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MR BABSEREZEMINIENI R AT IRE

B B Ak KERM M o ITmE N &
(PEIEIFE R 22 O BB, AT MR EINZWEFE ey, 22M 730070)

M E KEORBYHREAERETZANRICRRBIEL A Fe X4, I REHTMTRE
3R K RGEIAT AT AERA AR, SIRAN e ERNA D F AT GO, EFRREGA L
e ARALAT R A %ﬁﬁ&%/\ﬁéﬁ%‘é&%i‘ﬁuliaaééﬁ}wzm LRARBLCEL TR AFEGLEFF. MELT ML
A8 £ 8 BORMLE T AR 4 56 55 2OR 69 TR B Aol R AR B 69 48 47, X AT £ % A0 T 5% T ol il i R A ATk
L. A5BNMREZRE—FAALT M T FHA R BB, FRYRRIBAFEL T TG40, FF38m
2t R AR L ARG 3 F o TAF, vABRE T 5 PAT I 4469 AR A ALH 69 AT 5

EER WRERRE, SAFR, ¥, XFR%

5ES  B845

-1 (Diekhof, Falkai, & Gruber, 2008), &H] 1 # i %}
P I LR A A A S 2B R
AR T R AR B B A 5452

WS RLBIE S, IS ﬂnﬁ*ﬁié)%%?m}\
ZEWEFE, 0 NEE B A R T W B R Y
AL R EE: if AH DG 2 2R A 7 PRt X R A T oA 114
iRk, SR, B BT R R R Y 24 BAL
N, BT LAEE S EOIN T IR RE R RAR M IEH %
¥ /i1 T.(Berns, McClure, Pagnoni, & Montague,
NM)L&%LE%H%%ﬁ%iE%ﬁﬁF%
X i 10 5 1 R E ROV R S 2z AL B HE R
MI¢%EIO$ﬂm%ﬁMIﬁA¢%ﬁ§&
Y& %) % 1 Fi (Balleine & O'Doherty, 2010)F17% Wria
J747 M (Rose et al., 2014; Wilson et al., 2014) 5 &
TR Eit, BRSO AR AERE S S0N T AL
Tl R TT & T T AN 1) B (Garavan & Weierstall,
2012; Rose et al., 2014; Wilson et al., 2014), dE3F
MR FAREUR A RKE, NIRRT ('Y, K
FPE )RR B (AN & 8%, AUT158) o T X 4 I
A AR S FON T X UL &R
Z 0 BB R BRI PR B LR PR SR
B (Metereau & Dreher, 2013), 1H 244K %
Wi 11 0: 2014-02-15 . SRR R, WL 8%, TR,
" S HNFLP G (31960235, SIS00BSO)MATHA 1y o oy s s MR AL (Lutz

SR SRl AT — B0 H (13YJC190032) % Bl . N i
WINMEE: B2, E-mail: psyzhaoxin@nwnu.edu.cn & Widmer, 2014). ifif H.4: £ifs A L LB 15 A7

Py J5T o 2 i R 0 0 A Aol 24y X o (1
Wk 225, WK . FW)E, AR bl h
Bl FH 8 T A S 5 38 05 FH 9 18 M 5 TR 1R
(Koob & Le Moal, 2005), A REH i (i F 2 5
AR B FE 2L B R GUAE A 118 K 45 1 R D) e 1)
RS, XA R SR BRE i FE A (Blum et al., 2000;
Koob & Volkow, 2010; Torregrossa, Corlett, & Taylor,
2011) 0 3K — WL AR AL 52 ) S o 28 A P AR
A4 37 ¥ (Koob & Le Moal, 1997, 2005, 2008; Noél,
Brevers, & Bechara, 2013; Verdejo-Garcia & Bechara,
2009; Robinson & Berridge, 2000, 2001), XS
RUFRSE T K2 B 2 58 1 28 A0 U b i A% O
YEFT o X Ao B AR A S 3k S 23 % 42 5 R G2 1
THIRET A AR EZ R, TR R I H
RE 5 1 . 4N, S R BRI Y i
Wy A ) 2 S 3K i B 5 B 1B BR 42 (Kenny,
Polis, Koob, & Markou, 2003; Nazzaro, Seeger, &
Gardner, 1981), AZSHF5Y 2 I 35 i FHE 5 AH DG 2k
Koy N 1G5 W) oSO A A Y 2B X
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R, a8l — P 2 B (B4 75 ) Y
TRk E A MRFRE, i HB R R ES
S\ (Knutson & Greer, 2008), B & A # 2R}
AR ERE, UESNERNIEREREEMT
77 T B BF 9T Wi 22 (Beck et al., 2009; Bustamante
et al., 2014; Filbey, Dunlop, & Myers, 2013; Jia et
al., 2011), © 1 H BURBWF R Sk b — R B
BIALA o

2 EHREREMNINEEFARER

BFN AT A4y S AN B B T B B R
JE [ Bt (Rademacher et al., 2010) . i (14 7 #A -3
T A BAT N 3RAT 2 B L K G 288 1) U S i
NLAT N A 2] B — A FE A 7 T (Lubman et al.,
2009), HHT4ERA TN T F 200000 £ 4%
i% A 4iE 3R T 45 (monetary incentive delay task,
MIDT), Wt AT 55 FIEFRAT 55 1 I % X 25 DLy
WA ZEAN R

Bl 2 AR MIDT s, fw
Knutson, Westdorp, Kaiser F1l Hommer (2000)4\ 4
FH F T B M 4% w3 B8 B % (functional  magnetic
resonance imaging, fMRI)HAFSE IE 3 A 22 5 il
TR A TR R 45 S B 5 AH 56 R i i Bl 1 S8 503
Ko MIDT XA =Fp IR TR A5 R (15
HAESS) . WIER T R FAES) . WEED (JENME
%), ZRRRUCNRENLE I AR PR
K : 20% 917 LR R T 80% AR R, LRl
WMZ G2 —AHF R, Bl ZE X 40 )
PHVE H IE B Y S R R, SRS AR IR B 4 R
(SRE )25 T — 5 W G B (P e B0 To 4 Bk 46
R X — A [R]85 ST 2250
TN M B, i, SEFT | R it R e
BT (Lutz & Widmer, 2014), 3T JLAE%,
MIDT i 2 K AR St gl T3z g T4 B s A
B EIN T AT, I, K F (Bustamante et al.,
2014; Jia et al., 2011; Patel et al., 2013), KJik(Filbey
et al., 2013; Jager, Block, Luijten, & Ramsey, 2013;
Nestor, Hester, & Garavan, 2010; van Hell et al.,
2010; Yip et al., 2014), %1% (Beck et al., 2009; Bjork
et al., 2008b; Wrase et al., 2007), J&i T (Peters et
al., 2011), WEIHHAE 55 L PRAT 55 MDE R 248, n,
1 3k-4%-54 J] (Rock—paper—scissors){T: 45 (Toyomaki
& Murohashi, 2005) ., H— 455 1# 4T 55 (Single

outcome gambling task, SOG) (Kamarajan et al.,
2009) . K H %5 4T 55 (Card-guessing task) (Delgado,
Nystrom, Fissell, Noll, & Fiez, 2000)4% , s 2 546
FE55 LB R TN & B 35k (19 22 5055005
s, BORSE SRR I B, SRS RS A5 R R
o W VIL R BRI AN X 155 i
HETRerE, B TCEIUNE S Rk, i
VA3 S0 55 31N RE 5 2 B 5N T T B Bt

B2, XTI TR AEUT =4
DR . B, S ThERRIURE —
F R 1y 4 BRI R K, BRI TR
P14 3 B (A 52 o7 A, 2 5 V880 = A A B AL
Bty H =, BB GERE BRI (AT AT L)
BN R AN ) B Be (T30 B Be A 285 2 S A5t i
Br). 534, Buhler % A (2010)7E X} JE ity T Huia & %
Fom LA R T — A LB S P 55
(Instrumental motivation task) . % {F % ¢ ) T
MIDT, [AlFE = AP B A : 43R TR 2 511 )
BB RN B BERIES RSB B, R B SR
AT 55 v 22 B S ok R HE BRI O 4R R 22 Bk
A E I o BARIZAT 55 IO 5 5 F I g
RITH, ARSFWENE S, (LA 55 @ 5
R BRI KO 1 4 B 22 50 R3S 22 5 1y n T
Fiad, JF HAE RIS 2L B0 sh AL o 5 ) 4 6 AL
PEATERIN, BB MR AR |

3 WIBRUR AR E L E I TR G

EhiipN T SN LEEY NN PN R A
INTAAE R, RIS F R - (Beck et
al., 2009; Bustamante et al., 2014; Jia et al., 2011),
ANZE TMRI FWFFE A BRI N 2 5 3R 58 20 W 2%
W ME 35 X (ventral tegmental area, VTA)
22 P9 0 i %G R 24K 4% (nucleus accumbens, NAcc)
MR I 3 VTA R 2 U H R4 M) M)
fii f7 JZ W #% (Chiew & Braver, 2011), Haber Fl
Knutson (2010) R Gi 28 T AR KB IRB: — 7
T, MLk (ventral striatum, VS)3Z 33k A HE
% ¥ )2 (orbital frontal cortex, OFC). Hi4 iz 2
(anterior cingulate cortex, ACC)FHIni f) 22 L 5 5t
J3— 5, VS $5F BI M H 3k (ventral pallidum)
I VTAIE T (substantia nigra), 2 id 3 M 1t
Vi) P4 e o 75000 A% 43¢ 55 1] i %51 B2 J2 (prefrontal cortex,
PFC). Sescousse, Caldu, Segura #l Dreher (2013)
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XoF N UG BIF ST (4 70 43 B e B2 B L 14 3 Bk
XA3: VS, il . &P, &%, BEiEd
PFC §"J 3| ¥ ACC, H 3k VS Fi47 T OFC
A B EOM TR SR IR 4544 . VS (B4 NAcc)
AN AT R 22 B B B — AN OCH T 4 (Haber &
Knutson, 2010; Knutson & Cooper, 2005), &2 7E
S R A F TR B BLIORE 09 4R S Ak X (Knutson &
Greer, 2008), VS JiH A3 T —Ff 52 b A 7 1 42 3¢
AR 22, DA (A A B BT %o R ok 22 5 T, 9
HA5mBE G 1947 M (Sescousse et al., 2013).,

— S TSR R R BT R B MIDT JiEX
TE 4 B R B UM BE VS (B045 NACC) iy E B 2
EFIER Ao B, SHERS SRR 098 &3,
IR FE A 2 AE A R H UM BT B VS (45 NAcc)
1Y 1% 3 W WK (Beck et al., 2009; Wrase et al.,
2007), i OFC 1L i 7% Sh I 458, nT REAME: 1
VS DIRER I oAb, T AEMATE 2 1E 22 B U By
BiRY VS IS SR SR B U SE, T Tl
AR R D VS BOE N E E 5 (Wrase et al.,
2007). 93 —I5HF5E (van Hell et al., 2010) & B KPR
S 5 5 A W R R 5 42 i) 2E AH LU A 4 R 4 5 TR
BrEr NAce, AR . ZEMIZEi% . 22 Al — Lk
WX R IE SIS, B, Bkt . £ 555
[in] ) 80 D B 8 AR B S S B B A ) R R A R
SEAL I EOE B 5R o BIFST Ay 3R A 2 T
BEAE B G DX 1) 15 Bl 0 55 2 R T RRR 8 A A3

AL b 3 R ORI — 28 X I ) 2 U JH A 1 55

XG5S 7RG LR SRR (Blum et al.,
2000). Peters % A (2011) R 5% % BRI AR 75 /0 4
(14 ) FER BB BEAY VS G T 15 o) 25/
T AR, I HIX BRI 2 5 )l T fif
FHARAS R ARG, S A T A 0 1 ok A5 0l
B TR IR SR I L R M T AR IR IR AR
W, BTSN BORAS RE A 5 3 T 7 2 B¢ T By
B V'S 11 Bl Y R 2 0 50 A7 A 1) i 2 TR A 32 B,
B2 LIRHXF VS B BEALR R LR A
BURE R — A R R . X BRI 45 R 3R T i
TRURIRIS WL, BE ] 2 3 ORI % B R 5
AIEACE, DTS B0 T AR L RE A Z R
K A4 % A %€ B M (Robinson & Berridge, 2000,
2001), NAcc HYMBIE 55 B U 17 25 e 1 A OC
(Knutson & Greer, 2008), ff IXFl VS (fL %
NACC) I 1 W AR 3 BT 4 Jo Joa 25 %) 5 5 U A

TR, T RE REUR W BT AU T S P S
AR TR AR B S 3, S T Rl
FRY) o B AT REE .

SR, I3 Ab—SERFFE IR K I MIDT sk
T BB AT S B B B B VS A
HIEEHAFAZES . B, G055 & BNk
s R e BT 25 B BE NAce | 28 TR & LA BT
o PFC MYTE BN TR, AR B R 45 AL B B A i i A4S
TG 5 380 S 2 it g 2 ) 3 2 3 58 (Bjork et al,
2008b) . AT A PR AR A T 2 B A SR B B Wil
VS, A7 RBARAZ AT G 5 A7 A T8 K 306 (Jia et al.,
2011), R # A BURZE BB VS, B
BTSN FEAZ AR A (Yip et al., 2014).
A W5 e AT I BEAR 8 3 AE  OR TU B Bt
¥, MEDsEE . VTA, ACC BIBLIE T/, FEfik
O ER B B A il B T IR0 T D AR R 5 AR B BT
RGBT 2= 6 )48 e E D,
M5 1] K S AR L 22 VTA RBGE K 25
TIUHA By B AT R B RRE 4 A 8 T 5% ] A s T
(Patel et al., 2013), X LERFFY BARIE A R ILAELL
W B VS MIBE SR, (HEESRMEHE
IR 2B W DX T R, SR T ) B R %
HINREZ A RIAEL LR B B, Ah,
Buhler 45 A (2010)f# F T B M Zh LT 55 L8 T 18
IR W AR 25 RS TR 5 A 2 B N 4
TR 1% v %G Bz I3 371 2% (mesocorticolimbic) ik X ik i
MIZE 5, B IR IR A 2 %) 4 R 2 5% 1 i 08l v
BE LA A B TR, e T O A PR R F
FAP IR B W 22 5, JF HAB R AR & X 4
G R IROE TR LL R T TR 1R, X
P s B 2 5 AT A R R — B, R R A AL
T 2% ) (B LRI g AR A, mi e
T MO ZH WA 2% 5 (Bihler et al., 2010), L3
WU T U R H I RE 24 .

RS KRR OB I B 55 20 & BAE MIDT
o, RO E R BTN B VS MBS B3
3 F 1E % 4H (Filbey et al., 2013; Nestor et al., 2010),
MXAD VS W 3 5 RRRfelf FH sk B fifi 2 2 0F
FHE (Nestor et al., 2010), AL, KRR E B A
45 4K [\ (Fusiform  gyrus) Ifil 035 30 B 35 1A%, JF
IR R o TR PRS2 BRAE G /0N M ] 4K 1L B (right
declive of vermis)7e 7 ] B Bt f 3 oh i & 38 0, Jf:
FRRAE T sl S EAHOG, XAV ER U] T 184 KRR
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i1 5 KT /INI T AR B 22 B O 2 R S 1 H
VR4 0 1E 3, AEBR 4G R B Bk 5 K2 S Bl
fi&(Nestor et al., 2010) HF 5T 8 & B JFR B %
AR E I T A E M OFC FNFnas FIg, ifi
1EH 41 OFC Ay #4076 I AH /2 (Filbey et al., 2013), 1
FW PFC — L X A2 5L Th e 2 11 . AR A
9 NAcc FYIE IR S8 . WS & XU AT A
S (Knutson & Greer, 2008), Jif LAix 64k 5L Bk
JRR B8 2B % T P 1 R (4 ) SRR, X Y i T (R
RV, HITE 2 5 N F 3 AT Ry . o3 4h
TEXLFWOHB B VS BYOE S 5s HAE RR BURE
FoR gl & B, 3X T AR R KRR BORAS [\ T oAb
B ) — R I

25 FRTIR, MiXeE fMRI BFFE45 50 LG H
Yy 50 RCIRE AR B FOIN T X 24, s VS (g
i NAcc). PFC My—SEfiix . il . WS, &
WA, H2 H T AR J0 10 S K 4 ik X 19 7 B
TS AE B 2 W T F S B . D3 Ak, B
T3 R ) B T B A AR — B 25 R, UL
RTER BB B VS MBOE . BR T T REAFTEAN
] ) R E A B I T R S 2 AN, R
KA RER LA RIS : 55—, BUEHFAEMHEE
mn, GEEEY) BT S o AC BRI VT RE 23 3 B
FREFI TR (Andrews et al., 2011), 4L
LT WA AT B8 235 MBI 5 45 SR B AR
9 IR R B B sl ) B AR PR . IR 1
B IR A B ] B B o (50 R e 22 42 o] A 2 4 4 R LA
Ko M 15 3 P A R X 3 9 (Koob & Le
Moal, 2008; Koob & Volkow, 2010), A4b-FAIH AY
IR B B3 s ol P A2 B ) A A 22 ) 10 2585 I B B
HHEEZEFERNGERE S =, MIROrEmER, KN
MER W EDEBTHLE TILRENMER
(Sescousse et al., 2013), AHER: XA — L
REFE LN ATERY, B, BF —SH
EAREMERE: AOETE FWES, SRR
il B st AL FERSEE IR R 45 o filan, A 05 & i
S0 BT 457 R A0 IR R LA A 14 T AR 1 T R 4
TER A5 AT 55 b X 4 B R AT AR R I AEAE TR
JNBY BRI BGE (Wilson, Sayette, Delgado, & Fiez,
2008), 2= HHRSN 2 1) Py A8 FH AL 2 25 i) W2 0 2
AR F N TAHC R AR S . XL R E AT fig
BAREmEE R A EEZRNER, WEERMUE
TR P HEZ RN R,

4 MR AREREETREMNATIRE

KA WFFEUESE T W) 5t R N\ 4 e 42 5 T
S AV I R BUAE M S A S R | (Beck et al,
2009; Bustamante et al., 2014; Filbey et al., 2013;
Jia et al., 2011), X2 DI RESZ P S e 2 ik —
A AR R IO {0 S OB o T3S ik A 4 B T
S SIRIT AR ARG R, Gk E
RIS A REAE YRS 2
41 HEBRXBRHESETERNKER

TFF 5% 38 30 2 1 22 B I T 52 Wi i W VB 97 1% s ML
il i, xfJewl TS R R B, TR R
DA 55 vh A B2 BN TAH G VS 1 Bl s iy 4
TR, TERE S It O JE R T A R B A
IR, A G DX I VAT WL 213X b 45 2R (Willson
etal., 2014), KU R XERAE o 53 —W0F 5205
BA A B2 TREED 21 Kok Wi i KRR
EIRIT R IS HEAT T IR, R BAE MIDT
AN JE R 52 IR YT I ROBRARSE 2 A 451 2% 25 SR By
B R (caudate) (40T B R L S T /N | 7 4 A4
R, T B A2 O 58 U A R 25 4 7
HPEAT BEZ5(Yip et al., 2014), EWAIFRTA
PR BORAAR Ty BE Y 22 5715 X T T BTIA ¥ 19 25 BE AR
K, R HAZFFEIATY Y OCHE . TR RIS
A, % BRI FNA 7 25 A7 A6 A G (Brewer,
Worhunsky, Carroll, Rounsaville, & Potenza, 2008).
AW R BAE MIDT 2 Hhal - PR 36 77 1
A9 42 BTN TAH SC I ) 5 IR A R A AR G, AR
T B A A Bl A DR AR A B U (culmen)
T 20 5 0] R PR A B 09 0 LU AP AE SRR G, T
WERARR P O 55 A A 0 2 0 g 5 5 [ 33 2 5 G 1Y
YT IRFFAIOC, MRS SR Be M ik . A0
ARAZ LA W6 W ) 136 501 5 A A 7 DRI PR A, 22
AR Jia et al., 2011), == M58 N X A8 1k 22 A
Fa N BELEFE B i Bt . 59 A BF 5T (Bustamante
etal., 2014) % BLAE MIDT i 2 i 09 iy (BF- 4 22
AR )AL PR e 2 B U B B, A SR
PRI B3 N2 5 IRYT A RS R DGRy Ti7E
SERB B VS T S AT B A AE SR OG, X
—ZE R Jia 5 A (2011) A9 45 SR 2 — B0y, B Ay
VS BT RER M T — o T SARHT 0 P 2 AL
(Jia et al., 2011), FE—ER MR TOIN T A LBCR
PRI RE R S5 14 51097 45 RAFTEARDG, WiFal DIAE
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Ry — AR S I R AR A . bR B g e ] 4 R
BN T ARG BOIRIE U2 V) JUT 2 4E 5
WryR 7 MR, FT LAYE o 4 0% U N R S 3
TR R R IO A G R A R AR . AR 1T LA
T N 1] 3B BRI ST — A e X OC R
42 REINEHAIRE S

— LB 5 A G T X R R BN T R R e
i 300 2 T T A BRI, X R A e U R
(F34 5 JA) 1 F DA R RRAE I (15~19 %) 5
R, BRTAE MIDT 50 g4 AR 55 T B0 By
B BCIRIR BGOSR B R Z A8, I8 K B B RAE
TS N ANFEIN TR BEAEAE RN i 5% (Jager
et al.,, 2013), MIRNHEM E X FPIE & 122 5o T
SR TR v Y, (2 3 W T D AR KRR
A H ST TR 2. 5 —IkR .k
WAE MIDT =Pk B (734 22 4~ A)iyv] R
D] g A A 2 T B B A R TR A 114 35 ) R
{% (Bustamante et al., 2014), #F55#& AN VS i 5h
TET T b Bl 2 39 1Y), (E B BT B RS 18
B IE W B H A, 4, AWM MIDT
713X S BHLTE 58 O I B AT DR D 20 (i T =
> 6 A H)RINAT & UK A A5 1A% L i 5% [0
VTA BBE R EER/N THm 4, miv) = B
ACC G 5 /b, AT R T 20 ¥ 2 1) 38 0% o />
TEB G U B B, PT % DRA 20 A i 2 9350 B 2,
AR W4 A i & A A7 % 72 X 10(Brodmann
areal0, BA10). £V 532 Ml fy G />, ATk A
TR 5 AT R 2 A L AR AT BALO B #40G o
A FEA I 2 SR B BT I R U 2 A B 4 AR
AV I 1 SO0E TED  AT R DR RO 4 A L A
VTA P R, 762 B 0N B Bl = B 21
FRH A ) B e nG R 22 57, FF H S I A
b A ¥ T 3% 0] (4 L% 5 2 (Patel et al., 2013),
W58 A K ST I AN B 6 0 ot s & K3 4
HFUNG X 22 AR B . A, w sl AR G
R AT R AR AR R 1 5R3E P AR R
TEST USRS 70 b 2 TR AL, o] R R
HAE A TR A vhsh M L1585 B = Tl R IRAK
FRAL; W st AR O U I B S A R S =
IEAHDG, FHTHIAE |AHOE 20O C, (HEEA
KIAH) 2% 5 (Patel et al., 2013), FFFYE A JAK
e N R b Bl N KN T 56 R R e 1
RETCAFAEN o R L IRAFSE A A, 4 0 e AT

F1%9 2 B0 T S 2 B R TR I [ A9 R S A BT O
BT REA 258 KA o A 1A SC W T B R D
LRI 1 A R A T T A SR A7 B 2 2 B X
S W J2 1R T SO 3 RS A AT 8 458 40 i S
SEAFE R S0 o DR OR I 75 5 BRI B 45
AERRFURN [ R M S R (B 38, sk A, X2
2014)FE N, o1 o RS N 2 B i D e e 2
TR IR S B — 5T

5 REE5RE

AR SN S A A ) T B N R 48 R B T
FEHAT T BEE NS HT, IR LUE ) RO
BB TN T B B i 2, BE5E 7 ik g
W, FEFRMABAR TY R, (HEAZ
ST ) BIF 58 30 A7 A — S A 4 DLl o 1 g e 1 [r) A
B4R, TMRI S5 RIFBA A I — B0 22 5 i X 3
WAL, B2 RPN TR, 2B AL
[F) 49 JoT e AR BN TR R e M ANTE 2, T
H B — Y 5 B N R BT, B xg
HHBINFIRERY S AR AHLHR R BFTE . X 2R
T FARSRHE— SR
51 #EmMEeKLEMIE ERP AR

FL {4 AH X HL {37 (event related potentials, ERP)
BT 5 — 8 0 BRI 3l (1) AH 106 109 i E
LA fl, BA S ERIIE R, RS IRAM IMRI H A
i [R] 43 FE R4 25 I 3 a5 o X B0 T-/9 ERP 5T
KB, P300 i e %) 5 A 4 ER AU (Goldstein
et al., 2006; Hajcak, Holroyd, Moser, & Simons,
2005; Yeung & Sanfey, 2004); 5341, 4 4RE1HAT
55 P300 AN X 4 R Al k48 X6 45 A8 BUBR (W
& Zhou, 2009). H A X ¥ 57 Uk A HE 2 BN Ty
ERP A ST AR D o AT K RAE 4 B BUAT:
55 IE R AN A TR Ay P300 IR I
J2 7 B B 5 25 (456> 0¢), {HJ AT R R
HE I WA R B Fh 2% 5 (Goldstein et al., 2008).
X — &5 1158 T 5 — W98 B IE 52 (Parvaz et al.,
2012), BFoEE M RIRE ) 4 B2 H AT 55 R BT R
PRI 2H X AN ] 1) 463 B BORAAAE P00 1Y 22 57
I 2 0 AH S (45¢=1¢>0¢); J3 46, FRAGBA 1]
I PRV A6 5 RS B A 11 7T PR A 2 R E o 2
AH Lt P300 I I Al IE B R B A1, TR BT R A
FH 23 318 WA T 4 R B BUBAME AR, (HJ2 5 e okt
R RMEN R BG4 5% . LAk, Kamarajan 55 A
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(2010) A B — 45 S I 1 (SOG) AT 45 %5 4% 1 53 1H: T
0 2 B RN A ik A AR A, R BLTER R
AT B 1 45 SR AR G 67 5 (ORN/NZ) % i LA K&
BT AS 4 R &5 R A5 AT T 45 R AH O 1E I (ORP/P3)if i
B E AT 2 DAAEWFIE & %A 55 H ORN %
W X 4 B B A R ROH R RO A 25 Y
(Kamarajan et al., 2009). I LAWFFE & 1A Ry iX il it
W55 ORN FIMG I I 73 ORP % i (Y B AR 2%
PP A G X A ) 2 5 25 SR g e S0 A 0 R B g 2

BA R R (19 B8R E AR (Kamarajan et al.,

2010), b aRHF5E R BHIERS A n] = B e 3 o 4 4%
B o AR AN TR AR, FTREE R E Y R
BB AR AT R )5 A XS . ik ERP IF

SR EE T W) TR AR B T 45 R B B,

H Hirid A BT 5 25 58 50 TR FAB R Bt . Broyd
ENQOL2)H WKL) MIDT JEXHTFIEFA
BEN T ERP #5890, WFSE T MIDT 7zt /2 ERP
IR —Fh A 3 AT LI —24% MIDT 7
iz FIEA R SR AR 50N T ERP RS
wh, BN SO A HERE BN T ERP ST
52 MIRBBABRENIASEME

N TR BSLIRE 00 KA AR Rl o 8 2R 9 1 A P 2
AN—FERY, EATREEA LFRE, LHAE AW
FESEME, B4, van Hell 5 A (2010)fAIF5E % 81K
JRRAR AR 2 5 W IR 2H K B 7 2 5% 7000 o B 20 3 [l
PRI BN B K, 7E 45 5 B B RR AR E 21 55 Wi A A AR
WKL AH LU AR FE AT 3 B RIS, 2R g
0 DX 25 A A AR FR T BR80T KRR
R0 A R R A A S R R A Y R ke BT
NAcc 7r 2525 Wi o BE A 16 3his 55, i WX — i
DX 14 28 b 2 AN [ BSR40 o A7 P s st 405 174 4 ) i
X o BEAh, SRS ) 25 ELAT L W] ) i o, (FL 2
AN TR 5l B AT 4% A R 5 I 2 749 (Sescousse
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Dysfunction of Monetary Reward Processing and
Recoverability in Drug Addicts
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Abstract: The changes of brain reward system caused by chronic substance use are considered central to the
development and maintenance of addiction, and those pathological changes adversely affect regulation of
reward system, inducing deficits in cognitive performance and daily function. In recent years, numerous
fMRI studies have suggested that there are progressive changes in the ventral striatum and reward circuitry
related to monetary reward processing in people with history of substance abuse, and the change of
reward-related activation of the striatum can be used as a predictor of treatment outcome, indicating the
degree of functional recovery. It has been shown that drug-induced dysfunction in the reward processing
system can be recovered to some degree following abstinence. Further research in this area should address
the specificity of reward processing associated with substance use, and investigate reward processing of
individuals with family history of substance dependent and the effects of monetary reward on executive
function, using event related potentials (ERPS).
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