR AT BAIAT O« IX AR S5 IO re ARG @8 Jm M da
179 #H(Goldstein, et al., 2007), JXISHRUFRR A P LA IDHI AT LR, Hn e
T 2 3m h RARL, RS2 E MRS T AR RIAN R 2B 55 1 A S L, eI 7
PR NS 28T I 2R o 20 =Rl SOE T 4 TIAE 55, Tl 2R 32 WE 1Y
B F W 1 28 RIS, A 58 B ARG 28 RV 1 ) S BAT AT 55 (Sommaer,
Hajak, Dohnel, Meinhardt, & Muller, 2008; Yu, Yuan, & Luo, 2009). W& 261145
AN USRS ZERAE T, NESIITS 2RSSR R Z5Rk0, iR B 2
TPt LTRSS T, BBk, ZMFAEIN N, BTN
m 5 LN O E R o B SR, WIE R AERLEI R REL A B 28 4155
2Rl =AMESS AR T AT AN 280 LIS R, ORI R 2R
PR BT B RE G RS BB AR 55 e TE AT o BT LA, EATT IR 30 (1 o e 22 194 4%
SAEBHH . HZ, HATEEA WO =Z AT U A b L oe 152
AN WA 44T 55, 1545 Go/NogofE55 I LLALZ o IXAMEST AN AT EAZ%5 52 M.
FH], 0] DL GG 550 e N AT R 5210 (Schulz, et al., 2007). Go/NogofT:45 JE =X



g o, R S N AR S A Lk, AT DTSR LA, HAR AR G
FERTRIEAT HE] B N RS S ML FE T . GEFR IS R HEAT I Bl A, MIREAGE
SUER I B, RIS SO BCE A0 AT A A, S XS A o 3 S o) B B R
5 1oL B 7)1 B (Goldstein, M., Brendel, G., & Tuescher, O., et al., 2007). 7E15 %5
Go/Nogo 1145 RIL T AT I ‘= (Nogo 15 '5)ii% VLPFC(Elliott, et al., 2000;
Goldstein, et al., 2007; Hare, et al., 2005; Hare, et al., 2008; Schulz, et al., 2008).
DLPFC (Hare, et al., 2008; Shafritz, et al., 2006)., pre-SMA (Shafritz, et al., 2006)F/l
ACC(Elliott, et al., 2000; Schulz, et al., 2008; Shafritz, et al., 2006). X4t £k 5 % ]
Go/Nogo {55 IIANZe L BRES /AL 2515 5t HH 43 LU IR B (Schulz, et al., 2007).

H 85 WF 9% A Al A i 2 1 & 4h 21 45 Go/Nogo 1T 45 (Elliott, Rubinsztein,
Sahakian, & Dolan, 2000; Hare et al., 2005; Hare et al., 2008; Schulz et al., 2008;
Shaftitz et al., 2006) o 41, 7E—A>SE8Block (& T YA 26 WK T L1
Jis A (75%) AR PR T O, = I A IR (25%) AN
YE AT AR #2882 . (Hare et al., 2008). MSEEG 1 A, 0 G HEE 28 500 CIEE,
e SRR SR AT AT SAT S AT 0D R13x2 (A ER BETE(Schulz et
al., 2008). JILXFAPLAR T A SN M, A LA RIS gL A7 3l ReE s
25N BOAT AT BT A A AR £ o G 1

VTSR, AW R G 26 X0UE PROddball il 2k 25 52 17 260 AT by # il 1) 5%
Wi o i A% $E Oddball i 22 44 G5 Oddball 15 X KB TR, B W1 T 2% VEIC 471 3%
(MMN, Mismatch Negativity) [{/f 57(Wei, Chan, & Luo, 2002), IT4E 4% 7 H: 57 25
NGINEIAT 4 #2159 (Yuan et al., 2008b). 5 Go/Nogo i AHLL, Xk FEOddball
70 SR A U PR H VR 06 MR Go R B (Fr HE A 30 55 /R %< Nogo Jill I (fi 22
RIFOMPIFAN R R 5 S, b SR S DM L i Z2 ORI 22, L,
FE S0 AR ON B A S I A3 o G2 vy 0 i 22 ) S B R o
AR A A ) B K 25 AR AN 3 S I o 22 i 2 TR S I, s I x A
ARSI DC B, AT ORAE T O 7 J AR HE AT 0 S R TE AR o e Pl H
ey 2 n] SR AR AR e 5 i 2 PRI RR 45 PF 1 1R e IR T 1 A 22 SRk s 2 I e
HEA s W I 22 72 R A Sl ) A AT D0 S b o A, el 3 e aOn s vRE SR 35 5 v
ZE RN A AT A SN, B TRk ]~ 47, E 5 A m] e AT B R SR A 4l
P S AT g 428 520 Y ERPYS ) (Yuan et al., 2008b). FT LA, 38 3k #5502 01
(RIS 48 20 I F AL s A8 2 5 1F 9 AR E S A e OIS 3, {8 mT 5 515 4 6 AT i



TR A AR5

1.6 SmiEXEREmkEE 1T AIH RS20

B A R R TR WA E GG IO, TG & 2 AR\ F kR rh A i) —
RO HURES, I DI RERI S N 212 — AT N E IS s, B
RE S ) D ek BIGE HEVE T, Mo A7 v & DR i3z s D e e ARV E S 2%
AN B N SRR U 5 ARG, IF HOALH SO 4 D) R AR AR 43 BE G o TTEE
FH IR EE 20T T 75 i AOR R U AS R fhT R i M5 A I P IVG 4 sl 47 P 155 2 110 1 ok
FIWT, AEFRATIE FrvP g Rl R oh, AT S8 L RE N DU AT 21 s (0] 38 R i AH K
BUR BB SR, ARAT Il i B L ]y, T 59— L i AR = 2% 7 211X
BBy, AT AR, BT A GG b B R R TR O AR 25 D7 TR Bz 2
TRFFIRINT, FEAN IS I B A S RERG (), I EARATT S e A3 i AH SR e 20 25
At ARG 5 WE ) F S5 AT, SPGBk () 17 & U RO T 2 i R A T Sl ik Dy
IS o

Delplanque (2004) F1 Goldstein (2007) FIWFSFT, AL IER N 40642 5 2h
Ress 2 em; 0. LA N (2011) 55 AR R B 4 o T
Pram it ThRE . s S OB 1) B 3Rl Re AHSC, B3R TIRE ) ik
N EE R UG (3%, ki, 20100 .

PREE A B ZE T I 5 B, i & AA48 H) D e ) A 25 AN 20 S Al 42 ) 2y
REIN TR LR AR5 [0l gk, 20 RAE 28I TS R SE, 1 Hib KX w
MRGMHEAER Jr5E, 20100 o [FIR, EAMUETE R 2 155N H5E 5 =
A (] AT A i i S5 XA & n T A ) D e n ) S i A
BA/EAH (Yu Wang et al., 2011; Yuan et al., 2012 ) &



2. BRiRH AR E X
2.1 MBEMRBEBE B

HRT, e PRI E AT A 400 D) RE RO RIF 70 45 RO AS— S0 0% PO 1 41
RN 56T A A e K IR AT 45 it 42 Sy oK v U 56 i 4 (Pau, C. WL HL, et al.,
2002), Stop-Signalff:55 1 S HIH 2 7 W (A%, 2006), {HIE ALK T it 22
/INIAT 4%, W1 Go/Nogo 1T %% (Verdejo-Garacia, et al., 2007) F1 Stop-Change 1T 55
(Fishbein D H et al., 2007) " (IR I 22 AN . DAL, ASHIF FUAK L F 0% $%
Oddballye TR KR HIAT A 3 D) E - 55 Go/Nogoit x2S il i
KN Nogo I S W AR, XUERE oddball ¥ 2 Bk 4 i PR HLERf o K
W Gol T (Fr 1 350 5 /N % Nog o I (fi 22 1 T50) A0 AN [A] R B SO, o Fl
TR R SRR K T ZE R, PRI, SIEER: RO B IS B N A
TG ey TR 2 R SN AR o R, S A0 B T SR B K 1A DG 35 S B
2 g 22 P S N S e A A A v R DI 3 B L, DT A DR oS v 22 7R A At
HOERA AT A B o PRI, 130 AT S (AR AE AR e B i 22 PR A AT 1) S B I
(i), 11 22 SRS N B s o4 SRS 2 I 22 222 B Ay A2 Sl AT by S 48 4

FRAE 2590 R 155 DA — Sy IR AR, KUl FH s R 1 24 4 o 52 S AR B A A
TN R GE I D BE , A 20T 25 1 LA S S 25 AR 5 B0 rh v SR s AR 45 A1
TR, T AR 2 5y i, e A ARO 3 70O 3 L Py R R AE 2590 J2 250 AH G2 R 1T
R, AT R SRIUPE TS BT, I RN FH 24 AR B AR, DT 3 S50k 3 12k £
i) 33k A A FIE W AT} (Robinson T E et al., 1993; Robinson T E et al.,
2003),

FEVP A FEVR YT 2 H 2 [ R 5K Dole Al Nyswander T-20H 20604 AR H2 H 11
FOR I B O ZRIBY T B BRI B Y B, 75 TR A D3 BT R 2 5 1
KU, JFRFFKINGTT . Svb B R B2 25 il FH A GBI I0 AR, el ]
WRE I BRI AE T, JEAT B TR il 2 5 S s DhRERI A, A2 4 BRIV ]
B) Z R R R . H AT RER O AT 6 1A SO I T RE T 36 Vb B 4ERF
HITI TR CEIBRAE, 2012). CA MR TR IR # vt st K24
TEFBE MAL S JZ T, IR0 RS2 SV AERF VR 7 & AT 02, BL AR
B RV AE R IR YT AEAT NS T AN [R], BT RLASHIF 1k 3 2 AT A S 6
HI TR T RSV I 445 16 Y B A0 s i) A7 HAT A I D e, A SRR 7 M i
i AH IR E R S AR AT 1A T 2 03] T B 5 10



2.2 ARENX

2.2.1. PIELEX

LT 25 0 468 1) 75052 814t S ) i DG o 5 RSN A3 BRI 3 T I
VF 22 YRR RS OB , T HLId 2 5 350™ T 1) SR8 1) R A2 In) JURN 2695 ) 8,
X G i) 5 10 77 T S T R RO KRR AR B D BRI R B
FHITOGE . BFFURIL, AFRA TR EZM TS, 2R E . mTREL KRR
DAl BT, I YN DX PR DR ) oy e, R L 1 BN Gt
Ve DR FR) fe 55 Pk dme ey, DR I DR R B R K, I o Pk, BG83 T
BT, AEEEE NI ERERATR LT 100% (2235 2E, 1999). i KIS ]
RO TR S e T T ) — A MR, 7 LA A 2440 ORI 5 AT A R DG I
FEEEHMER . A T PR R AE T, TR 7 40 DX ST J T SE b W 4R RE VAT I
mUCAE . SRUPIRAERF IR T 2 BN BT R 2O ) MR AR VR YT O, e B
HE)— 0 B — AL 5 B 27 SRR SR Z55 1097, IXFMAYT J5 0 U 5 i HORS#F
Ry fEAT R, 98D S5 R A ORI A0 SR AT by DA R B35 SR A 25 Dy e A Jy T

P75
2.2.2. IBipEN

S IR] SR i) A 24 T 7 7SI B T P e R HE R, 92 2400 s Rt 5 4k
V52 IR 324 O BRI, Pk Bk SN B 18 (Solomon,
1977). i X - 5 J& 4k FL i (Robinson & Berridge, 1993, 2003) . A %10 T ¥ g
(Franken, 2003). 24l {5 (Shaham, et al., 2001)F1 4 344 B i (Baker, et al., 2004)
5 Gy N2 AR o 2 AR DG I P 2 2R TR0 B M R RG] B R B
77 1) IR SEEAT 1) P A 7 THIAR R T 24 00 OB R S AT o BRI, X L ASE TR A JF L 7
RV A BR e 2 55 7 T A AR AR 22 23 ORIl 3o AR 501 ) 3 i >R FH 8
FHORER B ARMIE I MG DO AT A I D e, A1 R I8 UE 1 R - 5 S A A2 (1)
HEE, AT LA - S AL B 1 B A AR AR



3. it 448
3.1 iR EHH

(1) AWFFEEEAT 9 LK 17 A T it RO BOAT 9 3R T fig, - BASRIE LA
TERIEFURT A DL DM A R4 T D9 306 Zh BE A7 AEB 003 HRIR B o

(2) LB IRV EIERF iR )7 & Ao R N SLAEAT 0 FRI S ge s i i 22 5%, 3k
DRI I WANE DAy — B AQE 25 W00 T 25 i ORI 1) 3 30

(3) MG RES AR Z O SE VD W Yl 1607 5 A s A 5 94T 4] D RE 1)
SCMPIRDL, 25 )T R S AH ORISR SR 5 Wi 42 (AL 3 o

3.2 FARBIK

(1) ipes R (GG V0 B 4EF5 67 8 A s N DO AT A 3mdI hfie 5 1B H
MNAHLCAEAE 5 22 57, I8 DA PR AT A S D B A 25 55 1 1 N

(2) FRIPBALEFF I 97 AT 0 40 Lh e ot RDsaE N DAL, AP AE % 2207
SRVP B AERF 16T HAT ] D B B A 2 U R A B

(3) 5 HAALE, 53 S AR OCZE 3 & W R Wt dh OB AT 0 Il o fie, 1L
XS VP I AERF 6T R s N 53 ) S AT A ko 22

A

3.3 MARmIE

HSTiEsR <
B 3.1 SRAFR AR

AWFFUHL W ST I MR, Bk By P 34y (WK D),
Horp A dh, WF90—, #Rdb HOBUE (AT RIS BEI S IR ST WT9E -, FEah AR
2 ZOT B U (AT o F0 751 D BE R i ) S B T 5

HiF—: SamiciE BT i HThe

M7= SmAXERTTSmEEE BT 0 RIThae 820




ATEEzH

=

- ELABERITT Al HIThEE ErERERFE TS

s IS A

B 3.2 WEL

WFFT - BB RN AR RE, WAGIER A SRV M4ERR R &
AN R N B, 6 = SN AT R D) REBEAT LA, 3 B HE IR RAIE B
- AR R R



4 MR—: FmikEErIITHMFITEE

BRI E B WSROk ¢ Oddball 5=, 83T E-prime 4 HIFEE, T
VDI AE R G R G AT A0 D RER R I, JE— 20 00 T B S AR R
F AN ) Th B T AEAE RS, I3 LB IX 2 NI4T 3 S e S 75 A7 A
W ZES, R T MRSV WNE R — P AEREVR YT IR AR 2o T 8 R AT A
HID e A AR

=

N

4.1 AR A%
4.1.1. #7ik

ENTIEIPIE S b PET i R O R A1 N [P 1 G i e N U A N AN S
FVP WAL IRTT T S VP I AE RF VAT & AL SR 52 A BN, il e 2 & AN 56
VDR AERF IR TT 8 A R RO o AEAS TR BAR At a2 sl a3 A 03 37
N, PR 2 4024697, HASCH TN, i 1.4%, /ANECRREE 14 A, o
19.7%, WP CAHFEEE 19 N, 268%, m SCHERE 1 A, 5 1.4%, &3
WA 2 N, A7 2.8%. SKUPERLERFIRY T AN D139 N, ~FRIER L 43.13+7.18, H
HE 3N, b 42%, DNEREREE S N, 7.0%, W1 SCACRERE 14 A,
19.7%, mHSCARRIE 14 N, 5 19.7%, KEXHREE 3 AN, (5 4.2%. XA
30 N, PIERS S 42.13410.09, HrP/NEISCWRRRE 2 N, 15 2.8%, A1 STk
FREEE 13 N, o7 18.3%, P SCABREE 9 N, o7 12.7%, TR 3CRRE 1AL 1.4%,
KEWREE S N, A 7.0%.

4.1.2 LB 5&&

AHI G AT A LB (7%, 383d B-prime G A5 T A 14 DR g
AT NI D RER),  HAR S R XE £ Oddball 2567650, S Boy EE, 4
b AR O 22 0, bR AERSCA IEAL = AR R, 22 e R 22
s I AEEEIE Fr, BOE AR, RO BRI SCivess h BAR
o, R 4% B Y

4.1. 3 LTIt 5ERF

MRAEWTITH 1, ATHICAR N, SR E-prime 4 Fs SE5G (1) 779200 =R AN AT



AAMEIS e AT I RA Oddball S8 YuX, FRAERIECY IEAL =M, LI
#70%, w2 IO A U EDE CnlfE . K7, RIMER 30% . %
Fe# i E-prime B ZhBEHLSE I o FERE— DR AR S0 — A “+ 7V AL, <+
EIL300ms, “+” 5B 5 A 18] 200-400ms FIBEHLES BRI
1000ms, Fifif5oh 400ms W72 fE, BHAE ML “+7 KA. A o)L
2100 YOXFERIFEIR, AR h 2 432 o IR RAR R, 40 R PR:

EMS g " mm M ER

300ms 200-400ms 1000ms 400ms
B 4.1 AR —iREAAZR

4.1.4 FHHRAIE
% FH SPSS17.0 X ##m 4T A3
4.1.5 ER509th

GRS EEN=A T HEAT - — 20 = A0 i Jo R S I B i f)
AR PR BT SE T, R = A BaX R . SCH R L LUK SR 4 P AL gt
RN AR RE IR 1) A e 0T X = 2K S IR EA T Fi R Se vt I LA =4 4
BN R 2257 16 D0 = el I LR = 2k 1) B I IR A R i O

4.1.5.1 #BOXRIZ &

T3 5 e ik 42 B S I H B 1R 0 AR Ak T S L PR s B IR AE 3 e
HEZE USRS, BRI B 7 Bk B AR 8%, X 8 x e ik i a3k 47
geit, P = A N TIULEC . Fo R gl o A N B b, O 27 A,
FE S 6 A P A TR Jm Al P BENLIE$E T 27 ANBEATILAS, 22 Ja Xl (s 5
AT gk, HARIIER 1 s

A1 TRk HORAE &

21 5 N R AR
X P e 27 42.13+10.09 3.80+1.19
VDI 27 43.13+7.18 3.50+1.17

o ZH 27 40.24+6.97 3.17+1.09




T B R I A W RN SCA R BE L T 7 225047 I — Al ik 4 8 DA S SO R B
HRHA B E 2T, BRI AR R SO RE BEAR S UCICI, Wik 2 FiR:
F 4.2 HOR ) St Fo SAAR GG £ SR

ar a VZ
G 2 1.250 0.291
AR SE 2 2.289 0.107

Xt S5 56 A I K R R SE BR AT T G820, S I S0 i 2 (0 kg 4 BR324
A 6.68 4F,  gEA A BRI AP35 0 6.66 41, S P AR 4R IR AR 1 LE
B R LR (R W R A BRATIUCAC . FAADLER 30 36 4

% 4.3 FTIRIAHORERFFTR

N MESD
B30y etk 27 6.68+5.60
T2 27 6.66+3.58

& 4.4 IR LA Z A R AR A PhAR

4 a Vi
eV W -5 A, 0.098 52 0.922

4.1.5.2 Z2HAIR B B 69 it o7

WP A2 B OCVE R I s RO (AT D 30 DI e, 6 B A St >R AT ) 2
BEFE oddball Ju A W5 HAT HAMHILhRE . AEREBEFTVEr,  SONAT 4 D g
(I B FH i 2 0 B 25 s vRE SRS ) e I 5 DRI b P = 2 A £ i 2 ] ik
DRI (1 5 W I AT DA = 4B 3R AT A 400581 2 e P R LA 400

B =R S N INAE TR gevt, A TR R = A sl B I ) 22
St A =G RN AR Ty ZE o b, BAREE R R R PTR:

K A5 ZLAAGR B B 6 bk it

N MESD
X e 2 27 58.29+31.43
EVLETZH 27 58.35+33.84

A 2 27 84.02439.47




K 4.6 ZZAAIKBAL BTy £ F ik

£ a V4

4[] 4.834 2 .000
SR SN, 43 A K R A 58.29+31.43, VLWL 58.35+33.84, i
A 84.02£39.47, W =AER, 1ETRRERTEMM, KI=HZHZERE
F, M SRR A b AL, ek 2R 56 b R 2H 2 T 2 e R
27=0.995>0.05, KVPHIA B Z 57 W2, £=0.009<0.05, SEIPEIA M X
IS A 2 PR T A s R IR R i Al 2 TR 25 S 2, =0.009<0.05, X ALY

SN B s A, AR BT LR K
FO4.T LR B B e E S AT

Va

XA vs SEVP T4 0.995
FVPEIAL vs R4l 0.009
X HEAL vs a4 0.009

AR IWT A IR L] H oG, bR AT R D R R I 2 55 T
TEH AR, AT A0 D B8 Hh T R 2 i T 32 203005, tHIRAT A 40 B A
FLR VP AERR I T Z AT A D Re 55 1R 5 AL, A WE 2R, X5
MAZERRIRT AR LG R, VDML 1R v AR R TR, BRI
FRCEE AR FE TR 1 25
4.1.5.3 ZAMKIE A F 8 Gt 57

K = AN ZE BT AATE R B R N IE R AT S v, &5 RN R R
A 4.8 204k E R T R L E A FR

% MESD F P

X HE A 27 0.94+0.05 0.267 0.766
KA 27 0.93+0.07
SR 27 0.93+0.07

= WEARTE I 2= R B R I IE R B B =5 £20.267, P=0.766>0.05,



4.1.6 /&5

ARSI RIS R -

(1) 5 S s 8 AT D0 I D RE A B f 35 T 1E % A st

(2) FRIPWALERIG YT B AT AW D RE S IEH N LR, B B 25+
(3) S flEE AT 30 D e 2 w25 4 T 9V M 4E 5 67 5

(4) =R 1SNV IR 2 BB 2257



5 iR_": SEmiEXE&ENEmKMEITAHAEITIRE
HI Rl

G E B AHFTUR F G 46 WULFE oddball YUK, BFFULERE AT R4
NSV EAAE R E AT AR RE . ABESCEAE P SR, B PR
S, AR A AT DG R PRI POVERE s S R b AT ORER RN g K
FIEAT I Zh BE 5 o

5.1 Bl R ##aTE

P B Y B AT PR R T LR, PTG,
TE S 7 A 4 A AT PR S 11 563

5.1.1 #ik

WA ELFE PN TB S e DR o RE S N o R DR i 39 N, ok A i
HOREEAT, B4 HE, FR O 23-53 & (ME39.56, SD=7.69) . MEEIREL: 1K
1120 N, 2B 10 N, 3HIK4 N, 4kIB2 N, 6 ki1 N, 7TIRIN2 Ao
R CH2 A, AFEILA, w19 A, g3 A, @t 4 A IEH XA
Bk 39 N, B PEAEROR A A, AR 19-30 X (U=23.85, SD=2.13) . %
IR AR BE A UL

5.1.2 KEMH5R&E

R oKk B B Bl 4 B P12 TAPS, DA K2 IR AR 21 97 5K I- J, b fuds
PRI R A DGR o R RS AN 72 /ST, R/ 13.5em>9em
i A, JE AR A R i S R AR, B bl E .

5.1.3 KIMIRIT 52

IESCSERN, ESCHHATZSOIVME,  H AT B0l 1S I 2R
SN UERI AT 20 ROBE, 5 AT R A IESCSE g PP 4E B A5 S AT DG L i
DO 1, 73 A AEIX = AN ESE EREATVR2), Herh B AT DGR 5 /R
HARPIANYERE N 9 R VEIY

R A OCRE : TR EE et A R 5K I L B el O R AT ORI R L
1 R AR B A, 2 FORMIRRE LR, 3 R HOCRE 2%, 4 oAl cie



FER G, 5 R AORRE iy o

Wi B 2R AR B . R MR, PRI 9,
AT, PROBEEIT 1o HARRYL, Al SOLDiH R, selia AR
Pis OEAL POEL Pit. RYR. BUSSERE AR A .

MRS G BX AN S A Ay PR A . AT R R, PP R
L9, MEAXAT, PPomBin 1. BAOkBE, MRAT—s8. & ABU. R, #al
AR MR TRRA S Pl RAVERS . IBBE. B B ARIEACR AR .

5.1.4 B R iHERFRE

Bt AR R JRiE r e G 4 A1 5 (KRR I8 1 /0 2 (A, iy 5y
KT 3.68; BATRAE—5KE AR SO N BANGE L 3 o PR A ) e e
e EEE S ABCAREBIE 2 N, IR 4 IO 3 A BB 1 I Aol 21 A
BTN R A NI B 2 N SPEIMIRT 112 43

5.1.5 ER 591t
5.1.5. 1 R —MAEE A %%

xS 78 AN 97 W v B PE 2R S5 RAEAHOC B L Al BE o MR R R
B B RBE T T, ORI 78 RN 97 MR R AR OGRS MR | n
WA JSE S ) P 3 B AR B R B2 R 09534 0.962. 0.976, K WIHAR e 45 B
B CIEER

HWR, HE—2DXE 39 A E RS Al 39 44 AL b ikt 97 &Il A V7 43
S5 RACAHICE « il B MG 52 1) N BUMEAT BE RO, R B v ERT AR
HAE 97 Rl R AEAH DG BE A0 B L W FEE T TR P S SO A BE RS R 0.944,
0.954. 0.980. FEHIAIHRNT 97 FIEI A ITE o 45 RAAHCE . MtafE ., melefE T
(0 A B PSR B0 5K 0958, 0.968. 0.971. TSR LRI K M & i &
PERIAROR, MDA B PR IR, N SR T R B R, TR T
M2 RGBT

5.1.5.2 B R sk
ESEX PSR IE R (R VP 45 RIEAT RSB SE v, 45 R W N R P



&5.1 HdBB R AR T34

N Min Max M SD

B R AH OGRS 55 2.08 4.49 3.68 0.66

WYL 9, Kb AH RGeS R, VPE 72 BT 3.68 (B AR gl
83 AT DG I 3k 33 5K

&S50 P A R AR5

N Min Max M SD

R P R A DG T 42 1.01 1.35 1.12 0.07
AR 10, XA EMAHRE g 458, TFPeafoRT 112 KA
PR, Fla 24 5K,

5.1.5.3 MEHE R Y%t

XL i R B R AR GEvE 20, 18 2 20 A W 220 Jal xR B R D R N g
givh, N RR:

5.3 RIMAAER R eyR L%

N M SD
S 20 P P e R P 39 3.74 1.81
S 2H 7 b 1) e 39 5.70 1.25
S 20 P P R 39 4.92 0.44
SIG 20 5 ot P A e 39 4.29 1.40
S 2 v 1 P A DG 39 1.02 0.10
S A0 5 ot P A DG BE 39 4.06 0.85

A5, 4 FHRAAER R L%

N M SD
P P b e 39 3.95 1.82
25 I 2H 5 ot 1) g R 39 5.78 1.52
AL A P Rt 39 5.57 0.08
P20 7 i 1 it 39 3.15 1.27
PR A P A DG 39 1.02 0.22

P A 5 0 A OC R 39 4.18 0.65




A 5.5 PABGKEZGE T OERATHERT AR

4 a Y
S AHAH OGS -5.872 38 0.000
S 2 A 2.625 38 0.012
I 2 N6 R -8.642 38 0.000
P 2 AH OC 2 -21.821 38 0.000
P i AL e FE 27.797 38 0.000
P2 Tl 2L e R 4.448 38 0.000

5.6 MEARBAGBRIHATERE (KIA-E40)

! a V4
ET S TR 3.762 76 0.000
B B A G -0.702 76 0.485
B Py noe -0.243 76 0.808
RSN PN -2.579 76 0.061
P -3.526 76 0.001
Hh o P e R -0.520 76 0.605

LR Al A % B 4 T 1R n R DR RE - BRI AL =570, A
M=5778; 1=-0.243, p=0.808), rh it [l v 418 1 it 2 DR B (5B 4 4374,
PEldl 423.95; £-0.520, p=0.605) Ifii P2 70 B it AH OC B v Mo B 4 10 K 22
0> B (LW =429, FHI ME3.15; £3.762, p<0.001). &Rk
T2 G E/TENF, KNGk 15emx10cm. #AR XU 5 575 HE 25 4 70cm.

5.2 IEXKL: SMBXEEMFMKEETAIGITIEER

A
5.2.1 #Fik
AR FURIHE R FEA

5.2.2 SRR 5&E

AT G S AT 52U 1) 53k, 3T E-prime 4l FLRE R T MR aE S AT G R
S 2 AR (AT S D RS S, LA ST 1 2 1 4 AUk B Oddball 5256
e, IR A S — A e B R, B FRE BRI OR e 2, FELE
1437 70% vs 30%. FRAEHIBCh — ik BT I R, (2 0k 25 oA DG ] F



PR 15 5K, &2 S AT RI IR A 72 SE 56 SRR O 15%. BT A R
B 4ok A 1 Rt 46 IR FERI M 4%, IRt OB P e, HAVP e i R LS ae —.
F A e ng R PR R — B, AT AT G I 4 I i R DR — 3L
(LI M=5.70, 5140 M=5.78; =-0.243, p=0.808), ik Fr4cqt R ) ne g
FEARFE 30 (S22 =374, FEHI4 A3.95; =-0.52, p=0.605) 1 #541LEE: i
FSCE  ateBE 4 A B 2257+ B g A =429, Y A=3.15; =3.762,
p<0.001). B3 72 B39, KNGk 15emx10cm. #AXUIR 5
JE%EER B2 70cm.

5.2.3 LRIt 51 F

ESCAE U B b R B LR, FFEE 300ms, SRR, ROUNEAE
200-400ms 2 [FBEHLE 2 BE, B e SBURIPIE o B B4 55 4 b e R B
I P32 F 8 s, i = O 22 R A% T B S o R BN ) B B 1000ms,
R DB PR B2 k. MR I )5, AT ZAE 1000ms 2 AT e
BT DR JEE (R A B S N, B S A 400ms 1928 B, ARG BN+, DL IR
S AR B P s

Fl= " =R Yo T =R

300ms 400-600ms 1000ms 600ms
A 5.1 AR —iRkAAaR
5.2.3 HiEAIE
i F] SPSS17.0 X4 AT AbHE
5.3.4 KR5S 7

SR Gt LEN AT IR T — X = A el ) o R s I R i
BORFFRIEATGE, B = A RS . ST RE DL R S 4 P AL A
SRR REIN T G vt Xt = A SN I BEAT A Sk, I U =k
FERE A A IC AR Pk B R 25 AF 1 10 S NI PR 22 5305 DL s — A2 1R T LA = 4145
[P EIVATR RS R/



5.3.4.1 #IX1E &

T T Ak e B S B EE A PR K 20 DA R RS BTk T A S Y ) S B IS AE 3 AN
HEZE LA B, ROl AR S 2l B e 2 AR R 8%, ) Fol R ik s kAT 48
it P = ABAA R NEAE TSR ROl AN B>, T 25 N, AE
S0 AH P A R0 8 J5 A T BN LI £ T 25 NREATULID, 5w gk (s Sk
rgit, FARIER 15 Pror:

K S5.T hik/E e HGRAE &

20 5 NEL R AR SE
PRl 25 42.63+10.34 3.57+1.14
e 30y ot 25 42.71+7.21 3.33+1.27
e 25 39.76+7.12 3.07 £0.98

XA AR B AN SCACREBEML T 5 Z2 3 M» BB = AR K4 e AR AR AT SCAe e
JERBAT W #F 25, ok (a2 ILACH, Wk 16 Fios:

A 5.8 #uRa) R A XALAR 69 £ F iR

a F V4
W 2 1.374 0.258
AR SE 2 1.460 0.238

S B0 ZH R P W BE A BRAE T 48 vh 20 b, A T S0 ) 4 (4 i 3 5 N TR) - 3%
H 6.62+£5.01, SRR I BRI [A] 4208 6.60+£3.72, X AL BEAE BRAE T
L, TP 2 0] AW 75 I () e AT . HLAR LR 17, 3R 18:

A 5.9 FEIAMGKE) R AN

N MESD
VD21 25 6.62+5.01
A 2 25 6.60+3.72

& 5.10 23540 7 40 18] B R0 1) 49 phaR

4 ar V4

55 G -5 V0 i -0.014 48 0.989




5.3.4.2 = 4HAGRRAL B 8 it AT

TS A2 SRS ) A 7 it A O GO0 B i AORE FOAT ) D RE B 52, 75
ARSI TR )2 1 48 RGEHE oddball 165X, S NAT A #HI DI BER 48 bR 72 F i
2 R 2 B v RS ) SN, DRI LU = 2 B T A 2 i A DGR R AR AR b
v 25 A i 22 TR Al 25 A R RSB ) s 2 I T R I R A D B R AR A =4
HARAT R T BERE W O . = AP S G T I B N I R ge ok Wk
*:

A5 UL FA R KR T AL B 6 Hh A St

215 N M+SD
ARSI A Xof B 2 25 75.12 +28.53
EVPEZH 25 75.39 + 38.55
iy el 25 116.43 +57.72
A5.12  PHE R LT R 6954 g it
21 5 N M+ESD
R A Xof B 2 25 77.19 £ 36.49
VP21 25 80.11 + 50.54
e 25 100.71+ 56.84
TE B i AH ISR R AE T = A 93K 1) D 2 S VA SR 5 1)1 35 B I ) 4
PR 75.12 + 28.53, EVDERZL L 75.39 £ 38.55, w4l 116.43 +57.72,

MAFIE VI R, S AL R N B e AR R SRR A T = il
i 2 0 el A R R SO 38 S SIS ) 2 XS A 77.19 + 36.49, SEv 0 2H /2 80.11
+50.54, SmARALE 100.71 +56.84, M PIRMNIRE, ZHRIRNFHZERE,

XTSRRI SOV INE T ERON AT S, RIS AL ) 3N 2,
F2,72)=4.362, p=0.016<0.05; LR N ER AL A1, 72)=0.786, =0.378>0.05;
KRR MR HAEH B, A2, 72)=3.650, p=0.031<0.05.

eI I RS AT R I, AETE S OCAAETR 0 R N SE v 4 1) 22
AR P=0.982; XA A AR L 72 7 B35 p=0.001, X R4 ) S M I )
BT AR AL JEVD WSRO L 22 5 3 o= 0.001, V0 1) S N I I S R
SR o AR A I UL T 2



A5, 13 B R &M T o4 18 208 5

(HH5) () 45 (I-) SE 2
A X4l SRV -277 12.254 982
TVl A -41.032" 12.254 001
G545 O e | 41.310" 12.254 001
HbE ] A XTHEAL VPR 2.919 13.777 833
TVl A -20.607 13.777 139
L4 L e E 23.526 13.777 .092
¥H: *p<0.05

5.3.4.2  Z4HARRM R AR E R T R SEA R G AT

X SR P S 7 A AR A ) = A S B E R AR BT R R ST, S5 R
NEPR:
A5, 14 B R AT 69 B0 F 693k 3t

ZH 5 N M SD

BBy XA 25 0.95 0.06
VP 25 0.91 0.11

SR RCZH 25 0.92 0.11

PR R 25 0.96 0.07
F VT 25 0.92 0.11

SR TIAL 25 0.93 0.11

AR AR A W 2 O 22 IS T I IR A SR AT 22 e UL, i
S ETT 220 TR, BT TN A WE, AL, 72)=0.351, »=0.556;
TP AARB AL EAEH AR, A2, 72)=0.05, £=0.951, XU
T AR P A 2 RS T () BN IE A AN AR R

5.3.5 /i
AU (145 KRR -
5 A LE s 28K 10 B b IR A I o T30 W it e A A B A A G ZR R R

FIAT 93 Th e s2 BIEM, 2% 95 0 A B0
(1) SXHAAMLE, DB aRA SB35 7 57 X UL SE Vb A4l



W4T A I ) BEAZ 75 AT DR 2 R IK S AN ] X2
(2) HSEVPEIZAILE, 9B A S B I Al 28 B o X BE W] s A X (KA T
AR LI RE 52 45 A AT DG ZR R (M MBS YO I 4 ST A, o LR i 5K



AW T I A S 5673 ) 25 ¢ 1 S Y I A KR VR T A N SR R R AT 4
T Tl BE LA L 55 it A 5GBS b i 4 K5 6 77 38 N 0 1l 7 25 8 4 4 Th e 1 5
Wit o BIFHE— A B s A B AR AT D A T D e 55 T VD Yk Fp v 7 A0k 2 4
i, S O 2 A ) e DI 25 SE D ERR R T B AT A G, SEVD I 4E
FRATT & AT sl sl ae S IR A paA b, WA =R .

WFFE— A RAR], T IEH NBE, sl & AT 20 i Dh g 52 21 L5
i AT RS2 o IXA G5 R 5 DAL OG5 b MO 47 i h BE A E T 45 2R
—3f¥). Fillmore % A\ (Fillmore & Rush, 2002) X stop-signal i 2% 7] 45 KK
s B i A EE R s R Bk, |80 stop A 5 7 22 5K AR A I S B I (]
gDl i LE B, (EXS go 455 IR e AT o Pl A 2= 5 AN 2%, R
P25 ) MR R B A D B B AT B i E ] . #3558 N (20100 R
Stop-signal AE55WIFFT sl i F HU AN RE 70, SORAL, SRR AMEMILE, a5
T IR E S 32400 825, XA ITES SRS AT BT A DL I i R e B 14T
il shae sz wifr gh I —2, M HAA KEIET stop-signal Y2 1 A BRGS0k
RS FE hoas, r A5 R R ) RO T AT SO AR X stop A5 5 B9 Ak
D 25T W, 0 5NN (] 35 A8 K . Pau Z5(2002)%F L6 T 30 44 IEAE#Z 16YT
e DR SR CP 3945 25000 13.7 A5 25 A BRI R i f O
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