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Abstract

Long term drug addiction should lead to cerebral structure and function’s injury. The voxel-based
morphometry and functional magnetic resonance imaging technique were employed to investi-
gate brain’s variation ever-increasingly in these years. We summarized research results concern-
ing drug addicts’ cerebral structural and functional difference and proposed addictive neural me-
chanism’s development potential exploringly in this study.
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iR S A S E AL TR R —,  H AT N2 RO — FE e SR I I
BRAWAEERE: 1) AW R RIEPE BT A 2SR RE . AP RIR RTINS, B
KoE A . A2 sonE, BEE BRI A R, W7 BRI N 2 J5 TN TSR 7T s L ) AR P 3k
—BRBIRITTIE, ol AW AL IRUR (R T AL R R RREE) SR AT
SR AMEFES] . AR OB SRS W 5 TH (Ersche et al., 2011).,

BE & i G AR 3 W TR R R, AMIESE T 29I A SR X, I FLRE AR A — AN Dy s 4
U BB R A TAEN, ASFMX ) BOLD GRS 2405 B E T 2910 I ik iy i 4%, A&

S B R T A R ASE P AR R A B AR 25 5 i 5 A R B S AR A DG 5T, DA S R R K
St FE A4 G 24 4 %o} i 208 45 A6 RN T BE 7 THT R 52452 28 4k (Hanlon & Canterberry, 2012). & 1 N 25904 —
UL SN X

Figure 1. The mentioned brain regions by cocaine addiction related literatures: Orbitofrontal cortex, Medial prefrontal cortex,
Anterior cingulate cortex, Insula, Caudate nucleus, Putamen, Ventral tegmental area, Nucleus accumbens, Amygdala. In ad-
dition, due to Substantia nigra has high correlation with dopamine system, although seldom concerned, it also has been in-
cluded. These regions have certain connectivity with other regions simultaneously (Hanlon & Canterberry, 2012)

1. AT E AR A SR ST R e B 4 R BB X - FEERP 7 B (OPFC), AU AT &Rt (MPFC), BTN =l (ACC), i 5 (insula),
ER#%(Cau), FT#x(Put), BEMIEERX(VTA), RBE#Z(N.Acc), I (Amyg). FBob, FHRIFEMZEPRRHE
BIMERY, BEREAMEEZERAGHEXMS, FUABEREER. XLMNXER &5 5—LLIhEEHERMKNX LM
B—EKFHIERE % (Hanlon & Canterberry, 2012)



2. MR ESBHRGHTER

TR, ZRE UG VR TO R 29 F . AW & 300 RSORE 2 B Jo A0 R S5 g X e A, ak el
AR N X T 6B 45 X 5 i 2R RIS 8 OV, VR B R SR 45 (Liu et al., 2009).

21. RETXHE

= B[ A DR BRI DX RN SOIR AR T 1 & 2 L X, 6 35 AR B A% (NAce) #0055 [X
(VTA). 2 EJ&R FZ WG E 505 S LM . K2 550 32 ZHLER L 2 B
PR, DR T 9% b 70 36 22 B I 7 AR TR bR B o AR B A R R T 25 DX /IS (FE o v 52 4R ) R BEAR
KF/ATF Lem®, A KM 1100 cm®), i KZ % BOLD 15 5 & K0 #HR 14 2 mm, {HiT4Ek
A — LR T 7T B I 4R P £ W X L8N X 2048 (Sutherland, McHugh, Pariyadath, & Stein,
2012).

2.1.1. M EX

JEEO A o5 X (VAT ) o2t I 22 L0 B AR AES A, e R 2 BRI PSS BRI X o L IR FL 85 4 DR /N TR
X BN e LAAE A I BRAR RIS b R, B AN AESCHR TP . (HA2, RSB i, L5 B
Iy Bl 44 5% (Chase, Eickhoff, Laird, & Hogarth, 2011).

2.1.2. RFE#%

WA AR B AZ 2 B iAol i . ARBBIZIEZ VTA M BAE N RFEZ 2 T /K-T 134
FEAXT SR S IEE AL B AR . TERR B RR, B RIRE R & T R EE A SCERe A, AR
R AZ 0 0 2038 (McRobbie & West, 2013). A SCHRIFFL7E MR &R FH TR, REGIZ SN TR H
W B PR, SYESRIEASC. Rk, RN FH IS (reward circuitry) AR BB A% 50 7 BIBE 2 R AT R [A]
RO, H A2 2498 R 5 IR B £33 hin(Pontieri, Tanda, & Di Chiara, 1995).

2.1.3. gURHk

—BET] A R SRR AN TR s — AN A R A AT R DR R A ST, TR e S 2 AT I SOIR 1
(5EMHLAIB B R) B M SCIRAR (SRS 747 8 1) D BE RIS e o 8 MR ARAZ AN 5E A% A0 BT I SUIR 1
HE5H 2 Dk RG A RRAER:, W R L FH A2 2] 188 A 3N L N FI S (S B4 (Dagher
& Robbins, 2009). AT KN 2 LT RELE 35 i 26 20 BURAT sz 7 i B 2/E M. M H, X
% 2 CIERE M M 2 (BUIRIE . AT % 15 5 55) FE4ERF e AT 77 T i 2 55 244F FH (Frank, 2005). 2
RIZW K BER T ST RIFEL R B R R I BBOE . i alson B e i PUi, k%% BOLD
S IGIN. REERE B RERAR AR AR A L TR 2K . W R I RO SR AR U g i R, etk 4% BOLD
SERIN. RS ERAZ OE B 5 E e SR B4 045 5% (Schultz, Dayan, & Montague, 1997). 5% 3
BHEZHMEIH R, RMINPATICAAES FICEMIX . WE#H HARAR K. £ TIEIRIZ RS, i
FEAZRE LR E K. e BOE R B 57E R AP ARG . (A PET HoR K UR 58 L R R B K
RN ek 2 AR BOE AP I S B G W TOR I, SRR BT VA T 1) e 78 b 2 1T, 3547 stroop
Pt dr AR5, oA IBOEBAIG, T AR H: 52 R A ) R B
2.1.4. KR

e 06 2 Jk 38 B R PR AR N R e e b, BB — N R DRy, TR R =B J= T 454 1)
rRakge, — R A 2 O EC I AR BARFR R AR . M EE T4, EMSEERANCIZES Y, BOLD (55
FEA%. FEfigift) BOLD 0 5 25 WA AR bR IR 25 il 2 R R e AH O

()
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2.1.5. /=&

AL — A Z T A, B2 AT SIS SN IF HAEMRE RS B AT 5 A I i B B H .
TS H5EEAE S N TERALIZ TRYEAT . BN, EEEREE M Z R 1k AR IS B L 2 ) v
FEAAT AL b 7R 38 5 A0S ——UF B HAE SO B 2 B A 2 R R R R R . A
AZRRARFE R TR, AV SRAH R R T OE H n. W TR SEAE LG B b AH OGRS, A2
T 0 [ 7% 2 4R34 i (Sutherland et al., 2012).

2.2. KGR EXiE

W 7 2 R B NI IXOR A D REMMA AL 22 SR Ab ST 2 MR M % T 2 i R BRI AE B
JEN DX WA DI RE S S5 A AR o Bl nZe Ho Al o B 25D (A iU A D RERRAIG, R AER A A, 2 B
. BOLD 155 MRl 2V 4 5 A A 4 T SCER g

2.2.1. Rt

BRI 7E s g B R FE g an vt Jl . weafe s #l. Bl B T . BN T, B B AR A
EEEMEH . BRSSO BRI R X 4 R . R FRIGIT AR 1A 4 2 1SR
B AH R Z R AT A I DX A0S « 25 RS B AT E S e ST IR, ARG T I R 1) PRC k4%
PR AR N 2R 2R R W 75 1 7 P U0 B AIE R (de Wit, 2009); £ B FE IR I H — Be R A0 A s, g
FIFE B ZEL A VAT [0 e 25 D 2 R 0 o 3K ANV BV 5 0T . 35 P 0 288 BT Vg SR ) ) 42 i BT 1)
TER > EL A 2% (Lucantonio, Stalnaker, Shaham, Niv, & Schoenbaum, 2012); #i_E [\ A 2 e 24 5 32 140
() E S () DXl XA i DX BRVE L AE A B i R RS R I RO LR AE A s ZE A el ) B S TR R
AR R o B XA X A0 PT RE SO, T 48 SR — Ml % RSk b g @it vh 5 o % U AH
IR G M TR T AMIRT AL HEZGUH-(Wilson, Sayette, & Fiez, 2004). PRETAH(MPFC)EL
FERTA A X S REA . AR BRI IER A, MEREA R E T MR N mPFC gy
e MEHETERRMIEE S 5 KL EEEA mPFC KA R k> . mPFC S R IKERRE TR %
Hils IAENEE S B T AL T O b . T H, BRREATE R AT, FE AT S5 (stroop) H IR mPFC 1134
TEPRAGER 2, mT AT AR X B R W . 1 AMUHT A (DLPFC) A& A N A 4E 21T M SOIRR, 398 s
G AN THAE IR . TARICIZ. 280k, S5, W 1) DLPFC 17 25 B 0 3 PRI
B SR I DLPFC Ui (Elton et al., 2014). AT F0 R 200 W 5 52 02 it AH DG ik 47 W] - R 25
J& DLPFC BGS 30, 1 s 7 U W 2 5 78 (PET) ok AR T 4, s I e #1523 59
KEW PRSI, DLPFC HUE W3 P88, 2, BUREEEMATMEEIRIT LT, 3T stroop £ 550l
I}, DLPFC ¥] BOLD {5 5 BRI AT AT 27 SEAC R RTINS 1) o 256 2% PEOX Se s, FRiadl e
B DLPFC, 78 WA 7 I R BB (Yuan, Qin, Liu et al., 2010).

2.22. EGMEER

HERH(OFC)Ar TR A G M, &Nl 2 E% RS — 0, EmUNREAT hiEIEH. %
BB ARG XA IR Z M AHE, OFC B4 1 W& 2 dn SR A RN 5 35 i T3-SR 3 Bk 7] . OFC W5 R S B
b1 7 H S 1 5 2 FOSORR ARG il E e b R A A 5% . (RIk, OFC BMEIA 5540 [ XU o SR AN G BE /0 T3
&5 B4 % (Goldstein et al., 2007).

SHAWFTEN X —FF, AT IEREE, 8REE 1 OFC KRAARRIRET, 1M B3 &homia B, (6
I TG, ARG S . ThRERUR Bor, BRI &K OFC Wud, JF H S VES TR 2 5 R TR/
BHAHK . ER SR -RBEIZR T, OFC #iaiuil. AW TR SiEhl4lAH L, ESH—N N
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M X 7~ 1B i 2 R A O 0 B KR, A A S PR UE A8 I BH X AN 106 X AE AT A A sk il — e /R H
RET A RN S AR 22 B 158, JnT DAds ] T B VAT NIES:; R TR MM RER, A RmE
FIMEFIRAELS T TR O R 5, HEZRU P 28 40 MRS 3G 58, R ) an SR 25 HomT R R Bk T
FERNER I G W SRS G T o X LB HEAI R0 SOV, | IR 75 3 — PR S 0 B H 1. 48 HAE
R IS, A B8 1R PRI SR ) BE S 75 OFC A i 2 B0 FRK . X BV SR V697 7 0 BT ot
#ik(Goudriaan, Oosterlaan, De Beurs, & Van Den Brink, 2006).

2.23. %

0 5 A — AR R R 2 TR] PR — ANRFB R R S5, W8 0 i I S RS i & o LR VE 208 R
P XA 2540 B s, BFES{CZ. BRI, . OFC M PFC. DA H 72 25 M) MOt 20 2R 2% rh [
FERAEZEH . W RERML. xERSAREMER, RFEMPATAEIE . a2 Pk
JoR AR R HSS fid 2 ST o 2GRS T S AR R AR X D I L2 A P 1 PR S A AR B A
FSOREE TN IR G 38 SR AR I PRACA K. Ah, AR FERT B b B R 11 s S R AL il T 9 SR A T i &
HHE 5 5 E R A RIS H AL T 5 o AT AR — L R e AR TS R T RO R i
POFE AN FL AR RE s A A ARRE 5 KR AR R U — 25, 48 H P9 38 B RRAEAE I SR ) g S R SR 7 1D o A B
BER . AHEFUTE I SR B RS F] (10 v ) DR R AU, BRI TR AR 2
FEE. B, ¢ T AR SR SR G DO B 8 A7 41 41 (Naqvi & Bechara, 2009).

2.2.4. {ITEE

BT R IAG RGN —H0 0, W RERE ., . MflEh]. dhREE. sibl. WA MR
ThRE S A& AR ORISR DM 2E At o AT 158 N, WREE S A0 40T 25 B BRI, VR SER G,
Bk . eI R E S vl RN G, BI04 BOLD 5 5. WeBe & #4775 ZA M AL 3% &
ARSI, BTF07H ) BOLD {5 ‘S AHEL IE R AR . BIF 78 R 0 23 0 5 4 ) 40 L Ja WL 88 380 1) i A1 s [l 7
TE R T B R TS R I EVEAY (Kable & Glimcher, 2007).,

2.2.5. HiphxX

WETERC L M G54, A S A ARV NE RIS, SR 1 FRFEER 3 G ZUM G e, XL p
BT o X A0 06 T 5RB T BER BT L PR AR TSR o B B BTG T RE U B8 T AERE A o DAL
LI ZH L2 (Moeller et al., 2001). Z4H AR I B HL AL R R PR > B DG S 2 — DN PTRERIARRE . 53
— AT RERI AR RSB B R B2 SO SG R T IO R B SR b IR PR E R, $R XA DX R ) 2 A i)
SR, AELGWRBEE BN TSRS « Jo Wit 7oA 8L 1) 40T U I 42 i 25 L AS 21 1 A
LIL M I RO R R ARG R — SN X A A% UL R Bl AR SCR A BRI B2 /=
WD AT (8] s [ e AR (8] o 2) 24 T 4 35 55 78 5K IR AR SR B0 BRI X A AL B 48 45
JE R 3 A BUMIE I X AR, AT, AT (Yuan, Qin, Dong et al., 2010).

3. ARRE

5 B A F AT P A L, {3 2 0 T BOR BRI 58 B AT A 0 2 J5 T LRI RNGE ST vk, A
Wit b . LR egs 7k EIim, BitS%,

3.1. ARE

JRTRA I 2 55 2 B SRAT 5%, R 2l E MR LI &, 22K A visual analogue scale (VAS)FE K,
(LRI I B AT T FE T R ) RS RE ST BRI AN TS 45 L PR3 <5, BRI BRI 55 L 1 AR 22 B v =
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VFZ BN FIAE S5 BB R R o A TN TR SR B AG 2 i i) — Fhill & F- Bt (Bechara, 2005). M55 1
F, MERPTHULS (DDT) e ff HENE TAT 55 (1GT) FH &1 A7 W 84T 55 (CGT) S 78 Sz 06 42 1) R AR 28 30 1 11 °F
AT SR HME LA NI R . FA B T 3R [ 5050 2 1 R SR AT 55 XA A T3 f 1) 5 SEEBR 1) W SR AT 55 2 TH)
WA — I ZERE . A 5 NAZIN5E X I SR 5% o 1 SL e S I FR (IS B PR 7L, DAS i SE 0 AR 3
R

) —AN B T7 1) SR R LS B R (Virtual Reality) SR S22 5, 76 50 i@ 200 3R 48 b 2 8¢
FRIRE T (249 R R TR R R 3 ) IR R SR AT O S R A SEBR b, H AT CF 46 2208 X PR AR 700
SO 5 R0 KRR R o AEABE DL S () 1 58 R AH DR e R A EH B I L, IR AR H 1F

AN T7 1) R 2 I 2OUAG I R bR DSOS R, 5 T FH B 2 AR AR BR (9] 0 2R
PRI, I Al WUH. REBRAEE). AR SRl REILIR AR . RESERBE /T 5 2 b
F-BiI45 4 (Bechara, Damasio, Tranel, & Damasio, 2005).

3.2. ZREMBMR

W Fede ol DL A R I AR B AR 4 Ak ok, flindm s (a4 A moR s tE IMRI 5505 1) @ 7 5%
UFH ERP HARLE A, Sy AT id i 5 AN R P R 2 8] B R 22 57, R B8 ot SR 24 WD e (1 o 28 A 3
SN, BRFCNT S — Rk e 25 R IR, DASR R A X IIR YT T R . T H, B TE L)
FRREIRTT AR 5 16T 5 Ik D REVK S 75 TR Ml , - DABGR YR TT 7% 29I O e S5 sl A AR T il /)
FHT 5%

7E fMRI SEEGH, AMUBEERGE S H R, ARBEENESRAREAME, A0 E S 10
AL, TR BB GNP AT, SAEMEA, NA MRl FI{ES, &0 B e =0
SEMR LA e . I A A 2, B s () & . 7EZGY e /5 T, PET. SPECT. MirEIE. DTI.
MRS Z5¥ 2 ] 54 M FE AR, Bid 2 A% MRS il Bt g i ATP B ik pH B, Xk 2 H w0
IR

TE 10 9 265 (R F 70 A i 2% 0 B4 O (1 DR i Th Re PE I 2 5 25 i VE I 4 2 T R 6 R B T 21
FRAG A A RO DX 245 PRI R S 7 2 5 B S 5% L i ) 268 7 R JRe s BEATL A1) B I PR b (g LT A 24 Ok R % 1) -
B E A Rt — P H

I B A4 5 GBS T RE X 28 PR P PR 5 SR T S A I 2 A58, B /) 57 I 28 A5 00 SR AT 58 D RE DX 265
KA HIhREE RN X AR R RS RE, WX 2R eEsa /MR, RN EES
FEET T, IFH ARSI ER KT, Salvador 2547 Hi 0 5 2 6% 2 5 ) R — 801
X AR I 0 [X 2 [R) A7 i 1) TH BB 3, I K T e Ak R ZUR I« KIEH” FIR W 40 E 875 A </
A RROERRAE,  3E— 5 R K BE Ak T REEH2 N 4%

M2, FREES MR MR &N A TR Z K N 396 2 LRI SR 4L T8 ik, AR # S A I ) st i
PRI FRAE, A B TR & S o] AT SIS R S 12 . XL ) G Rl — B AR
523 (Bechara, 2005).

3.3. lIEATT

Bt 58 X4 UG (TMS) /BOLD fif 28 X & fii ELi LMl (tDCS)/BOLD Hiff K =ik £ tDCS
ARIARW R R, d 2 mri R (TMS: A5 high-frequency repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation,
HF-rTMS; low-frequency repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation, LF-rTMS). £ /i B it H )i (transcranial
direct current stimulation, tDCS). HL4A 77 (electroconvulsive therapy, ECT)- ¥4 & ixi #11¥# (deep brain stimulation,
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DBS). k&l (Vagal Nerve stimulaton, V/NS)ZE4 A 77 4 28 R B AR & R (1) — Fib B 22 1098
IR

tDCS Jf i HL it ELHeAE T R R 0, (2 R (¥ D e A, 0 R B o g el 98 4k, AT o A
(D REREAT . B ISR MR AU T B N FRATTTC O S5 A B2 2 R A i, E5038  J2  8 7  fi T S P A 1
TR E R

IR tDCS HEE RN = BRAMUES 57 2, 45 5L R I o) T DA 3 1ok Je vy T R o kot A
JHEE SR, FHAEIESRAT AR N 5 B D) ResZ2 4G ¢ X IUIEARA Al ReE IR IR IBTT R A — MR
A ERIRT R T B ra T FB .

TEA Ja R 78 FR 3R 1 75 B — B IR AE AT A R IG 45 R, - tDCS BN B e a7, RIS
XFF tDCS AT BRI 75 BH 2 R WS AHERR MM T40; 75 tDCS ZEU(HLt R AL . Jal¥u a] |
R E . RIBE A AR AR ) e B aE R B — DR AL GO TE AR PR IR b, BB ARG K
106 T R B U T A A BT B AR HE A VE T . BHAR tDCS JBCEE MR 5 0 K B2 J53 b SHL o ) Bl (X e
THREM 28 A (520, B tDCS FLEMEAN I [X B3 HAh B PR FRA7; tDCS Bl ik KR L7 S5 S5 #FH
Frdk— DTt a2, tDCS XM 24 A R B/ BT BRI R TAE & 32 4L 7 %7 B S Fa 7
TR 147 R 22 b 87 FH 81 1 R S e >

LRI H /017 P AMEBLERIRT 77 T RS AR, (BTE MR T 7 IS = A 805 1%, AR IH I 5 29K
T WA R R I . K 2 BN T TR T — R — FE R AT — TR . SRR RO
WRAGEIRTT I8 BN T 0 B R B e SRR B BRI, BT SR8 1) TF AR SR A2 — i
WHEFAR, WRRENH—MEEEFARENR, WA AR G5 B s, 0 S 18 M sl
YA 22 T M R W 25 V2 o AT N TR 5 H 1 984 (deep brain stimulation, DBS) & 7E b 4% 1 o7 1B Ak e b
WA, PRI R . KT RS S, Ik B SEEA NBREIR Y — R 7% . DBS HA
T, T DA R AT A A, O RN AR 1.2 mm A R A e 2 T BEAT K R . AR AT
VR SREOA 2R B — BRE R, TR IR A bk o A B O % A ThRe o ids, BRItk 1%
TR BARRIAT | S5 IR T T

W TR HAERE— S5 8RR T A MUT 25 A0 () [RI B, 3wy DA Ath 75 D B8 AT R 28 SR 1ok K A Ak s 1
RO, AR BRI ARSKIR ST 7 7)o I Rr S PR B A B FELT RO 245 ) 5 32 AR 5 5 R BT 9 i 24
Y67 HIBRAE T R o BARPIBT i 20U 25 A — e BT BUR, o T [F) 3 0 S5 45 6 Vs T B
SEMR TIRTT ROR, BRI 2 LR B AR AR YT 7 %, ME R URIR YT M R 3 e 20, BAT R S 5 .
bt R DR SR S BRI R J, R PR DR VR 9Tt AT R AR Sk R J 1 77 1)

iR I e — N RN T REZR AL I R L AR L, BRATTXS 2 Tl 2 o AL ) AR R Y e
WK, ZMEBIENEI S, WRE R R R, OSSR TR, L E &Rk
G A AT AR B 25 AU R T VTA B NAce 2 AN X, T2 & 5 4% 10 % 2 F Y J2
T4 . ERIER R R, BRI, XA RSN . TS I O R T
AMERAR AR . AT EARFIGRTT T BB I, A FRATE R B4 1 56 B ¥ T Ak Ui & i [X Ty R 0 45 4] 1)
AR, DA B 20 B s D B 1 (Bolla et al., 2003).
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