CHERSHE

Psychological Development and Education

2026, Vol. 42 ,No.3,337-347
DOI:10. 16187/j. cnki. issn1001-4918. 2026. 03. 04

0 265 T X MG L 2 ST IR T Y S5 ok H ERP BIESE

R FER WeER FiE

(1. FEAFOEATHHFR, T2 475004 2. FLFMECHEETAHEHEALHE, RN 430079;

3. MEAFOEFR ANRLREOEEEHN LG EALRE, XX 430079)

W OE AN AAAMEHEERBE(HAFMERBRE)ORL LI IAEFF ., AL H T OBELEESR
(FPAAAENDB) PR R FRELAGIIRAER, X —REHH TR Y oa MR BEOITHEX, AFF
RAMALRMERIELS LS ERPH AT M AR BEZOHEA AN LTS ET DB TR THE, ERAA,
ATH BT, WHERIEEEFRADEHERES PR R2ER TN EARCRMIERES, A2 LT, MR
BERHERALRRDEETFANEEPDREXTAETEME R O FRALET IR FANLT ERRFEFRT
NEE e, EREAN, MERBE SR BHERAASETRAEALET AL LGOI LR @B HFX AL
AEST AR E S LT,

KER MAHRRIE AL ETN w2 R R RE

435 :BR44

1 A5

Bl 0 28 1 RE LA 1938 B, T 4 3l R Al 7
ok 2 AR )R R TR, M A T I A AR PR 5 2R T
2o AHE, 0L 4k 7 25 T0 BN 32 A PR 2R % [m) i
W45 18 2 MR UG R N I, HC 190 45 9 e it e
CLATR ] s 190 3 ) o) 4 52 BF 90 38 Q.
1, T R A 5 RS MU o P 2 0 CORS #
LG gt T 8 IR b, AE Sy — R AT 52 Rk
i A B0 KG A9 B S ( American Psychiatric Associ-
ation, 2013) . J5 &, it 5 T A= 44Uk A 1Y [ By ¢
Wi 2K 8+ — IR & 3T A% (International Classification
of Diseases 11th Revision, ICD - 11) ¥ ¥ i )% J& 44
o — T 1E 2R O PR A . AR ICD - 11, [
T R — 07 T 3 B X3l e A oAy B AR G 1% 2l 1Y
KR, Iy — U7 AN Rk O B S8 Ak 23 i Bl Y 2%
(World Health Organization, 2019) , X —47 H4F1E
REIR TAL R BN T I RERY 520 A R BT de e
8 A AR A 25 Tl A 6 17 A7 95 IR C An L
KB A2INFSE) (Matyjek et al., 2020) o fF
FAL AT R DO IR, R R R G B
BIPAh A S2 e R B AL, R MR 1T R
W $E (Sobezak & Bunzeck, 2023), {HS =/ &,

A 2 AT T 48 7, 58 B WAL 2 BBl &R GE AR
f BB FORYE T, A 5 Z I AT 1 15 T [l R
( punishment — avoidance ) 4, X Fh ¥ 5 - FE T B
XU By J) & G838 o 1F 19 sl 5 6w s A iy B [ A
F, S 4 15 4 25 3 0 1Y 3 25 7 (Kohls et al.
2013) ,

VT, — AT Y A I 9 R A A AL S B )
REfE7E 5% (Nie et al. | 2024) o ZWF5E R 4L 2 0F
MIES% 454 ERP HiR, DL B IE I (reward positivi-
ty, RewP) Vi 0 AR5 RN ( BIASARTE T 3 b 4k 45
ORTRVIREN Iy NVANE UEE o F TN P -2 VO /731
T B 92 A 2 B0 L 1 RewP 1825 /N T 45 4
H, TR, R R il At 2 2 B K I RewP
BERT I H, MR AT 2% 5 . %4
FULHT, i R A A A 23 225 1) hE RT BR A TE S
W, LT X I 30 SR T i A A7 B R I S B e A
TERUIR AN ) 1 4t 25 2 Be 458 3 1F % B¢ (He, Zheng,
Fan, et al. , 2019; Tham et al. , 2020) . N7F #) 5C
FetEsrh, W R BA EARR L aE Ty
- 3N L0 [ e 5 R I (AT M
SCAF LA B Xof 90 S T LAY TA R BE ) B AR G o 2 48 5 5
(He, Liu, et al., 2011; Jiao et al. , 2017; Kiraly
et al., 2022) , (HAE X AH B b, 3 O & A X
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Sett 2D RE AN R I ARSI I O, A A B A Y
A BHL 22 B i A A 2 SRR A X e U T AL Y
AN Tt # % (He, Zheng, Fan, et al., 2019;
Kiraly et al. , 2022 ; Tham et al. , 2020) , & S
R F ) A 2€ B H R A Y ( Impaired Response Inhi-
bition and Salience Attribution, iRISA) 7] %fiZ 45 R AE
i BE (Goldstein & Volkow, 2002, 2011), Z#EI A
N B TR A R AT Sy S BUSORE ) AR G
LFEXHEA G m Ry s M, AR U R 1L ) A
KRR R WAL 35 PR, Sl 55K B o i
BUREH fe EZE R BIAIL, T A A DG B A AL B
FU o PRI, AR A AL R0 9 RO T )
R WIWERRAT R, B AL S AT S A 4L
FR HAFE R = 19 5 A, 0 30 S A 2 25 B A G
292 AT T4 A9

gi b, BRAEARSE C & B I I B0 & i Ak 2 2 F
DIBEAATE S, MURE Y IRISA A% 8 W] X I A fiff B
ERATEZI TR AR R BR, BARITE

AT W5 19 R PR 0 9088 IR 2 ) e 2 5 [l sl
INTALE o SRR 2 R T 2 %5 SR ok 2 5
JF Il sk v 78 B9 AL 2 7R 5 CRIA 2 2550 Il ok ) o <
TR BRI AR 5 At A RH O 1) T A 1 2 14 30 1) 1
22 o SR I i 1 R Ty e (7] 3 9k 7 Y A5
T 2 A0S0 [ DU 5 A A 5 2y o ] s 5 7 1) A 2 T
i (Kohls et al., 2013) , #F5E R B, 51 0] skt 1 5K
P2 B RS R BAT 2L BN, BE A R A LAY i B
TRY, H AT REAFTEAR LA PR 28 il o Bk 50k 9%
B AAT RIAE 31 (0] kA 5 P PR BT R IR 35 R AR
(Sirucek et al. , 2021) ., Kohls & A (2013) % # %}
b2 B BURNAE ] 0] 3 Y 50 AR 22 75 Ok IO SR AR 1
oo PG, BESR Nie 55 A (2024 ) % 3 00 i U %
At 2 BN TAFAE S, IR 2 HoAk 2 28550 Il 3k
TR WAFTE ST 7 X AR E
[1a) A,

WAL, e 22 BTN TR0 S5 B R AE AR 3 A
T sk Z SSUENESE o TRl B ER 2 T AL, A2
TN T A n] DXy Sy T A S AN B B, X
AT T RN B 58 A B 43 (Berridge & Rob-
inson, 2016; Dillon et al., 2008; Luijten et al.,
2017 ; Rademacher et al. , 2010) , 5 Wi ] ( reward
anticipation ) J2 35 /> 1A X Bt Fh 22 547 S 1 391 15 A 3E
K, BIRAEANASS S8 K% A4 F AT (Aldridge ~
Waddon et al. , 2020) , ¥ {&K 5% ( reward consump-
tion ) &4 24 B 2 B ) 5 IS AN 1K T RS2 3 Y
338

TG pE R 8 (Lutz & Widmer, 2014 ), Nie % A
(2024) AL HZE T W iy 5 B 2 BN BR Ji ay, BEA
X P AT AT 5% o Ak BB T D) e Y R B
AN 22 FlORS Bt BB % 9 4% AE ( Aldridge — Wad-
don et al. , 2020) , {HFEREH, JUH I W i 0w
Ty Z 4 o RIS, B RSO & 2 51 U A4 56 2
RE 5 5 1Y RRAE S AL 22 53 X0 T R B 4 e AT
W 5T A EL A B B {H ( Luijten et al. , 2017 ; Rob-
inson et al. , 2016) ., PRI, A % [ BHE T 3
Toe 5 A 2 A [ sl v TS A 56 T S B R
2B

2 ¥ Fif %k 3R {1 55 ( Social Incentive Delay
Task ) S [A] B8 58 A~ 7 Ak 2 22 B 10300 A 36 T2 1)
WA Z — e g T 4 B i R AT 55,
FEA SRR I H bR R R A 5= A B B
(Martins et al. , 2021) . 2k 3% 5 9 W] H Ar 4 3 A
W R, SR SN eSS, AR CE S
NSRS R G VNN A i
J R i [B] 25 T I i (Martins et al. |, 2021) , 25,
B R 2 R E B AR R BRIy, AT AR S
HGE SR AT 2 42 B s sk AL S AR ST S AL B 0 AT M 4
b, RIS SE IO B4 bR o R HZAE 55 45 & ERP
HARBWITE R B, AR & RB LR P3
(Cue —P3) B E R THHELR, IS —BRELEK
S5 350 ~ 600ms 35 B WEAE, 746 T LBk
X, BBl T AR LR VEAR BT £ A S AL DA B
ZEE PR (Goldstein et al. |, 2006) . 4 Jz 5 il #%
RG2SV R 52 R B BN TR K ERP A
3 RewP, RewP 2 1FE 1% i3t ERP #F 200 ~300ms #H
X T st ERP O — AN TEE [n] 543, R SR
22 PR P BOZL LS, AT T # R R X, RewP
W T IE B0 A AR5 BRI 9 R/ ((Glaz-
er et al. , 2018) ,

BB A 0Ty S5 oS R ) RS 1 AT 5 ) 4 2 B 1Y)
Ui U & AL 23 AR5 LRI T AFAE S0 . A BESE
KL R KL 55455 ERP HOR KB, 09K KM
RO R AH RS AH OG5 & Y Cue — P31 35
B K ( Bartholow et al., 2007; Bartholow et al.,
2010) , X —Z5 R LB, RS AHOC B 1 ml 75 & 0 A
PO S v IR R B AL R, RS AR OC I R
Y5 & 1) Cue — P3 ] LLF50I0 75 A% 40 81 25 1% 109 45 o )
BRI J¥ (Kohen et al. , 2024) o BEAE®F5E K& BN
7 ISR 5 0 9 i A DG 2 2R A A T R s 1), X 168 9
AH G Z A7 7E T 1 1 B 4895 & ) (Heuer et al.
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2021; Kim et al. , 2018 ; Metcalf & Pammer, 2011)
 Kim 55 A (2018 ) R LR R 175 & AT 55 & BN iF L
T H O 90 AH 5 2R 5 A 1 I 9 1E B3 (late posi-
tive potential, LPP) I IiF . & K T & . LPP 3
ST AR X R DG R T B R R TR
W B 90 i FRC 0T 10 3 A G 28 R A B oy O T R
TR 22 R B o R, TEAE S R BB Ay 1,
AT 5 8 937 S 2 907 XU A 2 980l A A S v B AT
M2 ROV o fEAE 2 R BRSO 1, 2T Nie 4§
N (2024 ) % 30 I i BSR4 R 1 4+ 25 2 R LG B
SR R E AR A R AR BB . R, W50k B
D8 i IR XoF 4 R 2 HOR LU AR T 2 A A AR P
J Wi (Li et al., 2020; Yau et al., 2015; Zhang
et al., 2024) , 4 Yau %5 A (2015) R M K AE: 55 45
& ERP HR A B, W0 2% U & il 4 B 2 B0 iy
RewP 71 P300 #B i & Wl 55 , 10 B 0 28 JO i o 1Y) 4 Bk
BRI TAFTE 5% . Li 48 N (2020 ) SR I 1
155 F1 ERP $OR & B, W0 3 O #% i 4 B 5015
KN RewP S 2 BEAR . PRI, AT F90 300 090 9 mid o6
Xof B 2 AT [ sl AR 0 X At 2 A5 [l ok A A B
IR B P 282 2 o

25 Bk, AT SR R O A A 2 1
[ B e i b e (K M L B A Qs A A 2
XEAH O 1A 23 A5 5 (0] gk ) R B S92 A 2 A5 5 n] ok (5
IS 23 A O A A 2 TR sk ) o ISR AR 25 B
JlSE R AT 55 45 45 ERP AR %5 42 19 i il # 1 4 2
T s fin T, DA A 08 ) B LI S AT O
$84%, LA Cue — P3 1 RewP 43 5 4F Ay 4% 551 [] 6% 751 40
ARG B B PR 2236 0, 25 5% I T J0 5 1+ 23 1
i ] TR 75 A A e SN R e bl . AT
BB, AT )= 00, W R 3 A i A 23 Ul Sk
IRAT: 55 b B s A SN, S AR G R S R 2 0 Sk
PAT 55 0 T, FEINFIA 2 2 T, 1) 3% e & il
e K B 28 R & B9 Cue — P3 AR EL T B S92 U 26

E TR Uy N G 0 Rl e ey (RR i A 1 B 35,3
B RewP #H bt P S 1 25 45 57 [0] 36F 1 25 50 K,

2 J5ik
2.1 ik

AT B PRK2E A BRI R4 3, W4k b
RAT A (B e ), kIR 3 S,
Bl A 77 A 22 T U S 0 A 4 B A AR E R B, )
Ui# L E IR SR Pontes 45 A (2014) 3£ F DSM -5
DO 3 J R 12 BB o S ), 28 57 B S N (2020 ) B3 AN
AT 1 e SRR ) 3 R it 3R (TGD - 20 Test) , % dt
FAFEE VR = B A2 ehge (2 K R BT 6
AT, ®ERILE 20 A~TH, R Likert 5 937 47,
Z RO D o R800.89, HIUMEEE 0.81, fK
it Pontes 5 A (2014) 42 (9 bk, AR5 1GD -
20 B R AT =T1 404 Ay 00 2% e X A J6 A4 B 2 g (i
NI 3 K NN 2 YN DT  Eh N i
40 43 LA 5 5 ok A a0 A B2 i U
I ARRIE : (1) W3 ORERE IR A5 40 K F 71 435 (2)
S B A R B )R T 3 /e, HUE D HREE 1 AR L
L (3) A RS 43 B ) (i 60% ) b R i
) ) 2 7 B0 ) 45 i 3o 4 3 HE B b ol 6 5 < RS
g S Sk A s | R R R 2 R G A 2 Y
Yo FH s KW I pima s . TR R A R,
F R IE IR .

R DL Ar i, L0k A & AdibrifE, JF&
IV 3E S5 AR S S A I 3 B R A DT R Y
WIFAE A 24 Z (PBAB N EE 11 4, &tk 13
D) AT LR R AL A R AE T A TR
BB, FEITA RSB T — AU AN .
FRWME 1 iR,

2.2 WMETITER

(1) P 7 oA i 3, OBk a 3 4 o AR 5T R

IGD —20 Test [ 7 [ EL bk o 22500 0. 93,

®1 HXER
A IR (n =24) R4 (n =24) t p Cohen’ s d
AR 19.83 = 1.44 19.38 + 1.01 1.27 0.21 0.36
J 4 B ) (/IR ) 26.01 = 4.84 11.75 = 3.02 12.24 < 0.001 3.73
ZHEHER(F) 15.79 + 1.38 15.54 + 1.10 0. 69 0.49 0.20
[RR) 24 3ifp X% 79.54 = 4.96 34.04 + 4.32 33.89 < 0.001 9.78
fEIE 9.49 + 4.37 5.29 + 4.23 3.36 0. 002 0.97
AR 10.25 + 4.27 5.63 + 3.92 3.91 < 0.001 1.12
T A 18 sk 5.71 = 1.40 3.17 = 0.76 7.82 < 0.001 2.25
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(2) 2 Ui vy R 8%, SR T 10 i A9 A 400 o 3R
VAL o % T H T IRAL AR 57 0 A8 B i e iy
el R (0 — SUAR R AR B i Xk, 10 dE H AR Boiif
), LTIz T VA A A A RE 4 sl
FEAT R B T8 SR %, PF 43 R R 3R IR SR G (Ko
et al. , 2013)

(3) AR AT AR AR B2 >R F DL S 4 AR 5 3% ( BDI) 5%
T (Beck et al., 1961) Al & FIL 21 410
H, BA5H R0 8] 3 434k, &3R5
EACFRAIARE OB ™, RS RUE R A, 2
i A M AR RE IR 5 W iR 2 — o AWF5E BDI
M) e B B o ZH0C 0.91,

(4) £5 JECRE IR P2 B2 2R A DL 3e 45 B 4 3R ( BAL)
(Beck et al. , 1988) 1Al . %1 3% [ A ALAT 21 A~
H, BHRMHO 2 3 7334k (0 UK KA 1 1R
R, (B W 2 AR B, A BHEA T i .3
SPRRERE, WHKRMBZEML), BRLAGSEE
B ERE R, %8RG RUE RAF, &Rl
MR R W R Z — AR5 T BAI
) e B B o ZB0M 0. 88,

2.3 1BF

TR 2 () R g/ H 4 ) x 2 (4t
AT A e A 2 AE T /B S A 2 AE T
o) IR A S g e it Hov 4l 0 o Wit 1] A2 A
S AETTRU 2R B g AR i

SEAT 55 4 R B AL At 2 OB (A& ) T AR AR 55
FiE A 23 Rl (AES) IR AT 45, SCIR s T AHIT
TiE 8 3 0k R S A S ARSI B o E I S A 25 U A

BAES &R % B BT 55 EEOE R O B
JIE B SR PR AR E , — % 0 B P el 2 Uil AR 4
KA NI BERE T —A> BAs B bR e, FEATAR A
bR HERT AR ) R B AT P, AR B AT e R A v
B EAT BN, 3K 2320 B 58 UL 1Y B 4 A o
DU ] REBE S AN S B9 PEAN 7 o A T )AL 2 30l SiE
BAESS & R % B AT 55 32 B R 1 Xk
T A A 005 P M S N, — 4 DA A S ATl 1 9
KB o3 B e ZEAR G I 3 N R R T — A M
R BR I, T 2Ll BE DA E B AT SO, Gk
P M T SBEE B SARAR I, LR AT B sk A A K
AN o

TEAE 55 10 Bl Wb, o B B AR R
1000ms . ZZW K J5 B I A, 2B E 500 ~
2000ms BHAL . LA Ok JE B B0 H AR B, 2R
WS P 2 e OB, R e S PR B
ML 1000ms o 7ML RH R 5 5 35 5 0 #1000 ms
MLRNMILF, DR E o B AR, Rl
HPE (RS ) TR S it o 8 2 i R PR, R o o
bR I B 5t A 3550 (O Bt ), A5 B 05y A4 1]
TRER TR A R R AP HEAR, MEd
Htr S, o vk m (RTE2E 48 . 3
ST RPN LR PR B L BT 55
U FEANE 1 Bz o FRATT 8 M5 T e e o 3 A O
WK A BRUBR [ A by i X i 23 A O B BRI R, K
PS5 A= 1 v 5 AR DG IR Y B 7 PR A O B 2
WML o VEREASMR I A 15 D X P IAT: 55 1 rh 4k
R, TR BLHT TS b, AR B 7R R 1 i

tlesp - P e T
e A\~ )
BRRHIEIR "

N - v P

k3 .

fenp - b - -
i A *

WRHIEIR "
3 B0 D s
‘ g ket
1000ms 500~2000ms RN JE T 1000ms 1000ms
KR H AR R

1 IWiRRER

340



B A

S5 ¢ [P0 2% it kR A 2 AT [ RE A TR S ok HOERP R SR

fli Ay btk H 5 M 48 J05C (He et al. , 2018) , BLSZ4E
BTt LS KA 0] N 1 T3 R, ikt
SRS R N Rl KRR 1) T TR R, B
2 HARR O BLSCRE T E R, 3k H A5k R
e T o D 2 RN ik 2 R i By i
180 1 40, WFFEFE T R H] H i 58 2 18 57 5 AR R
5 B (Xie ot al. | 2014) | (g 57 HE 28
TR RE R o 75% 224, BIAE ) [l sk i) A6 % Ry
25% Fidy o AR G T R e ST RS
TR I B S 0. 75 AR R, iR
AINTF0.75, TR — 3T H A ) A0 52 3 Ta] g b
10ms, 75 W8 10ms 55— U H A5 5l i 60 2
PR [E] & 300ms ( Chan et al. , 2016) , SZEAT 5% 1o
R b, W XA 2 R A0 B S A 2 YR A R AT 55 v )
] B 2 4B, PRAT: 55 19 52 36 YR 76 P 20 90K v i Ay
Ao iAW A TR B ST L Y AR S 6 = 58 A
S

2.4 MEBHBIEREMAE

K] E — prime 2. 0 £ BLRIEAUR AT 9 Bdh

K JH Neuroscan 2y ) ) fili B 3 48 #k #F Curry
7.0, FRIRERFR 10 - 20 FRUEY FEHY 64 T AR 1R 10
S D i P SR L BRI Tem 42 5 A4~ L A 1 s K
AR, AR BN E ISR, ELid R
i T b e D W A 2 5 il SRR R
500Hz, yEJ% 7 0.05 ~ 100Hz, A Bk 5k &
Z B FHPT/D T 10KQ, f#i i§ EEGLAB %44 ( Delorme
& Makeig, 2004 ) F14f {2 ERPLAB ( Lopez — Cal-
deron & Luck, 2014 ) #47 B L84 737 .

AU TN TSGR 2 2 v A 2 4G R AU 7L 5
(FL M M1 AT M2) /9 F S 0E . SR oE 47 4 J8 g Dk
(0.1 ~30 Hz) o RS 853 20 B (ICA) 2 BRIz HR
Phalt o %) Hth 28 47 70 Br, 23 B i 1E) Sy ) 35 5 B i
200 ms 2| 2 J5 1000 ms ( —200 ~ 1000 ms) , Xf4y
BB AT LR A IE ( -200 ms - 0) o FIr A7 73 Bk
P — WP £ 100 WV PN Dh B SR . B,
XF i A AR A o B i AT & T
2.5 #HEHZI
2.5.1 fTAZEHESIT

B, AT RO TE P SE R AT 55 rhox
WD 2R HAR RIS e 2= AR R Sz N 2
BA 25, KRS ERER S AR, RERT
2 A (R ZE AR A ) x 2 #E o iRl 38 A (I Xk
Foe WO B S AT 2 R ) 19 2 PRER O 22 43 4 Bk
IR [RIEURN 4 2R A5 1 H b 300 84 S 1 i 947 48

THAMHT , LA %58 T 20 i o0T [l 3l A ) 28 70 4 23 48
fR B L I S 5 AT 22 5, v A ) S gk ) A8 i, A
SR 2 B O i s
2.5.2 ERP #ESIT

Cue — P3 (1) 20 - B P & F I [ 40 &) 3a i
/8 (LA PL LA R ) o AR 4 BE 13 IF 5 A AS F 5 75 2]
A8 20 S 2473 ( Zhang et al. , 2017) , #EH P1 Pz P2,
P3 P4 1 POz {5y Cue — P3 Jil{73 Y 24 ER L1, 0 #r
B 2R R S5 09 330ms 3 550ms, P 0E
195 A2 B 3 T ¥ 0 R BRI (] 2 A R . A
A0 PSU IR L R4 ) 2L ek 2R R 2 R 1Y Cue — P3
e HAAZER, R 2 (SR R H) x2
LRFEM (WAt W &R R TS W& &)
B2 R Z 55t Cue — P3 A I IR 0847 4831 43
Br, b 2 ) O Bt ) A8 i, R R KA A A

=N
AR

AN 2 5 26 Y 14 21 7 33 8 1R ) 3b i R
(ELFCL R R Bil) , RewP (2253 %) B 3IE [ A
RN 3¢ s, RewP nli o Y248 L) O FCz,
FC1.FC2 I Fz, R 22 5 Pk 4R BOUS 73, RIVHIAE ST
[l 36 Sz 5 75 B ERP 2 25 90 5 514 & i) ERP
(Zhang et al. , 2022) . SR )5 1155 PUAS LB B9 25 53 10
£ 200 ~300ms {9V R 0 o Sy R 2H A 4 7l
2y W2 A 25 5 5] [l Bk 2 #Y RewP 2% AR 22
S, R 2 4] (MU B2 ) > 2 AT [nl sk
TR (e e A e 0 [ sl | B0 S A e SR [l 5k ) # 2
RI7 2250 H X RewP fF- 2 5 i 47 g 31 o0 #r,
] 5 O B ) AR R [l R 2k R O il Y

=N
A,

3 4%

3.1 1THZEER

T, P ZH A R B S A 2 U A R AT
55 Ol 2 R E AR SRR B2 N 8 bR T rp R
K(p < 0.05), WA i & BT 55 1454
A B (Zhang et al. , 2022)

Xf S REI R 2 PR J7 22 a0 BT 4 R AR, il
R A FERN A W E, F (1, 46) = 3.64, p =
0.063, HHAIM ERMIWARZE, F(1,46) = 0.36,
p = 0.55, 4U5IHIFE 2 5 i 28 YA 58 T30
F(1,46) =4.51,p = 0.039, 7]'2): 0.089, faj
RONLor BT R, W 2 Fros SO 20 i ke 2 i
ey e it (M = 248.15, SE = 11.41) B ZF BT
PR AL 2 PR W) R I (M = 270.24, SE =
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11.33), F(1,46) =8.13, p = 0.007, il %t
e Xk At 23 IRl i R R BE (M = 250.76, SE = 11.41)
M SEAT 22 (M = 249.58, SE = 11.33) AL TS
WBEEE F(1,46) = 0.02, p = 0.879,

301 I 2
i [ TSt 2 W

RREAL Eictl
A5

B2 WAHRKAREBRUASHMERESHEEMNESR
("p<0.05,"p<0.01, )

3.2 ERP4£H

Cue - P3

X} Cue - P3 530 2 IRIR G 07 200 W4 Rk
M, RREREHMARIE, F(1, 46) = 3.04,
p =0.088, A EMMARE, F(1, 46) =
0.16, p = 0.69, A HIMLEIMEZ HAEH BE,
F(1,46) = 11.07,p = 0.002, 5> = 0.19, fij#
RN AT R B, Wi 3d FroR, BRE 2 H U R A 2
Bk &R (M = 3.68, SE = 0.51)i%% ¥ Cue - P3
WiIRE ERTHLHSWEER (M = 2.16,
SE = 0.66), F(1,46) =12.86, p = 0.001 ;fij#s
il 20 b e XAt 2s W 2R (M = 2.99, SE = 0.51)
WHRM Cue — P3 I lE A IS4 SN L R (M =
3.46, SE = 0.66) Ll %% 5%, F(1,46) = 1.25,
p o= 0.27, R IR AN A o B A WS s kAT 8
ZEP AT AR, I RN R R A8 HAE IR AR W %
F(1,44) =6.82,p =0.012, n> = 0.14, WAL
FLIE IR IIAREE (p > 0.10),

RewP

X RewP W73 19 2 IR Iy 220 M 4 R & L, 1%
TR A R BN A B E, F(1, 46) = 1.79,
p =0.19, AR FEHNARE, F(1,46) = 1.28,
p = 0.26, 25 FIAE T [l k2 A G 52 BAE W 3
F(1,46) =5.09,p =0.029, 5, = 0.10, iz
NEAAT R B, ANl 3e Fran, ka4 FR I R A 23 TR
342

BlRE(M = 1.68, SE = 0.57) k1Y RewP I g &
HRT LA &) [l k(M = 0.15, SE =
0.69), F(1,46) = 6.47, p = 0.014; M= H 4
iA=Ly Ml (M = -0.18, SE = 0.57) Kk
() RewP iz Wi F1 L 52 4 25 £5 57 [l 6 (M = 0.22,
SE =0.69) L EXERF, F(1,46) = 0.42,p =
0.52, AR FN A2 o Bl AP AE & AT 5 22 9%
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Abstract ; Recent studies have revealed abnormalities in social reward processing among individuals with internet

gaming disorder (IGD). Both punishment avoidance and reward acquisition in social interactions serve as motiva-

tional drivers, and this dual mechanism may jointly influence the behavioral patterns of IGD individuals. This study

employed a Social Incentive Delay task combined with event-related potential ( ERP) techniques to investigate

game-related versus real-life social punishment avoidance processing in IGD subjects. Behavioral results demonstra-

ted that IGD participants exhibited significantly shorter reaction times in game-social contexts compared to real-so-

cial contexts. At the neural level, game-social incentive cues elicited significantly larger cue-P3 amplitudes than re-

al-social cues, while successful game-social punishment avoidance evoked greater reward positivity ( RewP) com-

pared to real-social avoidance. These findings suggest that IGD individuals demonstrate stronger motivational drive

for avoiding game-social punishments than real-social punishments, and experience enhanced reward effects when

successfully evading game-social punishments.

Key words: Internet gaming disorder; social punishment avoidance; reward anticipation; reward consumption
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