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Abstract

Adolescence is a high incidence period of impulsive risk-taking. Engaging in risk-taking behavior
will pose a great threat not only to the healthy development of teenagers, but also to the stable
development of society. Studies have shown that peer presence exacerbates teenagers’ risky deci-
sions than being alone. According to two-system model and triangular model, neuroscience stu-
dies have also found that peer presence may influence adolescent risk-taking behavior by en-
hancing reward sensitivity and reducing the level of cognitive control. Future research can con-
tinue to improve the brain mechanism of peer presence influencing risk-taking behavior from the
perspective of neural dynamic network, further standardize peer presence manipulation, and pay
attention to the localization study of adolescent risk-taking behavior.
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1. 5]

FH AR A R R R B S, 2 sl ' AT B R (Moffitt et al., 2011). 5K
NFJLEARL, BT AL IR R G ENE ) 2R G R AT BT 51 K 1 e 2 SR BB P AN AN e st e e 3 4%
fill (Steinberg, 2008; KA1, HIEH, 2014), F/ A5 5 6 = FR B 2E ) B 1T N (Defoe, Dubas, Figner,
& van Aken, 2015). #& 3 [E 55 TG 5326 50 (U. S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, CDC)FT &
A H 2017 SE5 /DN = 14,765) B I AT NEUHE o, Al i R4 15 SR 29.8%, TRE RRRZ) 1 19.8%,
W Z) 5 22.0% (Kann et al., 2018). XEEyHM E RAT WAL 24575 20 55 10 ik R A s Al oK 14 JEs
(Ryan, MacKillop, & Carpenter, 2013), W] fE245 412588 W7 K1 2 FUH B2 (Fischer, Kastenmueller, &
Asal, 2012). K, @7 /D EME) B RAT 9 5 R R K M B AR 22 U BT ST R A ] Rt
(Brooks-Russell, Simons-Morton, Haynie, Farhat, & Wang, 2014; Kahn, Holmes, Farley, & Kim-Spoon, 2015;
Ryan et al., 2013; Smorti, Guarnieri, & Ingoglia, 2014),

[FPEAE 9 5 5 AR AR AR (A B 20 . SRR i s O B, S ANl A ) 35 /D 4R 1 B 00 R e AR
B (Jia et al., 2009), CHPAKIER], HOEERATNARZ RALEF IR R (Chein, Albert, O’Brien,
Uckert, & Steinberg, 2011), H5E— AMtL, HFOEEF IS, B 5 MHHE B 3% (Chein et al., 2011;
Reniers et al., 2017; Weigard, Chein, Albert, Smith, & Steinberg, 2014). FEENFMEERNLE, HRAF
FEAE S 2R /DA B AT A B AR O — A of B St 77 1a . Hodr, R i 3 2 T X0
RGHRM = AR, X [FEAE 3 5 W B AT 0 BT R L BEAT $8 78 (O Brien, Albert, Chein, &
Steinberg, 2011; Van Hoorn, McCormick, Rogers, Ivory, & Telzer, 2018; M, FEiaih, ZEKAHE, 2018).

BRI, ASCR B IR G 5 = AR ) R0 A JF HAR IR B, BN R RS e /D 4E
B AT RIS 5 K A BT P AR AL, AR AR R .

2. BERITABLA
2.1. [T HERITH?
B K47 N(Risk-taking behavior) & $8 Z I BE T IR, AMECAIBSRA R 25 5, 15 B 508 W 1E X

ik
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SRS RS L U8R SERE AT 4T A (Defoe, Dubas, Figner, & van Aken, 2015; 9, TN, £ K&,
i, 2014). EAMIF T E AN B RAT N R E B AT AFIE R B 547 9(Ozmen & Sumer, 2011). HI#
st LAt o2 2 B B AT N, BEEARTW A KR A EZs), gk, WEE, EE N
& SR R B AL S PO B AT A, o, rEsE. M TRRIRE R, HIRERATASSH
AR B0 R AT R TE 2 g, I AR S AT —3(Chein et al,, 2011), B3R B RAT AR RS
R ERAT A .
2.2. ERATARIRGE

H 808 BAT 9 0 3 B A7 2o AR SE Rk . BB AT S, BN 22 Gullon %5 A
(2000) 2w Il ) 7 20 4 B 9247 N i) % (Adolescent Risk-Taking Questionnaire, ARQ). ARQ FLA & IUA4EfE,
SIMNIRIEAT R R R . AR ST AMEIEAT N (A T &k 5 2t MV o), evk e
Hiy AR BT B A ) R SR O 2R DAL, i 22 F 3 SR TSR FH SRkl & 7 /D AR K B B AT A(Chein et al.,
2011; Van Hoorn et al., 2018; Weigard et al., 2014). I, FHBAIZ K9 52 Lejuez 25 N (2002)Fr H &
S ERBLALL XU AT %% (Balloon  Analogue Risk Task)F Chein %5 A (2011) B % FH ) £1 2% AT Vi #%.(Stoplight
Game). M B A SMIFFEIIUESE T IX AN 256070 AR I & B B A7 9 198 RUPE(Chein et al., 2011; Kessler,
Hewig, Weichold, Silbereisen, & Miltner, 2017; SEPL%%, 2014; B K&, 2016).

3. AESRINE L EERIT AR
3.1. MERLHEE(The Dual Systems Model)

RUZR GRS R RUHE H T 28 30 B AT A R AR 2 P S A2 ) R G (AL 2 15 IR G A Rzl 3%
a0) L [EE FH =9 (Steinberg, 2008). o, #2x1EE R Gt (Socio-emotional system) - B 5 3 5 F 3R AH ¢,
KEB AL TG MX , CFEHEZ K7 2 (Orbitofrontal cortex, OFC). I FT %l f7 2 (Medial prefrontal cortex,
mPFO) MM SUIR A (Ventral striatum, VS)&%; 1A% & 8t(Cognitive control system) U = E 5 5 H iz HlH
xK, AFEHNH AR 2 (Anterior cingulate cortex, ACC). #MIll il i /Z (Lateral prefrontal cortex, LPFC), LA
S 5 P AR T J 2 (Parietal). BT H /DAL 2B K RGP i, 157 DRI H R ZL
R T SRATA, % A RN ] R G0k e 2218 1, W) SUASAS 75 /0 4 B A UK P (1) B 3R B (L 1),
XA R Z AW 2R G0 R TR AP i) 1 5 /0 A2 B¢ i 3)) B i (Strang, Chein, & Steinberg, 2013).
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Figure 1. The dual systems model

B 1. WEGHRE (Steinberg, 2008)
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AN, TER ARG MEERS -, Chein 25 NQOTD)MIBF AR LI, MFHME— N, FfEESRE @D
— W B UK SRS, TR INEIX R R G R R IAST 1, S8EDFEERAT AN
.
3.2. =fA1EA)(The Triadic Model)

AR AN T DB AT NI KA F R =AM B E SRS A R L 2R
(Ernst & Fudge, 2009). X =ANMPEAY) R G 57 02 SURMA SHAR R BB, . AA-AZ ARG R B, BLACHT
A R 2 R g O] 2) 0 Horbr, SUIRRIRNE 32 B 5 28 TR A 00, QS TR 248 A\ #H4 (Prefrontal cortical
afferents, PFC-aff) AT J5 M SCRIAR; A K% [0l E R 554 1A ¢, B8 11457 JZ & N#H2 (PFC-aff)
A g Je FECAMMNAT A ks WA K22 [ ) 3= B S A G d i, DA A A% S SCIRAR & B AE 5%,
A5 N AMMBE R B2 J2 A0 4 M AT 40 B2 )2 (Dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, DLPFC). 1X —/M#ZE A9 R il
FRJTEG R B 2 B 2 AN S I i bt 2 IS B 52 o 4 AR AR AL 25 B (A RIFEE ), SUIRAA [B] 25 1135
WEHERE, FAESRIE I AT AW b s B KD 24 HIE ARG B, A R B R EOE R,
FHAFEN 2RI “HEE” 174 (Emst & Fudge, 2009); 117 2475 204 Ml B A AR A T AR S8 B R
SIS, IR [l B (RO AT AU B2 2 KA . (BT F AR = 1R B WG, S T H D
A H RIZ I K 2 (Sherman et al., 2016). B, %18 81 AT RE SRR HESCIRIATh RESRGE IO RIS, 33k —
SRS A BB B O, AR AE T /D AR R I BE 2 (1) B 247 9 (Ernst, Pine, & Hardin, 2006).

A
LIk A

SR A M
j=ylin [5] %

Figure 2. The triadic model
2. =ZAIERY(Emst & Fudge, 2009)

5 EPNA, DRGSR B e A — e R EMRE [R) A A7 AE AL Bk 75 D48 B AT N B RH 2 HL
SRTN, IXPIE L R — AR R R, A — LE RN O o 40, SKATUITLEE 55 (20 14) 1 HE XL
RGERUHLL, = MEEAGEE X B S S0, XL 5K R 5% I X I ThREFEAT 1 52 403 Hifk
IR 7o
4. FIEFRES VFE ERIT AR FIERE
4.1. EHHETHEE L FRRZRERME

XTHDEMS, FEES R FREIZLR . RSN, FOFESA Ak e CE B RIS
TIRILS FFEPROT AR OCHR, O 1 B A R A B 2 i 5T, Al AR Sl R 2 T AT 9,
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LA B B & 1K) 5B BIUF H 15 (Logue, Chein, Gould, Holliday, & Steinberg, 2014). Sherman, Payton, Hernandez,
Greenfield 1 Dapretto (2016) IR 57t A IRAE 41 A2 A A 75 /4 388 05 B8 i 52 IS L 4 1) £ 0 B 0 Bl 2 1)
NES, BIEX S 2500 Sl PRI S A B R, ARATT 2o A — MO AR A B . i 2 ot it
— GRS T FAEAE 6 /0 5 B AT N AL #E/EF (Chein et al., 2011; De Boer, Peeters, & Koning, 2017;
Van Hoorn et al., 2018; IS5, 2018). A WL, F/D4FIEH EALFECEAIPIAPRICR, N T HRB FEFEIATT,
AR AT RE 2 B RS 5L fE T R 0 B AT A .

AR MRI BRI, [RIFEAEI 2 (7 /D 4R 1 2L SO G X 8 25 0% « lan, R s TS 1E
RSEERE A SR I, SXIRAAALE, FEES R, FAEREMSOREVS)FHEZI: K )2 (OFC) s
BEETE, SUCFEIR, AT R I SR B R 22 B E R (Chein et al., 2011). 77X Se i X 2
R 24 % X 8% 1 B B2 SRR oy, 5 T /D S 1 0 1Y) 2 il UK M AH 9G (Brnst & Fudge, 2009; Strang et al., 2013).
FE SR 48 N (2018) BB 7t R B IR A AE A 75 /0 48 B AT 938 22 I [RIIN, 2455 %t EL TG [R) A E B ) BE R
N1. P3. LPP g, 1%L fx H i 038 0 23 0l 5 5 2 B33 = 4% N (Van der Lubbe & Woestenburg, 1997).
IR FU T4 I B(Chein et al., 20115 HISEHEE, 2018), PARHE K2R SIHL(Schupp et al., 2000)H
Ko LEERTH, [FFEES B T D a5 N RS o i, g g > B AT N .

4.2. RIS BV FRIARHESIKTE

T /DR BTAU B2 (5 B BAEHAH ) MR K B B, BRI 5 2 AL S M (R £8) 520 (Cohen et all.,
2016; Sherman et al., 2016). FHICH] IMRI WFFL RN, —Lorh o2 R (AN [RI A B 15 26 1 L) Be 8 11 55 75 2 7 1)
B, LI ST A 2 (DLPFC) % Hi AU B2 80 58 B2 1) X 2 F#AIK(Cohen et al., 2016; Some-
rville, Hare, & Casey, 2011). Sherman %5 A (2016)FIHF 7710 & I 24 5 /> SE7E WA [ 8 &k A6 72 AL A2 AR A 1
DRV P P (AR BRI, LN S o] I 5% D 0 S i 2 4], S A0 s B . XU iR R
JZ AR TG 7 J2 . fESRERE b, Breiner 25 A(2018) UM 7Lt —BIESE T FIFE/E S & 55 0 F 3 4z
HRX— M, SRR, HE— A, FEEG Sl RS D EA RN F B, PRI
WEHERZK o T B BRI RS K P B9 AMAAE AR A 4055 F 4 1 b R A0 15 2 BE 71 (Situ, Li, & Dou,
2016; Tangney, Baumeister, & Boone, 2004), [K 5 5 HBLIA E1T H(Mun, Dishion, Tein, & Otten, 2018;
Ozdemir, Vazsonyi, & Cok, 2013). Zi LA, [RIFELEIS ] 68 @ i #0075 2 FE 0 gz il 9 4% B s, A
TGN 50 B RiAT 9.

5. NES5RE

R PR SCER LT, AT LA DR R FORT (R A AR S e 35 /0 4 B AT N R RR B HEAT 1A 28 4R
%, IR 7 L E SR AR . AR, XTSRS BT S E, RIEEE S S E SR, B
LA A FETT HATIAFAE — 26 A2, ARRAT BLA AR 3K JUAN 7 T R AT RN BRI 5
.1, BT RERSRE RS D F BIRIT (R

H 870 T [FEAE 37 52 75 /20 45 B B AT A B LB 78 A e, H DA DA s 28 ML) 22 18 (RP XX
Ao HW S = AR S I TN e AL T . (HE A S IR S B SE TR, AN ENE T
w4k, R ToiE R s Kt 2 45 1) & 2 P (Casey, Galvan, & Somerville, 2016; Shulman et al., 2016). K I,
AR RA FT TR T H i T DA B — I X (1) % e i [ BEA P 2 B S I 2% Tl e R 4t
5.2. Ht—SHTEREIFEEHAVERN

G Z W FIESE T [F AAF X T D04 B AT I (e #EVE FH (Chein et al., 20115 FHSHHEEE, 2018).
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{EAAEAE — o7 JE [ 25 B (Kessler et al., 2017). HJ5 BRI AT BAE T A HTAH 7O T FAEE I R VE FEA — 2L
WE A NE K B 5 Re fERIAE NBON T, Silva, Chein AT Steinberg (2016)FIHF 55K = AN R £k 2 XA
PEFEY; Chein 25 A (201 D)URH —ANFHE. mER AR B33 L, Defoe, Dubas, Dalmaijer Il van Aken
(2019)HIBIFFE SLVF [F) A TRV B ELBDAZUE s S N (2018) AN e VIRl TR 3E 4T BBy, [RlRE R RE S5 G D 4F
PSSR B, KRR ARSIV H G — R R, PR R T S8

53. EMBELFERITHNELMAR

HATIR E R AE S s AR B R i B AR LA OB M Bk, KEHE IR E E4h . XAl ge 2 fiifg
KT TR TEANEDFEM S, A BRSREmMEHE. SERRI, I EER,
LTS E R Sk, E SR SRR, BL B 2540 (Chen & French, 2008). 7E I A
I, Qu, Lin F1 Telzer (2019)fBF Lt — 0 KB T SCAX /DB AT AR, 45 R, Mt E,
FHFH D FEE BAE N E R . B, KRR 2 3T R EA LT 5, R FEEEY
B RAT R RS HIEAE R 2R, 1 T A5 2 U T 70 ROR B HL A SO

E&WE

AW FE 45 B E 5K [ SR B 3 & 75 42 300 H (No. 31800938) |7 R4 [ SRR 3 4 F1 i #5301 H (No.
2018A030313406)F1) K2 2018 4B R “E A BIF I ZRITH (No. 201811078060)F] % B -

&E ik
T, AT, EER, ZEa2014). HERBAERBE AT N, OBFEZ 37(1), 150-155.
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