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Abstract

The purpose of present study was to investigate the decision making and
inhibitory problem in heroin addicts, and to use the mathematics cognitive model
parameters to examine performance in a new Go/No-Go Task of subjects. The task
combined the characteristics of IGT and original Go/No-Go Task. We changed the
task’s stimuli to neural and heroin related pictures, to explore the decision making and
inhibitory reactive function in the task, and compared with control group. On the other
hands, according to Incentive-sensitization theory (Robinson & Berridge, 1993) and
‘Incentive — habit” model (Di Chiara, 2000), the incentive-sensitization thoery thought
that people with increasing severity of addiction get more inhibitory problems and
attentional bias toward drug related cues, but the incentive-habit model suggests that
attentional bias for drug cues will be more severe in the early stage of drug
dependence., but with the increase in dependence and habit to drug cues, drug-seeking
behavior has become automatic reaction, so attentional bias will be attenuated when
abusers get more dependence. Therefore, this study attempted to verify the prediction
of two theories in the Go / No-Go Task with drug-related stimuli.

This research was based on the data collected from the 48 normals and 88 heroin
addicts, using Go/No-Go Task and Cue-dependence learning model ( CD model )
analysis their attention to reward or punishment ( parameter w ), learning rate (¢),
reactive consistence ( ¢ ), and valence of heroin pictures ( 1_Heroin). The result
revealed that compare to controls, heroin addicts had fewer attention to rewards, and
more obvious influenced by drug related stimuli. Otherwise, to divided addicts group
into high dependence group and low dependence group, compared to control group, the
high dependence addicts had lower attention to reward, and the lower dependence

addicts was higher influenced by drug related stimuli. It confirm that when heroin



abusers faced to neural and drug related stimili, their performance in decision making
task was different from cocaine abusers, it’s not only influenced from reward or
punishment, but also from the valence of drug related cues. In addition, the result

partially support the prediction of the incentive-habit model.

Key words : heroin addict, decision making, inhibition control
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AFEHESERZL > 2008) HERF RS LSGRES F AR LY
FI*REARDTED R R GES AL 74 hL o A
Ornstein % 4 (2002) 4= Ersche & A (2006) ‘&2 J£2 /5 ;% F]ié * dﬂz L R
PR Rt ﬁ % attentional set-shift task + Z IR L » 7§ A7 dp 1% 2L & i@
* —‘g AR IFEF ARG A —‘g % (Rogeretal.,1999) > @ + {7k i * —‘g
s 2L RE hibFd B2 42 5 ehE % 7 5 (Lejuez, Bornovalova, Daughter, and
Curtin,2005) - &7 3 BEFHLRE ORET I - Ko d 0D B i M
PRz Am7P 0 AT AR KT -

(F 0 RN F R FRE PR AREERES NG R LT R E
NS H ipk e akdia 0 5 or4 R ( George & Koob, 2010 ; Redish,
Jensen, & Johnson, 2008 ) - G4~ > George £ Koob (2010) %5 + i i€ * 5§ e
PARERAL R ERHELT Lerpf ol MR ZER TR - 2 WA S b

Az FIRUHARM OELR R R G ERAL > 0 ERE SREIF A S R AT
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SREH S AR ERLHAA (¢ FARE g F o T opain)E o Ef
e Jis (withdrawal ) & o s TR > Bt i@ % A L BTV TR A R
Bk A et R RE AL AT 2R RBF SRR AT IR
FHR At ﬁé%%?#w#m@ﬁ b BALR o UL K AR k5 0 Redish, Jensen ¢
Johnson (12008 ) a5 v ik F e F 52 5 ik FI R R f B2 K40 § FIE 4 7 R enlf
ez hfE (craving) @ BFH LR L o Lo rde FAH O A & T H
ﬁm%‘ Rl o A Ee it A sk A e ﬁ”? L% (R EH ) hy TR
WA R T & %ﬁ FELREP R EHAGFHN LR~ Verdejo Garcia, Perales 22
Perez-Garcia ( 2007 ) % I+ 17 4k % e FARFOT e o NS E bl

o2 AR TELRRAL AT > B FIERE SR B B

—mk-

FAR o ARCERMARKAL (LR W] ) o B g e EaR AR

F1E R

-k
T

Y % ek e (response inhibition ) et dp o A B D e T
#F] »l /‘g )é' r‘]%‘_‘%“}"

";5‘ - %ag@gge_?:%—g e17 f+ > Redish, Jensen, & Johnson (2008) %

Volkow 3 4 (12002) §dpdiia i Bl * & chj = iEd s o a5 e Bk

-k

p)

7 & 5&‘%& "‘Iﬁ'& ]

Bt sk TSR et LR o R TR K - 17 A

72!\ “\

o+

LRI R EFFLG 2 R ol ARkt 7 ER R BB GAd
s b E U R Bk TR R HMAT - BR P MRS

F R AR AT AR WS LS R 2R TR S R amndert i A L T A B
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A4 L% P =2 4 7 =
I8 ERE ORI

BRSBTS A - A e S d 1 op g it B S AR
H %A = 5 = & f w3 it (negative reinforcement) A 4% ( Baker, Piper,
McCarthy, Majeskie, & Fiore, 2004 ) » £ 32 4T
(=) & w35 it (positive reinforcement)

BT Bmeank Rins 7 5 - A5V i R4+ £ Pavlovian 419
P B EERESEYVE R S A2 Pe 2487075 > Fla (S -

?,I‘J?Ei?'lﬁ’”?b VIR N 4\5{2 e ,f,qt,,, g;f,}t ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁaf&é mﬁiz frez gl > o8 o

TR FaRE ) 2hif g 7 5 ( Flagel, Akil, & Robinson, 2009 ) - d&3 3
Bfomyait > gd MEF Y28 B REFHNELFPHRES €7
~BEP AN o R @AM E (Bl ) AL H G B sETR
(incentive salience ) flj ( Berridge, 1996 ) > @ # 7 & {85 F {4 chdt %
EHF BRH R E BRI » (oriented )Z 5 i #4487 ( approach )
7 PARRIBRERP PR Rl 4 T Taka g F RES
7 % ( Flagel, et al., 2009 ) o d p+7 v ofd ¥ 245 4p B AR o g 2
( sensitivity ) = #|I ity €& i d - FHPL SHEHHER
A0 BE AR 2 AR Mg E g 12\1:}%:})%%21 Benh e i3 eihg 2 o

195 8% —atg * 2% ( incentive-sensitization theory ) ( Robinson
& Berridge, 2001 ) 23R it * SRl B 8P » B+ L F]59 0 B oard
REOB g LHR Y FAIPI P oS o Fla Ry RPRY LB f
>R o X R RATR R E R ik 2 BAp B hvh g M
d ZE 5l en e ALAL S A S AT It ((neural sensitization ) v % A%
FE e g P g R g vk P kS TAPM R R R AT

BAF G ZEREAR FFHEF (incentive salience ) > § 5 X £4F & ¥

12



NN B LS ot KL E SR E S AR B e B R ( incen-
tive value ) > Fiz® f]gcdF WAk LA A W 4v o B H (FeE 4 ( psychomotor

activation ) T #% % @ * g # #4% ( incentive motivation ) > B 4%
PEAMMRZ RS ARG hf B @ > Fla LR gataangg (e,

ArR 1 5 sensitization ) o FlM - L BHEZ AEFPMAZY TF S L P

A
o
¥

PRSI TR AR R 0 PRREESR R € AT BHHES BT Fla i
o E REHDEL o

HH AR 1Y I T4 i & - f& Pavlovian conditioning ( fj—p i

s )enE Y frAr Tl AT s - RS E RenE a0 AT ke £ FHA
N s B -1 EF RV RFRDEY B (FE-F k%) ( Ostlund
& Balleine, 2008 ) i_Pavlovian learning # 4% 3|1 & & ¥ chf 42> F#* Pavlo-
vian learning ¥ €1 & & BE ¥ B A2 4aFF EX o

Tiffany (1990) i » 2P 7 5 F & H3E K59 chR Y ﬁ*u? PRI R AR B
HenFER R FLRR G SR G AR B R A T B
R*GEFLAMA B DE L ARG P S EAY R AR FED R BTY
FloFrEELIRL-BYRFRLE P EFL GRS B AR
(Tiffany, 1990) -

Di Chiara (2000)4 #1— BH KA S4B ehb B 5 ¥ AL+ 7 ARk
vk d o b BRSARET R Y A anrF i d - & Palvlovian 0 ¥ A
Ao AR FBERPE Y FAEY RN ORE T Y (reward ) Gk
B Tt Ap M AR ARER S BB 0 Flt BREER AR R € AR
PR i L F o Aol B SATR R ATIE R LR RAEE BRI
( incentive responding ) > &3% 4 & ¥ Ar421 & ¥ nucleus accumbens shell #
fo i se 0 2 the core eE® " M B Aa LR IrE RS L2

Mk e AV RF B 1 5 F BNV L £ the core of the nucleus

13



accumbens 1% T RER G M o SN RRL W F KX LA T AL HF
—% # ** $5° ( incentive-habit model ) ( Mogg, Field & Bradley, 2005 ) -
BEEN S TRIAEBEAL FF VY ROESVAE S AR Efoaps
o Fi F o mafka R LGy arck s Fla A2 0 FFEY (incen-
tive learning )> L BRI € A2 2 i * Fp g s>t - 1 % ¥ & Robinson
22 Berridge gk 2 Di Chiara 25 > % ¥ '"=Fi 4% * & a 2 $7ek
Wos WROBFOFFEEY > FIBML O LG o B I EES AR o]
AERTYREY (habit learnig ) # =+ L& Fr B2 F 44 18 %

R
a

PEEAEEMERALGS F o M- BHAR BV OFEFEYERBE

Y REY RIER A SAPM At p e mA2FE G B

7% o ¢t > Di Chiara (1998, 2000, 2002 ) 3257 @4 kif cdedn &2 iFis
BOBFEERY o B AR B Y AR T E 2R A feerd d o

WEHE VIR AR LR P AT N A m%‘?%%‘ e R (i

P EY A ( LUk R LEPAAMRE AT )N el
$PMWﬁﬁ%F@@ﬁﬁ%é?ﬁﬁ@:%ﬁ%*$&*¢%ﬁ€’%*%%
hizde e KX 3-8 DpF i 2 FLEEFFPMAE DR B E ke

FHRPE > PR Z DHFAdp BV Ed > AR ET LR AR

A AR IR Y S 0 B F 0 A i ) 0 B
Frorsl g R A A P Rk B U Y B FLIORAFEE Y L &
( Cox, Fadardi, & Pothosl., 2006 ; Mogg, Field, & Bradley., 2005 )’;FK

MR EFE AR S L4 R ERG UM RFF P AA R S HRE
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THEFPRAEE N - Y wotl—F &Y ( Robinson & Berridge.,
2003 ) v 2 5 FRAFHPY NIMDME AL AF B DT g Ttk PHES
APMALE hF R S o SR R L RARND HRA BE S o F B B 1 Ak
FEETpE i > BAER] § B4R P P R BPRE LT EE ES P R
(Tiffany, 1990) ¥ - > @ - & ﬂwb 5O AL E S N BB AR
IR > TAR Y B ERD BHARR Qg F e YRR R A 4 ik
oA - AT EIE I RFF VR o AR B EH
Rd B ALt v ORE A A e A - FV gt (DI
Chiara., 2000 ) - Flt o0 & ¥ ik 5 - fEA R > 7 BFR5 - A5V B (Di
Chiara & Bassareo., 2007 ) -
3 BE B I S R A AR PRS-V R ES A

BRET T A AR A F AR s 0 FlR B B ESF MR R 5

THEEREFE RTEERERE THEBHOILA ) BT PRIEEL
314 PR BR oA A4 # Y EH 17 5 (Robinson & Ferridge., 1993 ;
Field, Mogg, & Bradley., 2006 ) o & i &8 e+ Pod% K ARATR > S e o > B
%"g?hﬂ’lfi’%%#ﬁﬁ%gﬁ?@'lﬁiﬁgﬁﬁéﬁiiw ) T AR R B2 {8 ATR (Y
S g FERPTAL e FRERRF (Cox, Fadardi, & Pothodl., 2006)-
Flot o AR VG IER  HTE R DRI AR RART F 0 B HES AP M AR AT
A2 I R4 kA% ( Mogg, Foeld, & Bradley., 2005 ) o 354 % ff it #5¢
BRIz o B einis ) » B orilgfah g v 100 BRI E S 4 M AR 93
FEFM S T B ARRE TGS K oa A Bk R Y B g T 0 e hrer
o F B RE 2 Avp g W enmig o a8 P prsl g & R T | B ( Cox,
Fadardi, & Pothosl., 2006 ) o Flut » 3£ ¥ ff 1“ BT R > Y If 1t chE S 2
o TEHREFORGRRF D HA LA B R R AR M

#=( Mogg, Field, & Bradley., 2005 ) -
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PR S TAAM R R ERIE PERK - kg BILE A BFIF Y
P RE AR R R R g H AT E RIS D
A i+ (Cox, Fadardi, & Pothosl, 2006; Field & Cox, 2008; I. H. A. Franken,
Hendriks, Stam, & Van den Brink, 2004; I. H. A. Franken, Stam, Hendriks,
& van den Brink, 2003 ) o p# b3y R ARFHF R L L HF—

VRIES P ARl By SEBEMNIL A BRFIF Y FEF LR

3% o Ryan ( 2002) f1* ¢ ¥4 =% (Stroop Task) # MiFped 2irdlies 2o
HEWEAR M e RO R 4 i Y BRI RS BEAARS F ol gy
P ik g A2k + AX® o Jones F 4 (2006) fI* PR ITEHE G AFR AR
BEEEELEA FIR SR o b AR TR SR S F A
RAZZ 0 LR kvl AR p AE( Bearre et al., 2007) - @47 § ik %
324 4% Robinson £ Berridge #7# !4 % —agf i 1236 o

@ Mogg, Field and Bradley ( 2005 ) #3397 #ri& (7 ehid L 4 ek

FpArEIApFr chlgh o Rl 2 f&?*?«f‘}ﬁ%i’ ST Y IR AREOT I e 0 R

*mkf

FFPE AR M TR LR A RF o RE IR IR X ST R
B2 58 ( Lusher et al., 2004 ) - ¥/5 2 5182 - ok i@ * FAFT 2w RER
Ml it d Ffech gy > B A RO AN RS R R B
Ry i e gi;‘ﬁ » BEoT T MR ML R 4 RiEenit ) (Gardini etal., 2006 ) o
A AFFFAE VR GRS RS - Y R R Y RaEE - $#0- &
AR PAETE (TP A SR ) SR g RTE T AR RO IE R AURTE 0 EAK
TR S AR M Tl NI R 4 I EahiEA) ( Townshend & Duka., 2001 ;
Jones et al., 2003 ; Bruce & Jones et al., 2003 ) & F| & g 3 #7ig *
R REE DA R Y AR EL e TR T B RS DI
Chiara epg 7 & L FFHF TR P Ekho» ¥ L EFF VR armp e

LRy = 1:/%”, @ TR 0 7 @/I;Jq‘% N7 d F TR kdrk s T
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i § 73 I (Verdejo-Garcia, et al., 2004) > FIrEZ & L 57 B %3
foRp T AP RGRER FRR A RS IR R
Bk e g LR A R ardladlst g Mg (Field & Cox, 2008) - fe#rd
Foalet a2 Arde A T 0L G AR BT G DR B e PR R hIL R G

i e g% (Moeller & Dougherty, 2002) -

(=) f w3 ( negative reinforcement )

B e SRR 0 k0 R REEL ) 3 R ERNBHERY S TLL
TR E By ‘T fWigehgi2 > &~ f&f =%t (negativereinforcement ) A
4% ( Baker, Piper, McCarthy, Majeskie, & Fiore, 2004 ) > "& 7% %%~
AHETRA ATIE ) B i € M 4 BAHS T kY (Sinha, Fuse, Aubin, &
0'Malley, 2000 ) 2z BHE$S Fap Mt & 4 K% ( Field & Powell,
2007 ) -

Baker % 4 ( 2004 ) A% EF i el e T HBHOERE
( reflective process ) P # BRI Z 4 7 i > Ft 3 5 X35 T ip b
flgecnt 3f > 2 d 30 F L AR R S IR 2 P & S 42 ( reflexive ) > & &
BEAZ A F 7 BRI TARIDFAR FlUt s it 1 k(7 5 cBechara~Noel ¥ Crone
(2006) » #& 27 g pRBE > B PR A EHRE LRI RIS B L SRS
P - AR ki (impulsive system ) - &#f 2 i=4% ( amygdale ) ¢n

RS AHA B A2 wB MR P Rt g Skl o ¥ - BRI A
F R ks (reflectivesystem ) » i #gpEoE T 5 2 A > 30 2
BT S gk PRl g Fheen fi Ry ¢ B8 B4 o-Bechara ¥
A (2006 ) i R I FE BHAZRBERORESEFAR 0 T i
Eifrd SR EHMAE R L LRAH NS o EER S BHEE S LR

EUE B et LU AL I T

17



AL ag it ¥ GRS R AR AR R G o F T RREE

#¢@ﬁm?’Wﬁibﬁgﬁﬁwwﬁg%$$%ﬁﬁﬁ%$ﬁﬁﬁ%’ﬁ?
RS L L R R A SR S T MR P ] R R
FINER AF 2 - o R ERBEE AR EH DR EF SRR E AR

o TN AR RS AT R R 4 AR o
R¥ipEARE AL {5 adBe 75 B SH Fedlirdl# i 0 24395 Di Chiara
FE VARG T SER A (R %ifiﬁifi%‘ ) #®/® incentive
respondingeiffFfx > H3TEL AR RE € 7 R P BT AR F B0 Tt BREYH
5 B A W i R4 i 6 R R Sl i 4 GRS o AR F B o AR
AR B RIRAZ R LR F P i ¢ E b % 5 habit-responding - # AR B AL ©
EPpwiabph it fiEatd a2 L F 35l g Pap g E ( AFF R
FROFTUER B L HELAPMA RN ERNIL N EALE S D

BT BEFARMRE OF ] > AL RFOR R § R

N

R Rt A Up gyl
Frdldp x4 2 b oo

AP LR EpS 0 BHGCHEAE A YRS B BT S opARY
S TY LR H BT B R NI R 2 e E R
TAAFELImRAL - 2w i & e ip 1t 3 FEELEE > P A fRTEA L B
R FNdRET L DALAF Y F R 4 LA R o AT A
AR AR I 2 AV R IR o e B FERIA R T s A R Pl

M E s R o
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B S F Ry - A2 AP T 0 L & £ * lowa Gambling
Task (IGT):i 312 » B 7 B 53 RE) ,Qﬁ AR R e gt (TR hd TR
0 E8 7 3 B 4 o Stout £ 4 (2005) 4% HIEE EVM # R R
FlE L ERE M R TS A RPHREREE DT E 28R

N

R R AT AR R A T UEREE G omE W 2 T

.j

e )R B GT L OE R TR RA G PAN e e ERE LR
ACRP R AT ABR S 0 B A AR SRRAT Y RS RE Fleik R
AT dow e - 0 2 fIY BOR RS AT eh BB T AR R B T Sk
2o FRRARY dniie s SIS o oL N ER S T ERD D %
R Aeh B LA B R E K AR T F RO Ao LR
SRR AT A BT D S R A R T R i U AR el

it o ¥ — > & >Yechiam % 4 (2006 )# * Go/No-Go Discrimination Task # 3 CD

x\“‘.

AR R RRE TR 25 & IGT £ Go/No-Go
Discrimination Task = iﬁ SRR PR @ 2 AR E Bl a0 (e FRE
FHREY p A dlanET 5 o wis* Yechiam % 4 (2006) %= 1 = 2 0 3534 R )
S K ik AR Pl Ak A )
el A L SN0 T S SN R R R RES AR S I
WHEHEFSRE D T 0 T A P 2B Ol L g B F >R E b B 24T (7
SRR RS L ETER - YRS 2 3 Y R

T ERPNER A S 2 - 0 AT ¥ A% 4~ Go/No-Go Discrimination

Task > 43474 72 Fl1 = A f il L2 drdlip 4143 < DI EFAp M SRR PP -
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RIpd s — R THh TR TFH S E RN 4 Fh Az
TR R AT F L € v’kfikitw&w’#%ﬂ%¢ﬁﬁ AL
AR (75 PR R H e R PR S HER MR P RELLY R
e g FlEt s £ #4995 Di Chiara ## —4 4f i #58 > ¥ M3gR S Rgi- 8 (&
AR B I E S S Ap B T e R4 B g P B D Frdlindla 4 g
Moo dpk B AN A RFARRS F0 T BRAAMAE R LR b
pE il fEARE d o m AR A G F R E(RBRET) TR T
FRIBW? ELHEF MR RV ERDIL S LA LS DT : 0 HE
AR M AR DR ] o LR A BRI R 6 A PR R T endr 4
Frogs o MR- B RR R T AL S S AREERF A e R
A FERC A EE AP M AR R T i R T Fe ] A o

WK AT AR P - L CD BIRHCANE ik T E RS k|
FAed o AFHCRERIek FiRERY 0 XD OR TR 2R
ARG A > T2 e » BH ARG AR B BHEF MR R

Wengk o AT Tpaon e (PF) & f e Rk (Ad) BFRELRFRL D

SR HP LR B e R e A B P oehs R ER S Rak
EARR $H5 L TR E ALK B gt el gl s R o R E SR 2
o AR TS R E &&%ﬁﬁﬁﬁw%” R RSN Ry o
A FIAR BB g AR IRGE gl AE T & S SR
VAR R BRE R @ gt SRR E R R AL FIR S AR R

el a4 e
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A

SRS AT be R E AR TR ¢ T sk K s g

EIEE R RSP S S N LN EIE NGRS S

2

RAEPE ALEHEY FHRDRET > F %A R Yechiam % 4 & 2006

£ &3 IGT ¥ Go/No-Go Discrimination Task e se 12 i3 e i€ * cnf gcif 1o

AL FIR S S RSB S R Aeled Tlge o BB S - AATA i e 8
T R R R R B S AR S Rl gl AL 0 (E R ]S s § N ER Y

A e mRY4F RIF A w R O VR AR (TR E Cue)ﬁ%éﬁdﬁ%”r
Y B RAF BT OREMY B R T BR RF RR €T Good
Bl 52 Bad Bl & 7 x AW dEd 53R FIApRE B Y (H) 2 B 3ky fHF 2
(N) > Flptflpedftes e s e faggdl > 4 % & Good-H -~ Good-N ~ Bad-H ~
Bad-N- & %% » LB FRERIFE Y FLE 0P g g > HAR4
TR FHYHFLER I RETEFTRELT o EHFERPREREHF LT o
AR AR A BT U - F 0 B2 AR AR AL T RS A
FEEZEDS Lo Ktask TEEARFI T EE DLW ERE R o AEEP
S BRY BEAE AL BRSNS BRY Y0¥ 0 Good [l H#-
LA = o Bad BRI E R S Y P A REIRYEEE BB FRNE
VoA ] R R OEE A o R B PR € BT Y B AT
o5 e

AR Senp hi kPSR (Good/Bad) ~@%Y #d (ARFIRY /P B
P)MEGRHE (EFEKAFLAERK ) HRRATREDPE Tt
F 3 enik 4f ¥ #3)( Cue-dependent learnig model - CD model ) A 45 % 4 fe st
TE AT > U S Slick ot = AR R K Eran e F R o0 ¢ HpY

>

Pt ~EV F & F AR VR - BRLEPF M D
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$et 2 (R LAER FF M gn CD 03 ) RS BRI H 7R
fAf4 o GRS N R TR ol AR s e

~7 7 kygYechiam® A ( 2006 )= CD $55% #7474 & Go/No-Go
Discrimination Tske % 38 IR frfe S8 f258 » 28 Ay srR P enir 2w

;E_"_%E%;Q ‘fé"" W%j&gt\¢ é/ﬁillﬁ Cﬁﬁg( "J'E”~\.§r-—l?:

(1) #p ¥ (Reward) £ ®) (Punishment) i@ L& 4ci8 58k

(‘the attention weight parameters )
v, =w=*R,+(1-w)PR, 1)

195 EVM > R4 &% = E g prer g 3 s R o AL S H o v Lt
=9 i 0 R AeP, et E e ¢ e f oA w A s fE R

B g l-w A H Rl et R Sl e

(2 A& &k IE F ¥ 3] (Cue-dependent learnig model » CD model) : # - % %

RAVEEY Sk

e B ilgpa R 2 A d DSk o FBRIATHUEHRPF 0 § L ATH T
PO R ) R E AR F IR s - BAREINA A 7 AR
W st g o~ T o TGo, i B g AR @ A Ll TNo-go
hE EPERIX § 5 A FE (e 85 g GohF epE o Y g A7)

Ao

E,(t)=E,(t-2)+ ®#5,(t)*|v(t) -E,(t-1)] @)
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—\

E(L) £ AtE 32 ¥ a2 i ATl 2 8 AL Sl 2 64t SR

AP E PSS [v(t)-E(t-1)] (Bucemeyer & Myung,1992 ; Rumelhart & Mc-

Clelland, 1986 )+ H £ 3|8 ¥ B3+ % il ¢ PP L ¢ 4 50F|12F > 4 Az >
£ £ P BATREF PBERS > 2B S5O B oo B g BT

‘ot g i Rihcue (PR ) € X FliEE B Y o A cuerng R TR R o
Flt e~ — 1B #E % 38 (dummy variable) 5j(t) st aE § R Y T eficue e
£ F Ak cue LA RPE ) 0 R01 6 HREERI O #0004 L
o FAFHEIFI P cue TERTEL NMAR cue F BREERE - 2CD
Ay P PRV R F AL RT3 EERMGED gk F]o#
Xk GERHEE 7 TGo) Fajey (payoff) LF T m & =03 F g (EH#
# f&42 > Nogo) PEx £ - fhehre AV HCAIY - EF RPOE YRS (A 5 £ T
FEERE) ¢4 2onission GEF @ 2 F &) frcommission (7 3% F @ &

[z

BB e i KR A 2 9 ot R -

(3) EHEF G- R DEHE- R (choice consistency ) 4k

EXp“’t'EJ K(t

kZ:;, p
o0-{550] 3)

E(NOGO) =0

PriG(j,.t+1)=k]=~

AREPERD RLTW Y B L IE WY AGR (F k- R
R E R ARUR D L A R R RNEHT Y 0% 2 0 PR &
Bk TR 5 Eot R (k=1) 27 gk (k=2) WY i fed ke

ﬁ?ﬁﬁi’éfﬁ_’ﬁ f;"; 5 Zﬁ_%ﬁjﬁ};ilgql”ﬁ_()o Tﬁ%‘ei‘i'J‘ ’éﬁ—}’(ﬁ_ﬁﬁf@_ , %\,-’-‘r‘fﬁﬁg

—x

RECEH S b NER O A RO T REDLE - O R E A G R
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F0t 0(t)=(t/10) 7 £ gt %1t o c B i3 -5 P HF 550 B 5 - RiguR
Boo KA BRI Ao S en= 5 L EFERA e HEH - RIESE R
C EAXL P- RIFAXF o

F 1954 % At i (incentive-sensitization) £ 3% ¥ ff 1 #53] (lincentive-
habit) - /& 7% FIB] & Tl s RS BB F 1 AR aniafdeY By Hi2
foif o § R RE LB F o %8 #CD ) 0 M i IR R ek § e

%#U_Heroin 2. » B3 3" 5 2 7@ 5" dhip B 0 BB EDE FApEX ’élﬂ

iR LR EAE 0 A EEIRY PP BT AP AT R
FEBZ AR EEE] o A1 2 S T WA R

Higeeis A4 5 FH MBI CD #3] » 2 A28 4o

(4) AR TR Y EH - KM (choice consistency ) ¥

0+ _Heroin
exp ¥
Pr = E9+I_Heroin Ee E(NOGO) :0
exp ' +exp

=Y @

S48 1 40 3 ¥ E RA EV 8o ;8 (Busemeyer & Stout, 2002 )0 > 47

;¢ 2 %k p Yechiam% + (2006) %% &4 & ¥ ##-3] ( Cue-dependent learnig
model » CD model ) (3] - ) @ > #25% 4 F 4 » F5 M Tl CD #3] (+
FLHEFME g CD #3] »¥H3 - ) FOowW Ao Sl &dp
Hp (gain) Apst g (loss) i d o ¢ Bl & HEV L AT
ATEY 2l CENIEHERT i Mg B2 % @ | _Heroing_% & F]E &

P W E > 4 Incentive of Heroin & £2. o FJpt & » X 2K f AR RS Y WA
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(W3- )P 7EE wo g2 ez BREE A RS LA TIR Y S
SRR T ARl £ A B R A N AR IR Y W 6o R Rl
TR MR AW s Rl m BB BB D Ecehen CD A (BRI 2 )¢ o
FEEREEEF EESEE & S W g c 2| _Heroine i g - HT
1% BILRE (482008 0 20020 L TE ) WS S R Fr I ik f AR o
R R BT - AR R TR R o RS e » B A T
#re7Go/No-Go Discrimination Task: L4 & » & R4S d 424 w2/ j8 5] 2 e X

G AR HPE A ARSI RS Y B F RE XI LE I ER Y

B¥O(E-HRARFer@aBEERLS S8 ~ a2 1t gyl

EARBE  AREIRAMEATERTFRYF ALE REAT L
TR Y N Y o AR 6 MM P TR S i &
Ee REE VE IR SIsE
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(- ) Go/No-Go Discrimination %%

AT G MARFARMA RS B (998 )y 1 Lo Hpg
g N E Y MR R AR RN R B P % s ((international affective picture
system) ¥ 948% - Ay chm Ay ¢ @ * Bradley & Lang (1994) # & ¢
B AEE £ A58 (Self Assessment Manikin ; SAM ) » H 3 & p enp 3t % B35 T
R38N g f BRI E B AEN AN RS s o BIEAEP S FuE
m}f] Befe R ~ PREh@ B R L2 g AT g4 adz R > Franken etal (2003 )@ *
A F S BIAEP REPEFAEETFIR oA E R (R99)TEF Aple 7 b
¥t 48 FRAE TR S 2 45 KR Y B F 4 J‘zgﬁfé_’tw'l“,f 3 sépix;ik—g\,g;f]
B2 DB EARR Y B E LTRSS BB R 1 LR P 45 RjR LT
B "2 45 %P MBP AFFEY P cnd BRT 4 5% 5 & 45 &8 F)4p
MBI Y Y o iR SR R A e F 0 Y R R RO AR R Y
BPrxg 8 FH&BY o

AEE U E A e 8 B Y v p AR A AE (Self Assessment Manikin ;
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BERMEEORE G o d BERAGCI S kA 1 T 5 BFRB o
A pARR B 0 & it 7 Wy posn A w5 1 4 F=x % iy Pt 4 2 WA
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AAREENFLR t=1414>p<05 > Ba¥- LA a3 o pdt P RS AarslE L

WEERREFSEFIRT 3 v A AR5 EE—’_'Iﬁ?J iR EFLE 12660
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G#cL Th xR P g 0 & £ 8 DSM-IV-TR 2 4+ Fr ik dg L 7B p 5 & Ap M > Ie PR 2T
AR FE R BT AR TS ARG e RE TR S A R FlA e E
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FREEEA L F13 4 Y rp] EXRFHRERY P TR T AR 55
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WHF e RO g% AR ERRGF 0 BT 0 DDQ hp 38— KK
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SR EEIE > LR Y F N A8 G 0-3 A 4 fdRE A R AR AR
FoMEAL 063 Ao B G AP S HE A E LN M- R ®5.925
B AR AT NN Ko B5.930 £ 9P L A B HE- g Bl R

5030 b A BWE AL o
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AP T A SN R o
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£.98-1.000 # FALEE =0 B - RZR.97-99 B A Y i~ AT
FAAE RS P - REARFRL A Ao BT E AT o RIRZERIGR A
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toB 42035 176 2 (p<.Ol) ; 2rc® = 4 pl4ph 420.38 2.78 2 (p

<.01)

38



B Bl FE R
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FHCA ) PAIC B TR SRR i fe B o FZ A hAIC ERE & R
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FrAz o BinAr BT R AR R EFR A4 e

FONARE AT F IR R~ B S BON R
2 it 4473538 SPSS £ A4z $o i ( Statistical Package for the Social
Science )2 T AL 0 0205 Z B FRE 5 R F BER A WEFRF LT AT E
A e RN M AT R A D AR R RS
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- R A DR ARG IR KT AR LLEALE A U R 0 Y
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'
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ARG EELR > FQ2133)=78p >. 05

BAFT 5 0 B EE Y 0 KEEE 69 4 (R4 HKe50.73%) o < KX
48 4 (3529%) - kG 16 ¢ (1176%) din % 34 (221%) & &
BOAFHE B o BoA (5 L A 420 A R K ARG § MF LS
7°(1)=19.63 » p <.05 Cramer’ sV=.38 o & #i% 2 Flui & F kif oLz

e Bz W AMIFRE Y F B E LB 4°(6)=2159p<. 01:Cramer’ sV=. 28

B4l R E S G

25 EAE A S5 np L Fle A A o pE
Bile Ak Tl B kAR G
(n=48) (n=88) (n=42) (n=24)
M=39.04 M=40.81 M=41.33 M=40.54
(SD=9.76) (SD=8.36) (SD=8.26) (SD=8.13)

E# Al | oA A A v A B/ A v TN

30 & T 10(208%)  9(102%)  5(11.90%)  4(8.70%)

31~40 &  17(354%)  37(42%)  19(4524%) 18(39.13%)
41~50 & = 14(29.2%)  30(34.1%)  13(30.95%) 17 (36.96%)
50 &b 7(146%)  12(136%)  5(11.90%)  7(15.22%)
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A ] A v S A A el A A el A v
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Crr'}

i W R
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S ¥ 28(583%)  20(22.7%) 10(23.81%) 10(21.74%)
s 1(208%)  15(17.0%)  7(16.67%)  8(17.39%)
& 1(2.08%) 2(227%) 0 (0%) 2 (4.35% )
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AR

10 & (7.4%) > R

14 (0.74%) « & e jek ek 47

g T SRR T

o h
¥ 54 (38% )

344 2B A E25% 24 A s (FHMEEE

B
¥ (17.6%) -

£ 16 4 (11.8%)
EhE 4
DFRE CREFERELE 24 (&1 15%) KE 2

| & B A, R L & A4 o

SRR AR T E AT e R Tl AT 2 ¥ £ B 2%(12)=33.03

D < .05 phi= 493« F#js & Flim A & F Rif e Mg o Bz 2 ABE
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s
»
S
R
e
W
.
-\-),\,_
ke
=2
\:H{;:
Tk
o
i
hy%
EIN
=
N
NN

FER L GEE o A e

L F A S ek

e L T B iRIE e G2 v
(n=48) (n=88) (n=42) (n=46)

S0 T IR CE N CE RS S TR
EE 4(83%)  12(136%)  7(16.67%)  5(10.87%)
¥4 3(6.3%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 0(0%)
# 1(2.1%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 0(0%)
1 5(10.4%)  29(33.0%) 11(26.19%) 18(39.13%)
# 14(292%)  10(11.4%)  6(14.29%) 4(8.70%)
2G4 R 2(4.2%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 0(0%)
REF 2(4.2%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 0(0%)
i 0(0%) 2(2.3%) 1(2.38%) 1(217%)
Bo¥ 1(2.1%) 4(45%) 2 (4.76% ) 4 (4.35% )
Eh ¥ 1(2.1%) 3(3.40%) 3(7.14%) 0(0%)
PRAR % 9(18.8%)  23(26.1%)  9(21.43%) 14(30.43%)
2k A 0(0%) 1(1.1%) 1(2.38%) 0 ( 0.00% )
# 6(12.5% ) 4(45%) 2 (4.76% ) 2 (4.35%)

v R p 2 Tok B

RS AT AR TR R TR R IR > ik S0E h R R FlenE dL

IR BB A KT T S R R R T > 2

B R R G s G e

BAE AR FES S G

AT o E2d0 5 261 K (R

£=763) H¢ 4 334 (37.5%)% 7|20 & it * i 0 38 4 (43.2% )% 21 5] 30

Fp st > 14 4 (15.9%) % 3L 3] 40 g % 40 2 b3 4 (3.4%) 0 B

TR N EE B FHERD S - RAART] 2 S E Y 520 )30 K2
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B0 1k 80% o #-js 2 Flie o 2 g R B I RE B pF > F RIf T iy Ak
##5 24.0046.50 &k > Mikdg e R T 5 26,1148, 48 fk o & E A Hohh W
B3R 4 450 R BERF AT AP EM FRIR] HFLE

t(86)=1.30 > p >.05 ¢

# 45 AR Tl LR o E AL )

P S I IV S 2

~L ~ 2 '
&L Tl

B ik e

M ik U

(n=88) (n=42) (n=46)

M=25.1 M=24.00 M=26.11

(SD=7.63) (SD=6.50) (SD=8.48)

o EE A Bl f o S NN ARl A vt
20 ph e 33(37.5%) 16 (38.10% ) 17 (136.96% )
21~30 # 38 (43.2%) 21 (50.00% ) 17 (136.96% )
31~40 # 14 (15.9% ) 4(9.52%) 10 (21.74%)

40 gk 3(3.4%) 1(2.38%) 2(4.35%)

ARFEPE S RT AL NFHT B S > g 2RO R B
Basfe f6 o P g oo A G 87 4 o AN o F 634 (724%)
ME FAEET 0 T 23 A B b NF o B A e 264% 0 3 1
(129%) % B4 & Bponjajt Fliod St @k a8 » A8t dobn 30k
Flo A kAR R M iRiE e pE o B kdEed 94 (2143%) %~ 4 0 33 4
(7857% )E #5354 > — X EF A E 5 K ikif e 14 4 (3043%) 4 » 44 > 30
A (62.22%)E Fix bt 1 A (217% )4 # G o & s A0 £ 4-6 0 v
BhAR NSRS FREFLE 4°(2)=213>p >.05 Cramer’ sV=.16¢

Bk FleE RS b o R e Y o b @ 1=ang 16
Ao i A feh182% 0w B2 X % LG 334 (375%) 3= 1=
ch 24 4 (273%) > - * 13 2=xehf 84 (91%) - = 33 4=tehf 3 4
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(34%) > - R 50tk ehg 44 (45%) e d o7 4o A A R EEE g
BAAETF] Y S A R RRNEH - X o oA F RIS MR e B s
AT LA 460 RS B A YIRS L 2 FRIEFLR 42(5)= 493>

p >.05> Cramer’ s V=.24 -

046 ATl REEE AT S

AL T A 2 P

it e

(n=87) ik e i e
KAl F A (n=42) (n=45)

5 3 5% oF SRR oF SERORS
5% 0(0%) 0(0%) 0(0%)

B~ A 23 (26.4% ) 9(21.43%) 14 (30.43%)
RS 1(1.1%) 0(0%) 1(217%)
pER 63 (72.4%) 33(7857%) 30(62.22%)
KR (n=88) (n=42) (n=46)
-t -x 1= 16 (18.2% ) 10 (23.81%) 6 (13.04% )
P S N 33(37.5%) 18 (42.86%) 15(32.61%)
-1zal% 24 (27.3%) 9(21.43%)  15(32.61%)
-x132=% 8(9.1%) 2(476%)  6(13.04%)
- x314x 3(3.4%) 1(2.38% ) 2 (4.35%)
- X 5=t 4(4.5%) 2(4.76%) 2(4.35%)

Az S 5 o DDQ £ # A #icAh 45 0 & kif e DDQ T 354 fic s 11.55
I L 23.67 0 Mk 2 T304 #1285 R X 21.92 vt s 2 DDQ ik 4 #kc
FEREFLR 1(86)=27> p >.00c gL RS 5 0 2 SDS B & A #A 5 o
® %df e SDS enTiom gl 910 R Z 2300 Mikif e T o0 #4430 R A
1.66 v gad o SDS ¥ B R # T ¥ L R - 1(86)=-1097 > p <.01 - it

T LA 4T
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24T AETFEhE A Bl SR RE R A B

it T e B ki e % i 4
(n=88) (n=42) (n=46)
I 15#/SD I 5#/SD I 15#/SD
e 12.23/22.65 11.55/23.67 12.85/21.92
SDS 16.66/3.07 9.10/2.30 4.43/1.66

B 6o 2 mchT o e L8 £+ L4 4-8-d BAI R E chf i A i) o
Wi dlle AR FllemE g A B g ¥ 4 B t(134)=-588p <.01 AR
Flled g iridles o d BDIRIE & o dct o il s Fle g
Wascdlys 28 1(134)=680 p <.01 > BmditFlemB i ileg o %
Pk Tl R AR e KRR e pE s - R E R A BEEF L R > F(2,133)=

1869 p <.01 > = e@ B A B EBEF £ B » F(2,133)=26.60 p <.0I ¢

d 3~ VRGP E B ey d A de(- RBE S HRE) e
el ok $c48.21 A o X 5 11220 A Fle T ok #4278 £ % £ L 754
o e A B D BEF AR o t(133)=335>p <.01 B imdleadrd 2

BV ARETFIER o BB R TFe s 2 B iRIE el Wik BpF > = i 4 A il

¥t

MY LR 0 F(2132)=592:p <.01 L% 4-8-
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FHXRFH A a e AR T s S B P
e sk Tl B REE i dE e
(n=48) (n=88) (n=42) (n=46)
B e T 28/SD T 359%/SD T $5#/SD T 15#/SD
£ 0.00/.00 7.78/9.16 9.07/10.09 6.61/8.17
24 0.00/.00 10.23/10.41 12.38/12.73 8.26/7.32
< < (1Q) 48.21/11.22 42.78/7.54 43.60/5.78 42.02/8.89

P ARRAER P BB o ] BRI 2 T~ RRREE ] F S
T ~fskr 5 0.00-
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o8 FEEERA

% ~ Go/Nogo Task sm 4 F AL F-5

% Go/Nogo Task e = & » A 85 F R&EFSF ~F BRFF O A ET &%
ZHRTH o F REFEF e 7977 Bl Y omission error f= commission error
( Total omission error = Tomi {= Total commission error = Tcmi )~ #75 B & % & 4] 3¢
s error ( Total error = Terr ) ~ /% ;% F]|§] ¥ <2 omission error = commission error
(Homi f= Hemi ) ~ 14 2 @ 44 ] & <2 omission error f= commission error ( Nomi fe
Nemi) > b ot & e et 3o n e R 2 ¥ 0 & 4-00 v gy e 22 7s 0 Flie oh
% 38 error» 3 I A A & F) ] & 0 commission error iE kg F £ B 0 t(134) =-2.15 -
p <.05 - Agor a8 Flleeh s 2 5] R & <h commission error 4l ke f o s ;I}u{
Asirale ki o FPIEEARFIRI S AR FERE S e didt A e
error Pl A A F LB o #a 2 Flo & 5 R Mg epF > LIR= 2 h 2
7% error ~ & &P Go/Nogo Task #12 J&# £ ch4A £ > = 2F 975 B
2 e commission error iE & F £ R F(2,133)=3.20 > p <.05 > Scheffe ¥ {4 +“ 2
AFRES BFFEFLE o AA R IR Y Hcommission error T A F £
£ > F(2,133)=3.70 > p <.05° Scheffe ¥ & - g drdlio s g e df 2 5 g%

£ 0p =03 (p<.05): &fiv $MIAAFRMFLE -

AR R

# 4-10 & Baseline #-2] ~ #-2]- (CD #:3] ) #4503 = ( F44ph Tl
CD #74] ) <7 BIC B erff & 4 o 24, BIC 0t i #0722 403 = cnjaf 4 g
B %t Baseline § ( 44 BIC Ef] ) pdt kot > 34 i fe R b i > BT 4o

» bk FIRL T s hgodc | _Heroin > v BAnfaff 2 i w TR Y aniafae
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D3E GERN S ERE

% 4-9 % ® Go/Nogo Task 15 Ji4s 5525

FERL R o XS Bk Tl A AR Pk
il Ak e B RAF e i A e
(n=48) (n=88) (n=42) (n=46)

T 30#%/SD T 3a%/SD T ac/SD I 198/SD

Total omi 16/.21 13/.15 14/.17 12/.13
Total cmi 19/.17 .24/.18 .20/.14 .27/.20
Total error 17/.12 .18/.12 17/.10 .20/.13
Heroin omi .25/.33 .16/.23 171.25 .16/.21
Heroin cmi .22/.20 .31/.23 .27/.23 .34/.23
Neutral omi .68/.18 .92/.22 11/.26 .08/.17
Neutral cmi .16/.18 .18/.19 14/.14 21/.22
F R 1.63/.27 1.55/.21 1.58/.23 1.51/.19

B i £3F  228.23/48.56 226.65/48.33 230.83/41.05 222.83/54.31

% 4-10 & fa43) BIC & i & 4

-3 M Mdn SD i BIC

Baseline -3 108.25 115.45 15.80 16454.00
A - 82.03 81.54 17.45 11648.59
a3l = 70.16 67.30 21.27 9963.00

AT ERA TRARAER LB ER T AR T AR

YRR B~ T AR 2 BRE AR Y

m

M F LR BHRBET e, g RIS
Mikifepr > e FTESATRFLE Lo A ERATEHRFLE -V R
B AR e AR P TRk RTINS F K AL FELL 6 S 50 g
FPAENFAR  BERBARAAGHFALAE A RPKRERAEHFLAR o Rz

PR AR BHEF ARYEFETLE - RBNAF L AERS IF G e
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i g3+ B & Tl ( Sinha, Ruse, Aubin, & O’Malley, 2000 ) » 12 % #f
P A AR Tl &4 3% (Field & Powell, 2007 ) » )¢t > {8 3 S o ie /F
R R R BT AR e (Aot B RE)PRE . ¥
¥5 Yechiam # 4 B2 L & IGT ehd pF > Pl4e gpd]n #7 2R
('Yechiam, Busemeyer, Stout & Bechara, 2005) > = 3 R4 03541 R T A28 24
SRR o AR TR T AR ~ B (BAlI 2 3k) - 24 (BDI 4 3) ~ % A4
Be( Uy ARAAEPIRIET) Pt BRIAZFPE T A L8000 > F
FF F 411 F o SR Sl Bl i B B FlA 170 N AR ¥

o s RIARE BB B UE S o¥co

F 4-11 w4 hdp B

BT AR L &4 A AR
KT ALK 1 -.31%* - 41%* 44>
£l 1 52%% - 17*
(3] 1 -.20*
T AR 1

*p<.05, **p<.01

\“ﬁr

S Pl e F e A e it i Sl )

Pl (48 1) #iaia T (88 4) AHA|Z hificT oL 4 4-12- 0
Bd e 1 E BB T R SR A 4-13~4-156 0 F R b drdlK
TAE LR BWEAS A8 oA el A w %% |_Heroin $odkc bR R F
ZB onw Rk fliesw fdicT 3oHc 66 0 Bk Flie s w ST 3ok

% .60 B o Al e aw o) 3N E R Tl e F(1,129)=5.10>p<.05 ;@ 41 2 0] _Heroin

\“ﬁr

BT o h -1.66 0 42 Fle o | Heroin %8t i 26 0 Aot 0] wen

|_Heroin -] 3t7% 2 %% » F(1,129) =4.24 » p<.05° S % &7 > 4k 28 - £
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B~ BWE A s BT o B - agrdledgprt o N

S R bR

GTlige s 4 FIR S ek R S Fepli ] T £ L 0 2 T1A G TR Y B PR A

BEnB Y KO F RALREEFLE -

2 412 e fin e WA - FETIOBMERLE L A

L

WL RBH» = a eps

AR T A R

aAle A Tl R 3 ] i 4R e
(n=48) (n=88) (n=42) (n=46)

T 324/SD T 32#/SD T 328</SD T 324/SD
w % #ikc .66/.26 .60/.31 .57/.30 .64/.31
OIS 'S .70/.36 .63/.40 .70/.38 .57/.40
C 2k 2.83/.57 2.95/.62 2.99/.61 2.91/.64
|_Heroin -1.66/9.68 .26/4.08 -.28/5.48 .75/2.07

2413 BREEHETAEE EA B AT 4 Ee Rk ()

Hivwddohs R THER L — %A w Lk

Source SS df MS F
KT AR 10 1 10 1.23
£ & BAI .09 1 .09 1.13
£ 4 BDI 10 1 10 1.15
IR S .01 1 .01 13
JERRRT 42 1 42 5.10*
Error 10.70 129 .08

*n < .05, **p< .01
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%414 FPREPIERTRE BB BEZ S A8T 0§ BT AT (/)

Hinm R s REA VR L BT O Sk

Source SS df MS F
KT AR .08 1 .08 .58
£ g BAI 10 1 10 73
& 4 BDI 01 1 01 .03
GRS S .69 1 .69 4.83*
R AR T .06 1 .06 39
Error 18.34 129 14

*p <05, **p< .01

% 4-15 FEmdlRTAE S BR > RE2 T AT 0 G B BLT(ER)

Hinird o REs TR E L &% c 2k

Source SS df MS F
KT AR 1.12 1 1.12 3.18
£ g BAI 14 1 14 41
& ¥ BDI 12 1 12 33
SIS 2.82 1 2.82 8.00%
FoE R AT 06 1 06 02
Error 45.51 129 .35

*p<.05, **p<.01
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2416 FREPIRTAER  BR B2 AT G EE B ET(ET)
Wi fdeans S/ 74 & & — % %98 |_Heroin %k

Source SS df MS F
KT AR 08.27 1 98.27 2.21
£ & BAI 39 1 39 .01
& % BDI 12.37 1 12.37 28
IS 42.44 1 42.44 .96
FOE YRR 188.31 1 188.31 4.24*
Error 5729.51 129 44.42

*n < .05, **p < .01

B il s g Nipe B AR baniir f ot )

RIRFF AR EHSFFE VRS BRI E Flesikixif L &~ # (SDS)
P P B A - KRR T A B kif ek 42 4 (¢ #ci 850 &) 220t
RAf AR 46 A (P dcs 54 )A B B R At TEF AT F A Bk
HEEREHETLE 1(86)=-1097 p <.01 &7 a4 S8t o frdlle
B R e MR e 2 e R Sl T IO T S0 4 4411 -

I o FEHE SR EE R AN ED Banio i ol ik

ME GRS AR T AR B RS AT s Rrdle

RAg g kg ez e endilic (L4 4-17~4-20) > WA w 3 (F=343-p

C.O5)FMEBFAL > BB O %8 ~C fdic: 2 |_Heroin S8t v AFREF

CHRFHHWREREFFSVRER Aw Sl BRI e g R e
FEMTLi8  p=0l=<0l> L35 > afdl%TaA B ERoTs A

‘LN N lzii’pF'F'& fﬁ“’}}'m/ 44%&;* e E AR Pl LRV S ey
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Ti5% 660 F kAW ST % E 57 Sl B P h R4 P B -

AL R REEFIRTAR B REE A AT BRI R H
AT s RS TR £ — &% w £ 8i(*p<.05, **p<.01)

Source SS Df MS F
2T AR .07 1 .07 .85
& & BAI A1 1 A1 1.30
& ¥ BDI 14 1 14 1.69
IR 3 01 1 01 16
$ R E R 57 1 28 3.43*
Error 10.55 128 .08

*p< .05, **p< .01

#2418 FREFIRTAER S B BE2 A AT R FSREER Y
ATy REA PR L — 2% O ik

Source SS df MS F
KT AR .05 1 .05 34
£ B BAI 12 1 12 87
& # BDI .00 1 .00 .00
G 3 .66 1 .66 4.65*
~ERE R 28 1 14 .97
Error 18.12 128 14

*p<.05, **p<.01
WA RBED D ) BEEA o KBS e BT

SwihT o~ 5EA 5 0.00-

St
i
il
=F
&

ke
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2419 FERAIETAER  Bhc BE A AT 0 AATISREERY
il R R 4 2B c Rk

Source SS df MS F
®T AR 1.24 1 1.24 3.50
£ & BAI 12 1 12 .35

& 4 BDI 18 1 18 .50
CIEE S 2.76 1 2.76 7.80%*
=R E R .23 1 11 32
Error 45.28 128 .35

*p < .05, **p< .01

%420 RN RTAES BB BWE S AT o BT REERY
AT S ey Rl $74E & £ — R %IE |_Heroin $-#k

Source SS df MS F
KT AR 111.33 1 111.33 2.50
£ & BAI .89 1 .89 .02
£ 4 BDI 6.12 1 6.12 14
IR 3 39.92 1 39.92 90
SREBRE R 217.12 1 108.56 244
Error 5700.70 128 44.54

*n < .05, **p < .01

o

~ S cfe error sn4p B
1 #E B Go/NO-Go 1 ¥ k3 i %3 (7 A ) einsr 4 Omission
error = Commission error =7 Spearman #p & - > R % 421> % BT fASE2

T > ¢ %%{r omission error ~ commission error ~ total error & 3L § 4p B ( Spearman
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AP B % 3= -.48 {v-.48 > p<.01);1_Heroin %#R|4= Commission error 7 Spearman
AP M A dcs 57 (p<OL)o @l 5 Pljges &5 8 Tl ¢ BRI Y kF 0 ¢ S lcferT
error 38 & S § A B (p ¥ <.01) ; w Z-dcfr? 1L H] * < omission error ¢ Spearman
ARRE ilic i -24 0 % B AP R (p<Ol);c $dcR] o4 % FI® & < omission error A f
ip & > Spearman A4p B i dic 5 -.23 (p<.01) o & B I_Heroin $-#cp| & fri4 ;2 %) @) &
s f8 error Ap B i Ag ¥ > {ois & FIR] & comission error 3 £ ApB# ( Spearman =
=55 p<.01) ; @ foia j& F| @ % & commission error % i 4p i ( Spearman =.70 »
p<.01) -

- ML FEE A SRR e o AL B Ry aniie Sl
Omission error f= Commission error c4p B 177 » 32 % 4-22>w S8 45 % 7
‘2 {e Total omission (# ~ Bl * P¥) % B2 ¥ § 49 B - Spearman 4p B 78 5 -.29
(p<.01) - ' 7 &% i 7] commission error 14 # » ¥ 3 3R ¢ SHG A irdle
BA kT~ & fAR) T AT W 22 omission error f= commission error § & ¥
ABR S C 2EPIAF IR TP A FAPM I o |_Heroin £8ct > #4251 _Heroin
% ¥ 22 Total omission error & 3 § 4p & (p<.01) » @ 4= Total commission error %
LAPM(p<OL) > =5 Rl ¥ s A B k5 o ¥ R4 e 1_Heroin $-#ic i fr
7% % T B % chomission error & IR 48 B (p<.01) > E qo% 2 F1®) & ¢ commission
error 7= & I+ 4p B (p<.01) ©

R P

B
':EI

Ea 3 o ¢ $#icfe omission

=

error 3 commission error =k % % 2 RE P FAx k&ﬁ v P FARE 0 ¥ 7 A o4
SR N L (PR 3 ﬁd S A T F i o 4 1_Heroin %#cfr omission
error % commission error b @ kg > $5 w2 ;éiﬁ Koo X IR A TFR A B Y
BFARR H 0 TR R FIT R A ILARP A an SR 0 A& % & 0 IR commission
error » Ap & ¥ A% % % 1138 omission error o U A AR B g B A Tk s A R FlAR

ME SRRk o d 2T v £ARFR Y RPN R Y
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fadt TGo | enfi7 2 Bpds F B 0 F)#t F 5 i3 & commission error ¢ 4p %ti$ & omission

error g 5 o

# 4-21 1F % ;é—‘ﬁ 3% - ficfe Omission error ~ Commission error £4p R

w % #c ¢ $¥ C %#c |_Heroin
Total omission -.16 - 48** -.16 -.39
Total commission 06 - 48** -04 57**
Total error 01 L G7 14 09
Heroin omission -.00 -.39** -.23** - 55**
Heroin commission .02 -.38** -12 70**
Neutral omission - 24%* - 41** .00 -.13
Neutral commission -.08 - 47** A3 -.18

*p<.05, **p<.01 -
L AR EDp P EEE A o P RIS S e T o FEEKEE ] H
T~k S 0000

% 4-22 & wx% ;édﬂ" e S dicfe error sr4p B (4P BE 2 k)

W % #c S 3 C %k |_Heroin
it TNV E PSR EAS TRCIENPRR dlela s e it TNV ECPRSCR
Total omi .05/-.29** - 44**[- 53** -.26/-.10 -.65%*/- 25*
Total cmi -.15/ .18 -.32%[- 53** -.07/-.06 58**[ 52**
Total error .08/-.04 - 51**/- 60** -21/-.12 -.20/.21
Heroin omi .09/-.07 -.39%*/- 40** -.22/-.21 -.64**/- 51**
Heroin cmi -.10/ 11 -.21/-.38** -.15/-.18 .68**/ 67**
Neutral omi -.21/-.27 -.36*/-.45** -.18/ .08 -.06/.27**
Neutral cmi -.11/ .18 -.34*[- 54** .07/.15 .26/.11

*p < .05, **p< .01
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EAE R N
GF B \‘z“f \‘:{r\n

Bood I RRHG

F O RATHCE

AT Y RITOL T NIES %“‘“47”‘%”%%‘ (2 )% '+F7 ) B e
¥ 2 & Go/Nogo Task F e TR 43 ] eh 815 % 1] jcid se & 21 B 4 4p B 0] e
PR B LR R RIR LA A T RS T A R eR R IR (Yechiam,
2006) ¢ ZHPE AT FAIRA ~EYVF 2 F R RE AP THEY R
% =47 & ¥ #-4) ( Cue-dependent learnig model - CD model > #* £ 43] - ) » 3 4c
F¥ B RenR F o S E o FF Mg (R TERARY ) kR 0F
BB 7 e B SR Aeic ] o v R i e R 2 R 4 T R IR e A R IR P
#5544 |_Heroin shii03] ( F4 40 M (1§ CD B3] » LTS ) it H B

i

AR TR i B SRS LA R iR B A B Pt

FRFHDRLRER Y SRS (&) PR L LR AR

‘Lﬂ

Bt L_’f"l% [EREIRN I% TE‘:’;"TE{#B'H“&%;?‘—% s M - g £ 58

#] o

i
=4
B

RS R Ty SR N B R T

A~ F M g R el T 2 e

RS gm, bt » BRI IEOLTEE? > 2 X0 K2R Lk
B oAy R PP T o e gp et R0k Pl i R A R RP BT
DR R DA RTIR S PR A A el 4 oo 4 ‘T}“’E“;ﬁ" Wde— i
FAARAST FRA L] TP PR (R L0 F R IR R
F) Fa XA RFRSEEEEE ARGl dlin ? BmP R AT
Ao AR 0 2 FEV S 2 RUL S S AFRLE c BBEE

BB T ik E Ry IGT crdp AT § 47 h o 3 R L B T ak E R K T
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FOf HE Bk o T E 8 - R (Stoutetal., 2002. ; Stout etal., 2004) ;

AR LR e M RN b £ S MR

Foa 3 L RATHPY AT PLL BV FEAF RALEF 0B 3
e T At ~ EH MM E > B AT 35 G LR 0 BRI L TR

F o Bl R E Y o B R e kR LT Ao - 0 T A
Reh Lk it TS HELFCTT R e f AR PF b 815 PR ERE L
B i 3N ATy % 24P 1+ (Johnson,2008.; Verdijo Garcia et al., 2007 ) = 1345
FRILG Y 0 LR ] SR S A M AR £ B AR
BRI % a8 edBIT (7 5 (Berrid- ge, 1996 ) ¥ TRl ¥HAR B A b bl
ST A EEER SRS L ARF Y I A E R L
FFOUTHBRE > g B R FIE R ik RS PRl 4 0 R T Tl

A5 RS RE S R M B TR I R ke f R B
B P S R E R G M P S MR E R 6 S T ke
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