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In this study, we asked three groups of participants (high
dependence, cigarette/alcohol user, and healthy control)
were asked to complete task-based functional MRI to
evaluate craving induced by the betel quid, two cognitive
tasks (Stop signal task and Single category implicit
association test) and Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI) that
assess motor inhibitory control and implicit attitude
toward betel,. The results found that, the cue-elicited
activation brain area include: (1) visual information
related fusiform gyrus, lingul gyrus, and (2) middle
temporal gyrus, inferior temporal gyrus, (3) Secondary
sensory cortex related operculum, (4) the emotions, reward,
decision-making related orbital frontal cortex. The brain
activation were higher than low craving participants. The
main effect of stop signal reaction time (SSRT) and D score
were both not significant difference between three groups,
but omission rate was significant difference between high
dependence and healthy group. In Resting state MRI, SSRT
was significantly correlated with left middle occipital
gyrus, precentral gyrus, left superior temporal gyrus,
right precuneus, cuneus and right caudate nucleus; D score
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was significantly correlated with left precuneus and left
thalamus. In diffusion MRI, SSRT was significantly
correlated with insula, cerebral peduncle, corticospinal
tract, left superior parietal gyrus, left inferior parietal
gyrus, left middle occipital gyrus, left postcentral gyrus,
and superior frontal gyrus; D score was significantly
correlated with insula, right angular gyrus, and left
precuneus. This research provides some information toward
increasing understanding of betel quid user.

betel quid, craving, cue-reactivity paradigm, inhibitory
control, implicit attitude, fMRI
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Abstract

In this study, we asked three groups of participants (high dependence, cigarette/alcohol
user, and healthy control) were asked to complete task-based functional MRI to
evaluate craving induced by the betel quid, two cognitive tasks (Stop signal task and
Single category implicit association test) and Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI) that
assess motor inhibitory control and implicit attitude toward betel,. The results found
that, the cue-elicited activation brain area include: (1) visual information related
fusiform gyrus, lingul gyrus, and (2) middle temporal gyrus, inferior temporal gyrus, (3)
Secondary sensory cortex related operculum, (4) the emotions, reward,
decision-making related orbital frontal cortex. The brain activation were higher than
low craving participants. The main effect of stop signal reaction time (SSRT) and D
score were both not significant difference between three groups, but omission rate was
significant difference between high dependence and healthy group. In Resting state
MRI, SSRT was significantly correlated with left middle occipital gyrus, precentral
gyrus, left superior temporal gyrus, right precuneus, cuneus and right caudate nucleus;
D score was significantly correlated with left precuneus and left thalamus. In diffusion
MRI, SSRT was significantly correlated with insula, cerebral peduncle, corticospinal
tract, left superior parietal gyrus, left inferior parietal gyrus, left middle occipital gyrus,
left postcentral gyrus, and superior frontal gyrus; D score was significantly correlated
with insula, right angular gyrus, and left precuneus. This research provides some

information toward increasing understanding of betel quid user.

Key word: betel quid, craving, cue-reactivity paradigm, inhibitory control, implicit

attitude, fMRI
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B Sk- 0 TR E - F 1T EL §F(The cur-reactivity paradigm) ™ 2 = 73 fi
(task-based) i i P REIRE R > Sk B 1K IRk IE —*F]’ b RPN R D AR R
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2002; Paulino, Novotny, Miller, & Murphy, 2011) o & 7 ' ¥ % B Fo0 1§ FR chje &
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g R S BT TR R L O SR & EUE e Rl e ok e B
FP it B A4 ek 0 29 £ & hE ek (arecoling) 0 - FE 82
BASE2EH - h- SAE LG RAEER A B2 FFDiEr 5 FHER PP
e e g % P fRA 5ot (Chu, 2001, 2002; Franke et al., 2015; Winstock,
2002) -

v & 4 ik i 1 (Benegal, Rajkumar, & Muralidharan, 2008; C. H. Lee, Chiang,
Ko, Hua, Tsai, Warnakulasuriya, Ibrahim, Zain, Ling, & Huang, 2014; Winstock,
Trivedy, Warnakulasuriya, & Peters, 2000) » # ic #2585 = #od /i £ & 1 foindes 5 o
bl B ELF R T A L RERFAT - FEGCHF Y R TYIRLY)
Fee E (LT w)ha § £+ 2 (T Liu, Li, Zhao, Yang, Pan, Li, Pan, & Chen,
2016a) ; ¥ ¥4k (arecoline) 7 B4 ec i [7 /s B A IR A AT S v iEa A
frzz % (Clader & Wang, 2005) ; 4p fi & i * ﬁ?ﬁ—‘ﬁ B T ERiE —‘ﬁ A RAERITE
ZMBE d o R R fImE IE T 5 742 2248 (Chiu, Shen, Li, & Ho, 2016) % -
e B ERIR I R R L e B R -

#2377 3 5 kb F(Fatseas et al., 2015; Franken, 2003) 2_%% 5 i i % KX T
RIS F R Y R F > R guarir ]k (R IR E)fopr k(R EP-Rk)
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R e g A% = 4= B ik d4F 0 42 (Casey, Jones, & Hare, 2008; Heatherton & Wagner,
2011; Noél, Brevers, & Bechara, 2013) > & %1 ff £ < 4p &% 2 = F5-RK 08 % SL@ R 5
BEPF o p AR S E T4 pras 3 rg P g R RS
$o& fI7 MR-F RL BERBR

B kg g Y - B2¥ £ 8 02 % (Fatseas et al., 2015; Franken, 2003) » &_

*"‘hz:iﬁ w3 l%“éél&ipjﬂ’%‘rmiiﬁ@ﬂ°gliﬁﬂ%ﬁ; lﬂé’p#ﬂ’}*ifﬁfﬁg
Az irw o Bl R R Fenb 427 (5 5 (Fatseas et al., 2015; Gipson et al.,
2013) % &~ FARRE AR I o 7 R f (VR R kb RN Rl R
AR R M RagEL A2 TR (A TREE R ZRGEHT
B i% ¥f 7 f4F 4§ chRf 4& (Goudriaan, De Ruiter, Van Den Brink, Oosterlaan, &
Veltman, 2010) » iz~ A_ik if iﬁ ®dE 75 - AR R F] (Welberg, 2013) -

Mk — F JEL = (the cue-reactivity paradigm) & - i & 75 4 BB
(ecological validity) s f S & & » v AR * KB ZE* RPIERZFF BLF &
(Carter & Tiffany, 1999; Wilson, Sayette, & Fiez, 2004) » ¢ =%+ S iz ¥ (Wilson et
al., 2004) ~ iFpt iz 4 (Groefsema, Engels, & Luijten, 2016) ~ & 4+ (Pelchat, Johnson,
Chan, Valdez, & Ragland, 2004) ~ #f1% {7 5 (Potenza, Steinberg, Skudlarski, & et al.,
2003) ~ s P 25t ¥ (Koetal, 2009) bk i o 2t & = 5 MY 9“@':’7:{ B2 ik ¥ 4
B Ap MR R ;ﬁuﬁ*ﬁ’¢xﬁﬁ bR T o REIRAPM AR 1 S8 F N
7% v 35 (Drummond, 2000; Reynolds & Monti, 2013; Rose, Field, Franken, &
Munafo, 2013) » bl4e > 14 p AR L 03 VAP g 2 BE R 5 TR &

88 % (Norberg, Kavanagh, Olivier, & Lyras, 2016) -

FI# 75 Peidrid B (functional magnetlc resonance imaging, fMRI) it 5 &
edp AT RE T FSARE B EME - F RITEL B RAPT
RS2 HF TEIRRAEL PR o 3 Wheyt o hRR L I - R
i * 4 ?mﬁAi vdm e fi e RA Y T RRORE  FiRRARAF R
 FAp B 0?5 % (B4 @ DLPFC ~ OFC ~ insula ~ amygdala... %) 4%/ v » & 2_ »
FihRARR K &R RAPET RS T g RIS R R M R S
v & & < (Wilson & Sayette, 2015) » #1717 ig» j‘“/ﬁi He 4o oF 3 bk,
ERAPMRZFAM GRS F R MUBREE TR I AR Z o PR
Foe SRR A B (XSRS #F] f‘f"?ﬁ/% FR I L - R (5T ”‘k—-lziip)
pATe R EEAFT el d AT A RBR NG TR M B FRR
AP B PG T Ao PEAE o

% iz¥: (amygdala) #fz3 )8 chi ¥ & Rk qipad B (Everitt & Robbins, 2005;
Robbins & Everitt, 2002; Zhang et al., 2013) » 2 iz % § R0 5 B F 57 M
(Hermansetal., 2014) > 4 4 FA 4 B ROBIFNERR FF TR &> B
REfE > Fligl j o afgilpgs <2 F Kie* FFadk4 2 - (Johnson,
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2 s AR RS R S - AL —“‘Ff % (Goudriaan et al., 2010) -

KRR IEYROR I M o foREF TR 55 F A caphl (Everitt
& Robbins, 2013; Gerdeman, Partridge, Lupica, & Lovinger, 2003; Noél et al., 2013) -
P A Rk ek P feddr (Putamen) %220 THlk - F RYBEEY SR
habits learning) |- ¥4 ?fﬁiﬁ—"ﬁ Ko g (S) 2F i (R) 2 Fenf %= p &
it erfE 4% (Sjoerds et al., 2013; Vanderschuren & Everitt, 2005) » » ;‘Ia{g - B4
RIS Pl e Y R Z%’T«F"Iﬁﬁ‘lﬁﬁv@ Lo 24 mip e
BRZHT R K@ S S ARE B T o R F R RIE P T DB ARAS R AR S B R
Bpdlm REp b o AR R R IE P (nucleus accumbens, NAcc) §
FitEd 08 Y 5% (Malenka, Nestler, & Hyman, 2009) » 3% i* 5 % ‘5% > b]drié
*RAg e F ST 2 Y (immediate reward) ’mjﬁr'rﬁ Ko~ PR @ A2 ¥
P Frenig * 54 (Berridge & Robinson, 2003) o i&4f 4+ 5 > 4o fode - X 2B £ F
Hov kg o o 377 d sl kiR 5 ° Ml & ch~ 344 (Bossert, Marchant,
Calu, & Shaham, 2013; Weiss, 2005) - j& & 'Iﬁ fReE A o EAFR* RIS TS %“ﬁ“r}
TG nE ¥ & (Wikler & Pescor, 1967) » 53 X k4 ender » By frie *+ @
*pE PR om F R MR F R * 7 L (Dickinson, Balleine, Watt,
Gonzalez, & Boakes, 1995; Everitt & Robbins, 2013; Kasanetz et al., 2010) -

ot = vgm e 35 E (prefrontal cortex, PFC) & #ag seeiinest v (Aol 4
Tl ARSI S HFHA N E)(Yuan & Raz, 2014) - { £ & ¥ PFC 2275 1k
&7 M (Jansenetal., 2013; Ko et al., 2013; Kroczek, Haeussinger, Fallgatter, Batra,
& Ehlis, 2015; Sinha et al., 2005; Wilson et al., 2004) » &]4r > & e r 4 % LR & £
B FEE P DARE E TR § AN R B o R AR R
Fregem E AR RFET O g B & = ahiiegs (Noél etal,, 2013) -

ok (Insula) s pown et P L B4k @ B ot ip) A (lateral fissure)iZ o o
BEE FEfTESLFTAIpG - L & p WP R R (interoception) i g
B ¥ 7 M (Zaki, Davis, & Ochsner, 2012) o 1T & F]%q:g B pirangh > @ € 0§ &
BARAPMAT T P AR AR VBRI B AR ) F P E B h S T R s G B
Py aERSh fFeEFTRR 'I'é?]'l'ﬁ NS = ck i A (- AR S T
@* sl foei% T d AR (Nagvi & Bechara, 2010) » b]4opk e v -
Flha b 4E o E xR Ag) £ (Droutman, Read, & Bechara, 2015) o &g BT 7 %
B aEit R E LR >4k (Engelmann et al.,, 2012; Naqvi &
Bechara, 2009; Schacht, Anton, & Myrick, 2013) » i #f dﬂ’f IS AR - 7 M
AR L IRPE 0 Mo h bR F%T]*ug e o BR DT FE R § S e

i g < (interoception) «p REE R o Ao B R B AT TR ER
et A Lk R P HGR R AR §AGRE BRI R BESSALE B
FI A& K *hig) 2 i=4% (basoletera amygdala, BLA) (Stefanacci & Amaral, 2002) ~ <&
% (NAcc) (Reynolds & Zahm, 2005) ~ p i £ 7 (entorhinal cortex) ™ % /& 5 $f:2
(hippocampal formation) (Augustine, 1996) ~ = 4=+ & & (ACC) (Augustine, 1996) ~
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RPEIEE A T (OFC) (Mesulam & Mufson, 1982) % - 4= %87 1 # 77 it R
B ML R EAH N E FRABEBAFE (blr & B pALE
pPAFR) i B e Er hI sk kT U RFLH R ST g o B
x;ip,fnfg‘rm s Bgd g oX A4 h R E o @& ki E F,ze i kidp 4
B (Nagvi, Gaznlck, Tranel, & Bechara, 2014) - & B4 i% a‘ﬁ AR EE > PG E S
[ 7@;%‘ ¢ 5L F b F42 B # 4c (Kober etal., 2016) -

o de b 1 230959448 (corpus callosum) w2 0 BT AIZARRE 0 A RlE de
A & (dorsal ACC) &g 273 & 4 (selective attention) 7 B » L Rl= dod A B
(ventral ACC) f 3 & (drAd 2 A ¥ & g 5 pF % 1) (Decety & Jackson,
2004; Jackson, Brunet, Meltzoff, & Decety, 2006) 7 iz %" 7 Fe » 52 F P& a2l ws iy o
bl e i~ ede gl 0 2 SRR hpd L (Aharoni etal., 2013) ¢ Blde > § AR
Fe B FAARBE SR BF o Fp bR i gt LA FE TR ks 2 AR o AR F
B EHAREH ok o IR Ao d LR s it R RTE N B O b R
"% 1< (Brody et al., 2004) -

HERGET L 'r’rfi% FARM G ® F L BT F T MRS T Y Pl RIS
(mesocortical pathway) v (@) % i=+% - ‘ﬁr;]»h A AE R AR F T ORI T
v Yol FESIZ (mesocortical pathway) e (b) # $E 3§ k5t & FERPEEEEA T
(orbitofrontal cortex, OFC) =% ¢t ip|= 2g ¥ (dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, DLPFC) -
(c) * % (insula) (Noéletal., 2013) £ (d) =" 4c# 4 F (anterior cingulate cortex,
ACC) (Sinha et al., 2005; Tang, Fellows, Small, & Dagher, 2012; Wilson et al., 2004) -
R o g RAPB G TR RIL G - RN H o bl4eis B (hippocampus)

@4 (insula) = & 4% (caudate) % %% ¢ ¥4 4k fpFriE it (Pelchat et al., 2004)
g AL A NS R RE R 2 NRAE (striatum)~Pe & (insula) 4 2
AR B (thalamus) (Jastreboff etal., 2013) o ¥ #t > frpgi% 5 B b f87 L dg > P
BEALF (OFC) ~ £ +:12 2 3 & +% (caudate and basal ganglia) f-4R= (thalamus)
g £ ?*1‘3' M E e S (Potenza etal, 2003) » ¥ 73 A3 g IR
7 RE TR AR B % PriE it e R ¢ 45 0 F b plm gg £ (dorsolateral prefrontal cortex,
DLPFC)~ a» do 7 i (anterior cingulate cortex, ACC) % *g gk %8 (ventral strlatum)
(van Holst, van Holstein, van den Brink, Veltman, & Goudriaan, 2012) - #} #i% i§ % f e
RO FAT EFAIRSREDIP > AF LA T LD IIHIEGEFHBImAL
RS i

£z 8 Prplial s F oo ol o

Fril4z 41 (Inhibitory control)dg cH & B 48 1 6> 2 0L ~ BRprs 4 8 2 “Pﬁ‘i“’ [
%it 17 7 5 o 4 (Logan, Cowan, & Davis, 1984) o # ¢ — f erdrd|drdli 4 5 #
i~ (motor inhibition)(Nigg, 2000) - @ & 1k 13 55 1% % (Stop signal task, SST) 5 B
¥ AR * kFT 3 @ ivdrd]it 4 (Crosbie & Schachar, 2001; Logan, Schachar, & Tannock,
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1997; Schachar, Mota, Logan, Tannock, & Klim, 2000) -

FRERKG - Br R LR PR T RIS 2] 3 AP e
o A RIE TS NAIFARFRRG BN i q.*7’ e
(Moeller & Dougherty, 2002) » F]y* Z By f# 4= 5 & i 7 & SRR L I IR 7
RGN T Ra g VPSS 1 RIS

@év*u@&%wﬁiwﬂ%@%ﬁi%ﬂﬁ%ﬂﬁﬂ*4’&%%m’w
WO ) e ;}n’?‘ﬂz:iﬁ R EE A R 4 TR 0 Blde 1V F FIRIE K P
(Flllmore & Rush, 2002) - %«’?Fb ¥V A+ TR [ (Li, Milivojevic, Kemp, Hong, &
Sinha, 2006) ~ JFp i #f —“F]’ (Rubio, Jiménez, Rodriguez-Jiménez, Martinez, A vila, Ferre,
Jiménez-Arriero, Ponce, & Palomo, 2008; Yan & Li, 2009)fw% 22 & i #f
(Tabibnia, Monterosso, Baicy, Aron, Poldrack, Chakrapani Lee, &London, 2011) 4p g
R A b (v gl ac 4 (SSRT gk ) 5 B %1 7 ¢ T 32 5590
FoAlae 4 o ApRGE R o N ETT 0w SF iR R R R K m%:ET w S b g (Fuetal,
2008) ~ A ¥T3 b - FIFpE R JF'f e 3F v o £ $i 0 (Goldstein & Volkow, 2011)
Foat $77 F e + Fikdg K ﬁ s i i epds (Edr ] A 4 ﬁnfgﬁ 0 33 (SSRT #iz & )(Li
etal., 2006) > i& & ph i N ETH F D BE T gl Al S T AR G OB

IR A F R e R Mo ﬁ} RS ERT T T Flik
i ﬁ engp T w e FA i 4 (Romero, Asensio, Palau, Sanchez, & Romero, 2010) ~ j&_
/FpE (Jernigan, Butters, DiTraglia, Schafer, Smith, Irwin, Grant, Schuckit, & Cermak,
1991)fri% j& F](X. Liu, Matochik, Cadet, & London, 1998) i% 7 ¥ 324 7L 8 = 47 4
TR e S0 Ao < e R M i > 7§ (Ersche etal., 2012) % 3
%-¢ % + RIFE ™ w (right inferior frontal gyrus)mw T s s > B Frdl & o
m¢6me ) APFCT BT o T+ i df i SSRT K ¥ 2w EE i
T *% 3 B (Chiang-shan, Morgan, Matuskey, Abdelghany, Luo, Chang, Rounsaville,
Ding, & Malison, 2010) ~ + # g £ % AP A (Aron, Fletcher, Bullmore, Sahakian, &
Robbins, 2003) 7 SSRT fiz £ -

/RIS IERR S X BN - A ”?@ﬁﬁf%'gﬁﬂ%?%*
g% % > ) £ 4] (endophenotype) = 3 &? 7T an Fikig 2 @ Pehy - 2T €&

B R AES R g e P aR %irré‘p g # & ¥ ¥ (Stroop task)
P iR R R PG & P aE AR RIER o & T oAbl i
LR R a-, P aipte A REr i npE AR AT R X))
ER PR R A5 7253 @ R & F]F (Ersche, Jones, Williams, Turton, Robbins, &
Bullmore, 2012; Ersche, Williams, Robbins, & Bullmore, 2013; Smith, Jones,
Bullmore, Robbins, & Ersche, 2013) - ]} ## 7 g:}* B R R ROEY R E

%

i
et iRa 5 o WA RARRGE B oo R DR R R ﬁﬁﬁ@
- o 2

(bilateral dorsolateral prefrontal cortex) % & ’%“'f Fro 3 FIE 2R UE o
AR wR[T O R T R F P o a1l Ak A A B2 e ]
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##1i # (F. Chen, Zhong, Zhang, Xu, Liu, Pan, Li, & Lu, 2015; Huang, Liu,

Mwansisya, Pu, Zhou, Liu, Chen, Rohrbaugh, Marienfeld, & Xue, 2016; T. Liu et al.,

2016a; T. Liu, Li, Zhao, Zhong, Zhang, Xu, Yang, Lu, Pan, & Chen, 2016b) - X @ & 2

mfﬁﬁ i A 0 TR E R E RS el dla 4o Fl WA e B e
T % B ARARRIT A el A 4 kR e

Fr & DEEREF TR

MR TS @ v % £1(Olson & Fazio, 2001) > 45 B S H ¥ fo % 2 # 4
P opErAA T e f e AR 0 BHES B WY S5k E 2 AR 0 e
ik i (Poldrack, Wagner Stanley, Phelps, & Banaji, 2008)- & #  *£ it B G427 >
HEFTEA DD o R HETFAAMAR AL il S €07 ey
(Betsch, Plessner, Schwieren, & Giitig, 2001) » #714 % B %88 | 8 (5 5% 8 2 57 0 i)
FrPEE L A A SO F o R B P B2 3 2 2] 4r(Greenwald &
Banaji, 1995) » % BH % § o= > i@ B 217 5 (Cunningham, Packer, Kesek, &
Van Bavel, 2009)
TEENBMEHIFMONFEA I FFApEEE N R o) RRE

HibF B A A#H - REXBHAREIRFTN $E82 0 5
Tw ¥ o PpEariRdg oA Ed SR AT R g Bt g %ﬁb WARSE B
& eig & {7 5 (Gawronski & Bodenhausen, 2005; Gawronski, LeBel, & Peters,
2007) - A7 3 4 * Karpinski and Steinman (2006) % & - SE WO PRl PSR
(Category Implicit Association Test, SC-1AT) » * X;pr 2 kf’-?-,"}“fﬁ FEA AL R (a
single attitude object) =53 & 53 5‘. °

BN CERL R AR 0 1P L e TS o 29N e F
-7 aE g% i%%"ﬂi,uisa € “E%f\? P TR e S 4o @ R b 98 (Stacy,
1997) » bde : o %frf% CLERT I Rt o I L x;} R I }REI;) v R U
BRYSPTEFLIREFENRESE > T F L s\c‘b T’g%"m@g BRGNP E AR
Mazm  QpilkidrdBiFafiyg nefpditalygilides Pgyf
AR AR B R ATE o B 4vis PR * p BT chds 48 (Beraha, Cousijn, Hermanides,
Goudriaan, & Wiers, 2013) -

L ;ﬁﬁﬁ“’iﬁ“%”ﬂ Fep it kipE ?:;iﬁ I RE AL R o
’:ﬁfﬁjﬁﬁi%}i#’“# o HEP O R RRBE P Ifﬁ o g 'LH%H?" B

&g B it i S € A B R * 4 chi 5 (Mogg, Bradley, Field, & De Houwer,
2003, Waters & Sayette, 2006) -+ g iR| A k4= i * &4 3 > doiFpd (Thush &
Wiers, 2007) ~ ;& ;% ¥](Wang, Lin, Wu, Hsu, Chung, Ko, & Yen, 2015) -

E P TR R R B RA SIS AN R P R R HE
F I e SRR R P 2 B (left putamen) & g § E i (Ames, Grenard, He, Stacy,
Wong, Xiao, Xue, & Bechara, 2014); & A& = Jfr % #f § ¥ < iy WL » PP B A -

Y
»
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* R Rk k8 feis B wE i (Ames, Grenard, Stacy, Xiao, He, Wong, Xue, Wiers, &
Bechara, 2013) - ¥ % 8 (Knowlton, Mangels, & Squire, 1996)fris § w =3t ga @ w p
R > 28 A5 Y I fode M e R AEAR T B (Yin & Knowlton, 2006) @ #9 & & < i
Ad 3G T KR KMA LA o B PE P FRPNEBEnE Y G iR
1’ (Moody, Bookheimer, Vanek, & Knowlton, 2004) > %k 48 i 7 23 & p 28 c) =
(Poldrack & Packard, 2003) - g & p ] < 4f 04 o ¢ B P BE B R R g
7 #7= 4f (Chun & Phelps, 1999)fri& & w g it &2 p 2 5 ¥ 5 B (Rose, Haider,
Salari, & Bichel, 2011) -

P RIS F P ERAF Y BT AERS F R LT T R
R RSy Fipﬁ%ﬂjﬁmm ’?F\a«)?i ° *‘Fﬁﬂﬁ*ﬁf%"ﬂl% * eI TR R
TL(F. Chenetal., 2015) » Apdie it B ¥4 %2 > B IRk dF iﬁ e, ;4 5 w (right
hippocampal)fr < = 23 (right precuneus) sH% 5 &8 ff # + o

%Ej—%i;ég"ri’mrﬂﬁ %E?’%/ETAUTI'—{P: /%20}% ‘Y"E‘#ﬁ_ﬂ.
ﬁf‘w E“%%E BEAARA o PEEEE L @RERAA r,;s(ar%wmn M)
o i 2

‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁi@ﬁﬁﬁ L R A R A 2 AR
; il ‘\%ﬁi‘hnﬁﬁ (ESES RN 5
@»?%ﬁﬁ (w cRER KRG 2B ‘ﬁ%fi/\ﬂf%ﬁ@fﬁ“ﬁ H) o SRR A
i”é*“@iﬂ\ A4 Rb&aprg (g)zjc,‘:?—gjx AR ERUPN)E BB E L S
FRifAl - ¥ 3EFFRwtE i my A HREF B 90 F - D% o &
F&- oz *%F\m%}ﬁuﬁ AHcE AR ARHKR-F 2 BFEY BRI

%97 2 (BQA)N=16 ; T3oi & =37.13 f ; 8 £ =10.44 &) 3EiF * $rdle
(TA-C)(N=15; T to& & =30.07 & ;L % =4.88 #&)> 2 i & 34 2 (H_C)(N=16
Tipgds =3206 & L =313 /) FR- et e ANk e
(N=15; T3 8 =34.40 & 5 2 £ =761 k)~ #iF * 241 2 (N=15; <32

=30.13 R X =498 &) & B d] w(N=16; T ioE & =32.06 &
L =313 %)

Bz 2 (BQA)Z o~ R S P W Ak a BT iRk E A
(BNDS)(% =%, @, B3 &,& 3% fx, 2012)4 Hicid 24 A & 11 b 5 FE iy
A e(TAC)Z p » R A EAR Y in - F RASBFY Y S8E 4 Ak
(AUDIT)(C -H. Chen, Chen, & Cheng, 2004)4= FNTD ({7 ﬂ:/’tlebffri%‘ R EE A

% 100) & % ik df i v A SRR et o i B 4l (H_C) g R G
KR FE e R xfﬂ;ﬁé B R F BN L~ A (4o 0 BBS ~ Facebook
F)EFFEAAERA AR ESEF AR E O FEFVEREA W

A A

»



500-800 -~ 7757 B 4% fv o

éf" ? a%?/n'-

AT PR SR %%f&@p*%ﬂ%giﬁg*ﬁki@ﬁo
I A HELRERPRRA L ERFREZER - AR LN L (R
AFERBEAL  CBIRIEEA IR P FORFE LR P m S e
FErh i R) 2 88 FF - — mARE R R PIT HiEirfi (task-based) # it &
BREHE - %iaﬂuﬁﬁﬁﬁ£€@%*5’#iﬁﬁiﬁaﬁﬁ%
B~ foiFprih RE e FR &%= —wivE 5 fziw P W OEHR A
friFpibh R R - BIEEF O 50 24> A RATTTE QTR 20 A48 0 B9
FEEREERBE ﬁ%ﬁﬁb%ﬁﬁm%ﬁ&ﬁ%$f1m€%& (P e R
AEAEHRAAEA) AT TE(B L BELITE{E - ) R B
Z)E = > ¥4 72 (complete counterbalance) -

¥ REHRRE

73 R p AR 4 @+ 3.0-T MR imaging (Magnetom Skyra, Siemens
Medical Systems, Erlangen, German)- 35 fic — 3 & % 18 id i g sn s 1] (head coil) -
AT E L E-prime B F & ¢ hiry (T EAR o ¥ 1742 CRT £ 417 %

FREM - FFUAVES S 85Hzo @ ¥ T T WA A S0 ¥ 0 Faedp 50 o
A

S d E4B

FHEBBUTREZRL (@ A TESTHR S N E S KTAER

BRI s e SRR R E @)#?(ﬁﬁ‘ﬁuﬁfﬁ)%%#mﬁﬁ'()
iz dg £ & (betel nut dependency scale, BNDS) : ~ & £ ¥ * 11 E"ﬁii@ # etk
AR E2827 11 BHE > TEHEP 7L ZZBREFF > ¢ (.) o
ﬁﬁm%#ﬁﬁﬁ@i)00@ﬁ$%ﬁ@@{)£OMﬁﬁm®Aﬂ§@
42)(Li etal., 2012) » Kvk’—‘%;uﬁ RERIP ot kw % > g% 25 4w 2L 4
(Likertscale) » d % 27 55 (LA)> Hl2 206 (44) GHEPE Do 1 Bk
fe g g 5 (d) FpE R * B R #S[RI%  (Alcohol Use Disorders Identification Test,
AUDIT) : * > & ?ﬁ*\"*"'zmzﬂ‘ﬁ% RAFATR > AR BRI A FF P 2R A
(Chen, Chen, & Cheng, 2004, 2005; Saunders, Aasland, Babor, De La Fuente, & Grant,
1993) ; (e) ~ + = &g Rl% (Fagerstrom Test For Nicotine Dependence, FTND) © *
rUR| R S8 4 R enikdf A2 & (Fagerstrom, 1978; Heatherton, Kozlowski,
Frecker, & Fagerstrom, 1991; Huang, Lin, & Wang, 2006) » & ¢ 2 ¢ * @ < %Rj\g
r F"’/)JT\'#/V)%‘FRFFF W F RTHFAA MR (FRAFLFRAER A
BrEeFEFEe oM PFEE r#%w§§g2mn(ﬂé t@w#
B ) ek H - w BB AL K TR REF bk
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Bl 042 100 R4 T2y 2R D TAFE, Ry ZFF S8 g
A g TERGEEEE sk

¥I% F11E

i HABEELERE - FRTELP
TR E - FRITELFETE? @ e AR P 2 45 PR M R
7 (betel-quid related, B) » &4 @ 4 $83F ~ # sl ~ ] atfg B A B BE N (¢
2 Ei% BiRE ~ afiphi B> (Food related, F) - zﬁﬁ%f | (visual control, V)
%] Bz gk d Le 4 e & L3 (Resting, R) E#;‘;%F'J%]i?{'liﬁirfcﬂ"‘v 5
BB PR R > THE B R (Randomlzed complete block design,
RCBD) = s TR » Flad wind 24 B kg o § AT g ok R Y
FE 1012 ) FR* FEMBMRI AN E R B FE L F kAR
iz 4+ (Blood oxygen-level dependent, BOLD ) 55L& & m fEg A 7 > * S = >
T o0 St 4o g 2 B ER2K 3t (event-relate design) &t { 7 vk R E
# 1A 4 avkh 5 & (Burock, Buckner, Woldorff, Rosen, & Dale, 1998) » it 53 43
FIFF R S R B hE e
TR AR SRR A - L EA TR Y 0 # :2}\;’ 5 1
fﬂ? - Py TR Y GROR PN B o R kA *&7 PR
BE - &8 FRHF P f*#p%‘%B"H » %3125 %%ﬁﬂ#ﬂaﬁ%}“ g d 5 EHRINE
Bovb s & H A ﬂﬁ&é“& s B A R 7 ’Lawﬁ#‘;?& e
AR PED L RF RS EAH (F FHRIWE CHE C BIAERR)
PR A AN P RETPEREDR ST NET O ORCSREY FT ISR EH
EARE AR P AT PE 36 KB Y s TR s R ERIN EAER S LR
TRAP BE B 7 T e mﬁl” P2 foR AP BB Y e B 2 E AR R Bldec S
For U OB SN EE ﬁléﬁ,éﬁmﬁ] Bodrg cnE YR PR R IR B A g
[y L I\Mﬁ (4e: o~ Z)ARE 4] c0m * B¢ * Adobe Photoshop CS3
#%% (Adobe Systems Inc, San Jose, Calif) #-# #uip b <036 5B & LE L2 A4 2
STk L (Blde D T BATHSR R 24 X)) RBEURR AR S B
BIEFERAB T R 0 BB LTI RT FRESOS WA T D
zfu%j 1% (% 548 Adobe Photoshop CS3 &JZ » 4 & % 4p e + /] (490 x 340
pixels) » & * E-Prime (E-Prime 2.0, Psychology Software Tools, Inc., Pittsburgh, PA,
USA) mAg e U3 Tl » #agd Pl R ST slig 7
%21 % 5§ e video goggles #: hAE T Bt R R RGL B Y -
5%%’“ 3+ % George & + (George, Anton, Bloomer, & et al., 2001) = j# &
WE AR T D R IRPFR R L 456402 ¢ 2 F56 B 76 0% Ex (epoch)s
FRFEP EEWIRIEDR T 2 - kL 0 & P A B d 5EG IR E
B) s wMBY (F) 2AREH4 (V) 2 FRBFPERFERFLZ 44 BP
9



MM N Y AW T RRAOR P A EA O RAFRERIEfy R F AR
B (83 HA ISR KK )

Epoch 1 Epoch 2 Epoch 3 Epoch 4 Epoch 5 Epoch 6
(76 sec.) (76sec.) (76 sec.) (76 sec.) (76 sec.) (76 sec.)

A | A A |
\ \ W L1l |

Time course (456 seconds)

Pretest Posttest
Betel-quid related Food related Visual control Resting
pictures (B) pictures (F) pictures (V) cross-hair

PPN n))

_+_

Bl ®mz - F ﬁ%l?i (cue-reactive task)§ &K% g &R

_'ﬁ‘

By LA RN IR E i (resting-state functional MRI)

BFLEA R EERE A A e § kR i (Blood Oxygenation Level-Depend,
BOLD): sLernitg & » F g A S p Bk B g > i2n % REF T # i
B o AFETHET HARE -G 2L G(GRE-EPI)E 7| » & 2 ) s fi pE T 2
17 B % 4% 480 volumes > ##py % Hichc™ : 28 frEﬁfhw‘ B e HFp > TRITE =2000
ms/30 ms > &8 % + -] (voxel size)=2.7x2.7x4.0 mm? -

P gmErTde i3 mmiaEE 4 [ e 6mm > L B g Skt Bk
P 7T 2 o f1* seed region XAH% functional connectivity - A 3 & * 14
TaptRERae R Y g M dlindla 4 gdpR(SSRT) oy M) SR R i iR(D
score)— A= (T 4p B & %fr s 53R fz t# (mean Regional Homogeneity, mReHo)fr-*
324 3R by vt ) (mean fractional Amplitude of Low Frequency Fluctuation,
mfALFF) -

%~ A7 £ &R 18 B (Diffusion Tensor Imaging, DTI)
WHCE B RS A KA S BN 2 R b p o B KA S e
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G X R FlERSFENE A GRS e 0 2T e )R] F iR R
(microtubule depolymerlzatlon)ﬁ oo fd LRk A F 2 2R w4 anisotropy- Fk &
FEFVE - G AT LRI S LB R R AL HEY
U 1 Q;R(SE-EPI)B?%% B S #kc4c™  TR/TE=4800/97 ms > #8 % ~ |- (voxel
$ize)=2.0x2.0x4.0 mm?® » 35 3& fh =i F+ 6 #Fp5 > b-values=1000, 1500 = 2000
simm?> & i b-value fic & 64 BIFICH BEHE » £ 102 5§ 12 58 null F 4
FRmpERas 165454 - -

AT EE R T RE R AR R R TR
w 14 ey & (fractional anisotropy, FA) » 123+ B sari® £ ¢ 5 B drdlizal i ma‘ﬁ
%(SSRT){v§ B P & f& & ety #5(D score) & + #gv FrAd gk menip b 12

‘Hb

2 - 1%t 17 5L 1% ¥ (Stop Signal Task, SST)

&7 3 i€+ 22 Verbruggen, Logan, and Stevens (2008)4p I cri% ok 3 BLIFE 5 A
ZRIE = 2 RE e glindlan 4 e

REHRERIBALR

B EET A S F RS F)(250ms) 0 A P B E N AF F Y & o
AR TEEFEL- B A(E=19E )RS - BRIA(E E=21 Ed) (R W) %
ri“,;%ﬁtiﬁ FFF ARG R goIe > RF R RVE S8
M gL 1250ms i £ o & B E 22 BRI 2000mse 230 %Y €5 75%
23 %k gL Ee(go trial) > 25% 1 IR % 0F 12 (stop trial)( & 3R 75 ms) o A
WP R AT § R B LR SR H AR R e TR %%#;'
MR TR (LB 2 BB G Fé(aStop trial) > P %4 I&fmffwj 2 HL IR
Z B ik ,UP.IPUmbixEE%F’“‘(SSD) B 4ok 3k 2 % 250 ms > SSD § 4 %22
FARA ST - B RENRNER o 5 58 FF drdl s > SSD R 4
50ms > E & )@ Fr4) % pr > SSD P> 50 ms o
AFELG RBRAYERFZBLIIFHFT  FBRHT G 64 B FR(16
i stop ¥ Féfr48 BgoEid) *BEREF IOHPFRESEFRL - FBRRE
BREET Kb%—%zm*%ilﬁ,* ¥Eo ’éﬂ;;gﬁs};ﬁrg@gﬁiﬂm f2s ko
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Stop | VI '
Bl & AL

ER250mMS  pign s A AA

KA 5| 1250 ms A 3} SSD

% —MERRA 27
250 ms 75 ms

m

Bl 2>k AT RRITN F
i~  H - gy p r&id 2Ip5 (Single Category Implicit

Association Test, SC-1AT)

B TRIE RS R SR RN R R 0 A7 F %% Karpinski and Steinman
(2006) 4% 1 enH — 3w p tE i@ 205k (The single category implicit association test) -
igErm o= o

Tt 2L F B

Tlged & % :% BA]L (D Ao g T 50 5 (2
(3)%’;&%&2’1’7[%]%0' Pefe 2 | f}’ m%%— g**‘fs%’?%ﬂ > d b;cﬁ
e B (17 & /»\ﬁiﬁi\rg A AR ) 0 B (S B ﬁ‘iﬁrrﬂifﬂ
(mean 5.8, SD =0.02)£2 % {4 s P F 3@ H-’ffﬁrrf; # J(mean=1.5, SD = 0.5) %

TR FHRY e BFFEOE e R HF LR (1(2)=-128, p<.0001), > @ 3#
;w;';z (1(2)=-.447, p=.698)fr it 1 4| (t(2) 1029 p=412) ¢ Rl F AR (L&) =
FURE P R F AR D AT N5l E R B 5l E R RTINS Y
ek B3 e B EHE 06 &

I Pfe 2 ) o0l P AR R B Rk si(International Affective Picture
System IAPS):E 14 - m}i%‘] (% 1441 ~ 1463 fr 1710 36 ) & )4e 3 M Becn|) & (5
1111+1240 frlBOZ&E%}”)’wr’b PRl BT EE LR ()= 9763, p=.001)
(R4 1)« B % it 3 162 #ed i 12.4mw o

BWIRehm * ik 5 epdbFE > A RB LYY 2R A - ERIMER > ¥ 25k
Fr- & ’Fﬁ”f:“’i_‘:i RoBP €A (RS 68162 %+ 572 85-11.3 %4 %)
FIRAT Y EY L oo

mk
H
44
e
i
5
T"
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Z 1~ SC-IAT i e diy Poinfl 5 5o 82 ] 7 2 1 39fcfe T S2fc it B (#50 p )

Tl el T e

g3w  m3w  amy oamy O 0P
792  3.89
e R - - 26 (32 4 9763 .001**
1.47 5.77
e R (0) 03) - -2 128 <.000**
RS
145 15
(/9 5) (10) - .2 447 698
» 205 235
@ ¥ 4] 29 L9 - ~ 2 1029 412
*p<.05 ; **p<.01
FHRERFERA
i SC-IAT B 4pm0 » Z}ﬁ’—fg}}t—é rip R - M AT B A B AR R
FRIDREYE BRI RS A GE AL B p e PHRBLPE ¥R
2 gﬂ - ‘E"fﬂ H=T 2 d 1;%5—?5{; ﬂ%;ig £ ﬁwgq_p_.%z;gﬁrghﬁ*%m 15
FFRPAGIRALT Fohst > Hma BARE(H -0 7 #1-1)1000

_\C

m’?%¥¢ﬁ#WP”WH~ ¥‘%*“§ﬁﬁ@)%** RO
o P gtk O R AL T e S 5 K g A ] iR T T
FEERS AP P s R 2 S HRRT SR KA P Tl L s
I5 b 3 HRET o0y TR RIS E R L 2 T AL T
/w\fbf'ﬁ‘—fkmﬁ V- BERET ol € TR AY R BT 52K & 1500 ms
AdVE Ol FAZE 1500ms AR s BRIl 0 4 0 X R RERF &
00mse (T4 1p 5 K enifg F i wh > FRAETE > 57 £ ¢ IR
- B¢ OL50ms; FaEFFE RN - Bizd XI50mMse FHF G - LE 3 -

B BREET € 2L BRY F ?f#%%“w B 55 % % 7 (block) » = B %
B3 20BN F%EF FI2FEF %L G 168 B3 38 F o5& 7 (21x4x2) o 1 #
fm>hwqﬁprﬂu£:;uq’anﬁrﬁxﬁﬁ%@e&@ﬂ > T PR R e T
Bk - o @ g A M RTIRRIE AT B ORA 5 R ARA ST A PR A
W’ﬁﬂW@@ﬂ“Wf@ﬁ@1fmTﬁ7@?4W5iﬂf—-"”Tyﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁ
RS o

K
b

pA]

*’EH
eyt

“

=

i)

=
*;T,fx
-

[ox)
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— 18438 r}: Bl LR E [])és]’[%
| . Rt

H*UiJfMM'n\iafvlrm
CNIE I N NE b

Clarde ) 4% s 4
CARKrde ) 3 ki

#] 3 ~SC-IAT § %4 o

B % 23
- & FEEFK

BT %— & - AUDIT 4= FTND @ » 3 # iz i 2 (BQA) £ # iF1e(TA_C)
ia'»ﬂ MEAR - F%- @ wFehads (F(2,44)=4313,p=0.019) % &7 24
(F(2,44)=4.332,p=0.019) EHFLE » H § ik i o cnT ¥ & FGF FREH]
BF (p=0021) F HimkG e gpirileHORMEEFLE (p=0134)#
FHrtle g gk dl e 2 8 F L2 (p=1.000) o B # & if e 7 2R ik
Bi4em (p=0.033): P%#/WO# w@ k¥ L3R (p=0.061)> /Wi#']‘f—flg}%
Al e R FLE (p=1000)c kPE 522K p g T HR RSB RAER (0-10
A)o BAETHBRARIRE > ABBRARARE — F BITEH bR
A fh o BADETEREEE LRBRA N 5 AF (2 64) £3- 6 4 5
R BB L5 A (F) NTE R 4L 4o 2 F*“%ﬁ?ﬁx;ﬁ}a w10 4
B ppz gl s 15 40 Bt H.C ik 16 4 o @ i ik df fe iz Rl einfe f T
hAAER A 5 B ih A (BQAH) n 2 ihie (BQAL) - &= ¢ b alE
& *“l AEHE KT ﬁ-}i & %ﬁ%“i 1 0 ,\ﬂﬁi’ﬁ?/ﬁ,\;(p—.OOS)l s
T4l (p=011)=7 ¥ 4

%’3:%‘* ?5&—.%

i FERRER A

1 H F13 %R fea 17 (one-way ANOVA) 4 17 & e ende B b Sk 5 7 80
FAm i HC gy fihfsrm ~ 2pHL 0 'ﬂ”a‘f'%‘r/%?\% R
BQA - BQA H+BQA L~ TA C ezt k) o & s B b 5k i ~ 149
ABEEE t T BOQAH 2T h RARR SRR TP MR- EZRBFLR (p=
0.042) > H 4k 2 e b A i 9 RIS XA B F LB - TAC o nib Sz
B3 m o~ 8B33E 0o
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Ry #E - FRITEH S R
At w595 (BQACTAC &2 HO AR e W= 7Y (Rinte Mm-S
SHAPRR Y AR 2P AL FR)EA Bk B R R R
Z_ (p value = 0.05, cluster threshold > 5 voxels) - s % 32 & 47 02 03] i > 1 $%4p B
Bra et By E it F % it esgi (MS-F6- K7 W8 5%
FAVEREEG FCF B oRIAPMEBI Y (B)- st ApMEB 2 (F) 2 RE B4
Bl H(V)— L F5M 2 (Resting) & ff T ehiE it F RoaF L8 - 05
TAC e ¥ ® > £ (precuneus) % + ] &% (angular) 3 &k 3R7E
FRe (R4~ ®09)-

Himip i B 2 (B)— a4~ 4a bk @ % (F)

T e 0 o
Betel-quid addict (BQA) Tobacco and alcohol Controls (TA_C) Healthy Controls (H_C)
B 4 -BOA-TACE HCEx gEitF Rehz a3 o B Biip B % 2 a4 4p i B

Bt R

ti ¥in BE ) 5 (B) — AL B A BI(V)

~ '-. s = 0
Betel-quid addict (BQA) Tobacco and alcohol Controls (TA_C) Healthy Controls (H_C)

H5 BOQA-~TA CE HC CaerigEitF penz 23w B : BiipM B F 2ARE 4B

0

PRt AR

H fdp bR H (B) -+ 2 ®(R) @gg 4
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Betel-quid addict (BQA) Tobacco and alcohol Controls (TA_C) Healthy Controls (H_C)

A6 BOA-TACY HCEeA sgEitF Benz a2 e Bl MBI 2 Re? & 2L
FTREVEFt BTES

G4 M B 5 (F) AR E 241 B(V)

4
3
2
1

0

Betel-quid addict (BQA) Tobacco and alcohol Controls (TA_C) Healthy Controls (H_C)

B 7T BOQA-TACEHC CRx gEF ez 23 a B S4B Y 2RS4 B

PRET U RTEE

S M E ¥ (F) - * 3 s (Resting)

o

6
4
2
0

< - 0 '-. -
Betel-quid addict (BQA) Tobacco and alcohol Controls (TA_C) Healthy Controls (H_C)

B8 BOA-TA C# H C ot giait F fuchz 22| d Bl : S pME Y &9 &L 3@

BlPEr tedes

WA E 4 B(V) — -+ 3 s (Resting) ‘ | 4+
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: 0 - = 0
Betel-quid addict (BQA) Tobacco and alcohol Controls (TA_C)

B 9-BOQA-~TA C& H C =+

BlPEF twaTegs

0

Healthy Controls (H_C)
HorE i Reenz e B AR AIR Y e L3 am

R LTS Eo T
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BAw RS (M E Y SR AN E Y R 22 9 L L3 a)

Ea e igE it ki 0 %t & 2 (p value =0.05, cluster threshold > 5
voxels) » 12 4p e ¥+ (p value = 0.05, cluster threshold > 5 voxels) #& T BQA H ‘&
(n=6) #¥miphE Bl » — WA~ BIRIPME Y — ¢ L 38 S5 4p M B
oA S MBY - P L ERCRERA - Pt FARET A
PR i %508 BQACTA C-H . Ceh %tk » B F i EB Y - 84
IR AT o AE CTE CFEEEDG RINE R B sl
R FEAR (B10- B 11) - 1 B F e G RoNEE R E L (OFC)
(B 12 #7 12 *BQA_H ‘e fi#xip b B * (B)— a4 Anh B = (F) B ¥Fid L 6%  pepe
FEATH 12°-BOQAH efiisipM B 7 (B)- S+ ApMEB *(F) el Fi- % (R
EAT)+ RIFEE T i (inferior frontal gyrus) (B 13)~ % ¥ * i (superior frontal
gyrus) % g ¥ ¢ ¥ (middle frontal gyrus) (B] 14) - (&33! H 3 P 2B kiR FH 4
B (motor cortex) (] 15); =78 # ez F  (precuneus) (&) 16) & 17 -BQA_H =
BB B 2 (B)— a4 MBS (F) Sl F L %% FEY & RO
# ¢ 1w (middle temporal gyrus) (B 17) ~ g™ 8 5% % (supramarginal gyrus) (5]
18) s P E el i A F - §EJE (calcarine fissure) ~ & i (lingual gyrus) (%] 19) -
] 10 ~ BQA_H 2 ei@it 24 Bl > Himip M Bl » - S AP B B TR o @3
REEEA Y (OFC)# 12 »BQA_H ‘e ¥eiphi Bl 7 (B) — &4~ 1M Bl & (F) Pl ¥ 7%
% CRPEIEA T 12 BQAH R friph B T (B) - s p M B 5 (F) Dk %%
LR PR E A F - + RIFEE T 2 (inferior frontal gyrus) ~ #F & + @ (superior frontal
gyrus) ~ #g ¥ ¢ & (middle frontal gyrus) ~ & & & & (motor cortex) ~ #z7 ¥ (precuneus)
FRigrE ¢ = (middle temporal gyrus) ~ B & ™ i# 5 (supramarginal gyrus) ~ e %
(calcarine fissure) ~ = :% (lingual gyrus)
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/EFEeN /43
‘. .

\Thale/ \TAE/ \

@O®® 060

B 1L~ BQAH imemmadss & > fiFuip M Bl — &4 40 MR 5 i 1w

o i

# 12 ~BQAH izt @+ (B)— 944 & 13-BOAH =fixiphi B ¥ (B)- =

MW (F) PREFFEeR CREEEAT FAAMBIY(F) SRFFRE - RIE
Fra

) 0 0
F 14-BQA H eHninhi B+ (B)— a4 & 15°'BOA H efiiniphi B »(B)- =
MBS F) TREEFLEL SR GE R PAMBPF) PEFECETR CERA
EY iy
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# 16°BQA_H = iniph §*(B)- s+ g 17-BQAH “fitsia M B *(B)- &
AHBEF) B FSC ST e E FAPMB Y (F) B ¥ e ek E

L4

# 18°-BQA_H =2tk B ¥ (B)— 84 4 19-BOQA H e fixiphi B (B)— &
IR (F) PREFFEET T REE S E Y (F) PR FE R ARER
s

B . %».?@-F'"‘“’Sp e fL ;Lﬁ

#-BQA H ~ %2 BQAL~-TAC-HCehim7 kB 5 {1 EpFas i i
HFOMER KT ELERITLEFBEV RO RLEH I FR TR Y E RS
E g EAERA T Bt gt g e s ’%“sﬁ_“‘ FORTRBM B Y — 4Pk
B Feaa®wimitF BRaBQA HEd &5 = ¥ E (cluster) 2% %> H_C
A FEE (

2~ B 20~ Bl 21) > /&b Ry R ot enge e e (fusiform gyrus) (B8] 22) ~ =
i (Lingul gyrus) (B 23) ; > gg £ cfg @ i (middle temporal gyrus) (B8] 244) ~
ﬁg“f (inferior temporal gyrus) (B 25) ; 8 ¥ <+ ®1 % ¥ (operculum) (B 26) ;
HESmmEGFEALF (OFC) (B 27) ~ £ (rectal gyrUS)(h?l 28)

2 BQA H 2k EF H.C i us

Wy

BQA H>H C
MNI coordinates
20
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L/R X y z Z value

Occipital / Temporal

Fusiform Gyrus L/R -39 -52 -17 441
Frontal
Rectal Gyrus L/R -3 35 -20 4.38

Middle Frontal Gyrus R 51 11 34 3.45
B 20 ~ it B 2 (B)— G4 Ap BB Y (F) vt %% 2 BQAH mia it F e
* H C e it g% @ o e ke (fusiform gyrus) ~ =3 (lingul gyrus) ;5 i
TR ﬁ*ﬁf ¢ i (middle temporal gyrus) ~ # T i (inferior temporal gyrus) ; 7 &
et Bl § E (operculum) ; FEE e prip £ AL F (OFC) ~ £ i (rectal gyrus) %
B

B 2L P WS (B) 54 WS 522 BOAH A3 H.C e
(F) et 25BQAH i it F s+ MBI Y (B)- ad M B (F) &%
H_C & aviE i % % = 5 B %ol EH R
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23 -BQAH kg% g HC =¥ £ 24 BQAH 2E ¥ %> H C ffin
FRAp B F(B)— a4 pMB S (F) 2t APMHBEB) - MBS F) EF%

R R R

B 25 BQAH w4 ¥ 8 H C o 4 26 ~BQAH 2E ¥ 8> H_C i
FRip M B * (B)— a4 B T (F) &1 B SB)- s M BT F) F

e

T wobE

0

& 27 *BQA H w5 ¥ %> H C =i £ 28 *BQA_H 22 ¥ % H_C moff i
AP B Y (B) - s pMBEEFE) Bt WHETB) - SFAPME S (F) Fie
oW PRI EA T Foliw

B ip B 2 (B)— e+ B *(F) 97e®% ~EF B BOAH 2318571 B
T B# & (cluster) % % BQA_L meEa it F & (£ 3B 29 R 30) &1
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VPG T AL E e ~ @~ T (superior / middle / inferior / gyrus ) ; 3R E i
&1t (angular gyrus) ; > gg ¥ «h% & + ¢ (parahippocampus gyrus) (%] 31
#] 30 ~ g ¥rip b B * (B)— a4 Ap M Bl ¥ (F) vt &= 38 BOA_H =it F =
% BOQA_L e it % 7 5

) BE LR G E (operculum) ; FEE R pEIEE A F (OFC) ~ 2 ¢ (rectal

gyrus) o
Z 3 BQA H #2& % %> BQA L ZEiEi %%

BQA_H>BQA_L
MNI coordinates
L/R x y y Z value

Betel-quid relate vs. Food relate

Occipital
Superior / Middle / Inferior / L/
45 52 31 3.9

Gyrus R
Temporal
Hippocampus L -4 -22 -8 35
Parietal

L/
Angular R -45 52 31 3.93
Frontal
: . L/
Middle / Inferior R 54 11 37 3.33
Supplementary motor area R O 16 64 4.39

23



Bl 29 -HBiip B »B)- 4B *(F) ant %> ;5 BOAH 235 F i+
* BQA L fmeaE it ig% t$eEent ~ @ ~T e (superior / middle / inferior / gyrus ) ~
4 3¢ (angular gyrus)~ ;& 5 3 (parahippocampus gyrus)~ + ®| § & (operculum) ~
ppzp E A4 F (OFC) ~ i (rectal gyrus)

F 30 - ip B 2 (B) - S pM B S (F) a0t &> X BQAH 2351 F i+
* BQA_L EaE it g w7 B

# 31 BOQA_H 2% ¥ %> BOQA_L 2crfpsiphi B *(B)— a4+ 10k B = (F)

EER T A A SR
$28 RE-2%
F i BEITE. 2 FTHF BREFRE(SSRT)

A HERBE R AT TS K RS I o 2 %IT 5 SSRT I 90T 5 E e e
KYARR - 855247 Hrzufipl L85 RPFE(SSRT)AG ¥ 4L 8
(F(2,43)=208, p=.813, 52=.010)+ % #4pdH © & o » & H ik 9f focivds (e
Al 4 RS R

24



o BRREEE: QAT BEF oo ¥ 5 RER

g1 SSRT i 41— f% » e i 30 sc 5 IR %~ 45385 fo Go £ Jepv 8 « jei i
CRF SR LA A Az aEeilRS § HF LR (F(243)=4.243, p=.021, 7
A7) it - AT R F I B RIRRE pead B F P R R 4] e (p<.05)
oo GRI2F RFAR - REFI A BERTRENT L L0k
(F(2,43)=.473, p=.627, %=.023) - je GO F I pE RG> 5T HTLE RS
(F(2,43)=3.149, p=.053, %=.133) - it — # A 47 F R » B IRk ig 2HGo F PR
£ B 2] e (p.05) -

LY

24 ZefEEhinl GHITEY L LRI IERHT Hlcfe T iR (R ) -
% Hm ik if e 7 /ﬁf'_ R e F
(N=15) (N=15) (N=16)
Bk LR EPER 417.93 245.40 303.75
208
(SSRT) (ms) (96.65) (34.21) (59.76)
3.48 1.01 .69
i A & (omission rate) (%) 4.243*
(1.18) (.23) (0.28)
.84 Sl .39
45 227 (incorrect rate) (%) 627
(.25) (.20) (..15)
Go ¥ F BFEFR 650.73 564.07 526.25
3.149°
(ms) (28.31) (34.49) (29.05)

*p<.05 ; **p<.01; * & f g F o

-~ H-gupRRBRR

kA7 44 Karpinski 2 Steinman (2006) 1 SC-IAT 3+ A B B o £ upF ¥ -5 3
350 s fe A & i iRI0F M % o M IR T L AR T 08
PR (R /EE F2 225 )40 b 400ms ik 4e F 400 ms B_F] 5 5 45 FE R
PR A RS R AR e [ T 2] 2 6 e o0 308 o pe B [ 1 e o
Tl P e 3R P> 0E S B SURE T AR B R iR L T
fciE i D A Hce DA%CM_EE % AT HIRE e R R AR 0 T H
G PARSE Z] o 9T S F L AES G 80%L L .

AFTHEPD AT TS LR o 2R L5 Dad HIRE G Ed
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fefTARR 0 R AA 5o SR N2 m¥ D AR B F LR (F(243)=1.115,
P=.338, Mp=.052) » p A% dE ik A H AR RE U A o B BRE G B R

B OER e At XD AT E 03 LR B I e ok B i
wenD A o 04 8% £ B (t(14)=-2.70, p=.017 ; t(15)=-2.64, p=.018)

2 5z w%p +F n SC-IAT # #ic(D A )T soficfe T o g B (FEA P ) o
® 1R PRk e AR e R e F
D ~ #& -.123 -.224 -.234 1.115
(.78) (.08) (.09)

£ 6

*p<.05 ; **p<.01 o

B+ SSRTHrD A#HEA g L LB RR2ZPHE

f1* Statistical Parametric Mapping(SPM) & ~ % :E 7 B a2 & 47 3 (7 11 T 35
fa 38— RAH e T D OE R M B o T35 30— 54 (mReHo) A ﬁ SPM8 3+ &
ol F BRI ZEH R B E AP AL - R B NEME TR
ff';’ab,fﬂt TLEME S ReHo B 0 A& R A A F- kL mReHo EAX % - £ T

B T A S B e G o T IR IMUE R TRV B (mfALFF)a‘ﬁ mz‘?j’s’ﬁ‘d ¥ B
v ?c&?-r EIVRR O BEARS AT AR RARE o B ISE IS AR A 4T U e %k
AT i E 3 HR(SSRT v D 4 #0) & + ot i A2 R o Pt o 155 A2 R
(mReHo ¥ mfALFF)z_ & erjp B |4 o

drd 64r@ 32 o Al E# ok T 2R %38 T > SSRT &2 mReHo 7% 4p B
(partial correlation) ® > % % &5+ SSRT £ Z #. ¥ w (left middle occipital gyrus){-+
P 2L 7w (right precentral gyrus) 7 &2 % & 4p B 5 SSRT &2 2 + @ oL & % %%
¥ (left & right precentral gyrus){- = # + w (left superior temporal gyrus) 7 % ¥ { 4p
B o & D & #c mReHo 4p R ¥ > 2 5% &7 D & #ic 2 #25 # (left precuneus)fr =
A& (left thalamus) 7 &g ¥ & 4p B o

* AT T H4g R (SSRT fr D 4 o) &2 < s i (455 1 42 & (MReHo) 2 4p B 12

it £ 4 1

SSRT D A #k
] i 4
LARH AP H it AP B
it
Left Middle Occipital gyrus( % Bz a) v (r=.42) # A
s Right Precentral gyrus(L #lz b & c) v(r=39) v(r=-34) ¥ ip
Left Precentral gyrus(L Bl = d) v (r=-.34) i
Left Superior Temporal gyrus( £ Bl = e) v/ (r=-.40)
¥ Left Precuneus( L Bz f) v (r=.44)
Left Thalamus( 2 Bz Q) v (r=.37)
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] 32 ~ suivie ¥4 H(SSRT v D A4 )2 4 %57 i J27% (* 42 & (MReHo) } 37 ¥ 4p B - a. SSRT
£ left middle occipital gyrus 7 % ¥ i+ 4p B (r=.42) - b. SSRT £ right precentral gyrus 3 % ¥ & 4p
B (r=.39)-c. SSRT ¢ right precentral gyrus 7 & ¥ §. 4p B (r=-.34) -d. SSRT ¥ left precentral gyrus
3 B ¥ f 4B (r=-.34) - e. SSRT £ left superior temporal gyrus 3 % ¥ # 4p B (r=-.40) - f. D 4 #&
£ left precuneus 7 & ¥ &+ 4p B (r=.44) - 9.D » #ic left thalamus 3 %2 ¥ & 4p B (r=.37) - #73 4p
B e p 40 % .05
4ok 7T4cB 33> o FFlE oy 28 ¥38 T > SSRT &2 mfALFF /% 4p
i (partial correlation) ® » % % &g SSRT £ £ &= # (right precuneus) ~ £z & (left &
right cuneus)fe+ & ;% % (right caudate nucleus) 7 %8 ¥ * 4p b ; SSRT &2 . g @ w
(right middle temporal gyrus) ~ + # _+ w (right superior temporal gyrus)fe = # & & =
7% w (left precentral gyrus) 3 %8 % f 4p B o j&_D 4 #c¥? mReHo 4p B » 477 X 3
MG REE AR B AL o
£ 7 it £ R(SSRT fv D A #0824 %6 it 1% 1 £2.8 (MPALFF)2 4p b £

e F 4 i

SSRT D~ #
i AR B g AP B I f AR
Right Precuneus( L Bl 1 a) v/ (r=.33) £ 8 F M
"  Left & Right Cuneus( 2 Bl a) v/ (r=.33)
Right Caudate nucleus( L Bl 7 b) v/ (r=.45)
Right Middle Temporal gyrus(% Bl I c¢) v (r=-.42)
%  Right Superior Temporal gyrus(®L Bl I c) v (r=-.42)
Left Precentral gyrus( & Bl 7 d) v/ (r=-.35)

27



] 33~ GuAr it E 4 1R(SSRT) & + %574 it 1275 1 42 & (MFALFF)F A8 ¥ 4p B - a. SSRT £ right
precuneus {v left & right cuneus 7 % ¥ = 4p B (r=.33) - b. SSRT ¥ right caudate nucleus 7 % ¥ &
#p B (r=.45)-c. SSRT £ right middle temporal gyrus = right superior temporal gyrus 3 % % § #p B#
(r=-.42) - d. SSRT ¢ left precentral gyrus 3 %8 ¥ # 4p B (r=-35) - #73 B F 4Bl cop E %705
D & fcr & gw i s 42 & (nFALFF) & & % 4p BE o

L~ SSRTHrDA#E+x ge FHALS LG LEAZ PH

o2 i e i R(FA)L & IR 4k 2 ¢ 2228w hah< ] > BT KL 3
WAEw L gn 7L e ll FRAGTHRE G Flegadsgni -

4rd 84r@ 34 fd FrdlE#fok T AR %38 T > SSRT & FA & aZ 4p b
(partial correlation) ¥ - & % &2+ SSRT £ %4 & (insula) ~ = *&%r(cerebral peduncle)
e i #° B/ (corticospinal tract) 7 % ¥ i+ 4p B ; SSRT &2 = 7 + w (left superior
parietal gyrus)~ = 7& = w (left inferior parietal gyrus)~ = #: ¥ w (left middle occipital)~
= ¥ & 1 7% w (left postcentral gyrus)~{e¢g + w (superior frontal gyrus) 7 & ¥ §
ARBE o 2D ~ B FA ie4p b ¢ > D & #iZ g § (insula)f-+ & w (right angular gyrus)
TR FI M 5 D A~ L F (preceuneus)d B F £ ApRE o

Z 83T £ ApiR(SSRT {r D 4+ #) &2 + Fae [TA 54 Mg 5 42 & (Fractional Anisotropy, FA) 2 ip

Be 42
it 4
SSRT D & #i
it AP B g AP B rApk fAPH
Insula (2L B~ afri#l e) v (r=.47) v/ (r=.40)
Cerebral peduncle & Corticospinal
_ v (r=.44)

tract(L B~ b)
%  Left Superior Parietal gyrus (£ B = c) v'(r=-.36)

Left Inferior Parietal gyrus( 2 B+ ¢) v'(r=-.36)

Left Middle Occipital gyrus( L B+ c) v'(r=-.36)

Left Postcentral gyrus( 2 B+ c) v'(r=-.36)
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Left & Right Superior Frontal gyrus( L 5]
= d)

Right Angular gyrus( 2 B+ f) v (r=.39)

Left Precuneus( 2 B+~ Q) v (r=-.39)

v'(r=-51)

B 34 3T R4 H(SSRT {r D # o) &2 ~ %o [T Gahad gfeR 7 ¥4 M - a SSRT &
insula 7 % % & 4p B (r=.47) - b. SSRT £ cerebral peduncle {- corticospinal tract 7 &g % i 4p B
(r=.44)-c. SSRT £ left superior parietal gyrus-left inferior parietal gyrus-left middle occipital gyrus
fr left postcentral gyrus 7 %8 % § 4p B (r=-.36) - d. SSRT £ left {- right superior frontal gyrus 7 &
—**?’é tp B (r=-51) - e. D » #¥ insula 7 % ¥ & ifﬁ B (r=.40) - f. D » #& ¥ right angular gyrus 7 %

i 4p B (r=.39) - g. D ~ #c left precuneus 5 A8 ¥ f AR (r=-39) - “7 5 B FAa M chp B %
*+.05 -

%Eéf" ?%" I éfxf}\‘!ﬁ

» L

Pt T  F - G ERE - F RITEL FEHRIH R T
BARBPGFT c AT B A DRE AN AP FIRT BB RO TF 0 NP IIES
17 N EIRZ RARETEHA > LA NEERNERE BARE (RO R SR
Jeterivh g PR ERPMEFGFA LG 4B s R I HIAM DR - 55

SR AREEFIR YR AL TR AR FERAMBIY PSSP
DT
Bfmen ¥ 5 N5 E S BB R R R G T kA

PR GHARM B Y BRI B Y S SR B S S e ERARR 3R
R ie 53 BT R = B A RS~ BIRE QP ARR LIS HTR A S
WARenRidg ~ % 2 - B IRAp B B 7 5 e 1 E R 2 AR AR S e
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i A FHRIRSIZEAL S bt S R F X 8 R IR o
A RGE PR R L IR AR N ARINE L F o FIR & R et
FEEELZR AP BQACTAC-H C =254 2 FRER LS i
¥ PR GOE BAE REFFEL) LEd iR ¥ § (BQA) £ wa ]
BURIRB AR OB 0 R R RARET R S OE R AP ER
R bR R R ET o gd RRAAE STl g RESRE R
FREg 2 afffaopmpEl g e FE 2 FE 2 ~FE
hfm E o EESY o TG e RO REF SRR B L EF RR
F2ARIBRIRET ke o wp (BQAH) #2F (BQAH-HC &
BOQA_H-BQA L) st teia b Bl %* - G4 Ap B B % B ¥ 5 5% Fadrd 9o
ZO KB AAMEY - SHFAAMB Y REFFMERFAL DNE

g | BQA H BQA H-H C BQA H-BQA L
4 X
T | P<0.05, P <0.01, P<0.01,
jia s cluster size > 5 voxel cluster size > 50 cluster size > 50
voxel voxel

et RpiEE A F (OFC) HESREFELF MESREFEALF
2B (OFC) ~ ® i (rectal gyrus) | (OFC) ~ & x (rectal gyrus)
E k| LRl E T (inferior
% X | frontal gyrus) + % & (operculum) + & ¥ (operculum)
2
" ZE £ ¢ (superior frontal | # ¢ i (middle temporal ]

gyrus) % g { ¢ gyrus) ~ it (inferior (parahippocampus)

1 (middle frontal gyrus) temporal gyrus)

% i (angular gyrus)
E )L (motor cortex) o e sk (fusiform

gyrus) ~ = (Lingul PeEHE ¢ T
@ £ (precuneus) gyrus) (superior / middle / inferior
/ gyrus)

g (middle

temporal gyrus)

FiplenT i e

(supramarginal gyrus)

BEPRIEAF - BERE
(calcarine fissure) ~ & %

(lingual gyrus)
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BOA HgH i 2 (BOA~BQA L-TAC&E H.C) #pvt » ¥ Mg R MALE
A T e Fenteskear (fusiform gyrus) ~ & @ (lingul gyrus) 5 12 2 e & f § 4R
TG I ot g E o ¢ (mlddle temporal gyrus) - # T i (inferior temporal
gyrus) 5 =3 TE E X Mé\, FAFT  f FHE TEEL L4 F (operculum) ;
MEERIEER T T W?ﬁ%meﬁﬁﬁﬁE?(W@)iwﬂmw
gyrus) "a % m,—énLF f@;ft& BOA-BQA L~-TAC2 HC »#:B& % >~ IT*L»&@J&»’
PPy THRIEIRES DERT 0 B RGEF BRE o B iRaE L E
X A2 i FALR MR IRR * FGEFR Y 2 @ FiRdfe- b
Pl A F ey T g bk g B (Wilson & Sayette, 2015) -

AP S%Y BB AT ER-F P TR 151,]‘\—%’( g FE (B 4epk
MEAF) ZRFRE -2 - g mipERHRF B3 B (Jansen et
al., 2013; Ko et al., 2013; Kroczek et al., 2015; Sinha et al., 2005; Wilson et al., 2004) »
R R g TR F R E g R AR EERA AR
FrAlr g kg B enfbedc (Noéletal, 2013) » ¥ ¢F > i3 T 7 » FIRFT R
R TR F BT ORI T RE > BA S FS WRFDF
(Pelchat et al., 2004) -

FPREAGEEPRY I AAFHF ORI fRRZIRAAFTH
Hpmeih AR 0 4 R i LR S LR R Rk e
PR s  ~AR S A P S AL LR SRy T RSN Rk i -
rEG P %’éﬁr’% BPREFEd AR ECNROB AP R RET T UL G 4
FFWLEF L FH A EA ARG TRiEe 22 b 8 LR
%]‘\m g iV K B o o

ERBAMAZ S B b RE § AR L ALt E ek (fusiform
gyrus) ~ =i (lingul gyrus) ; 12 % Pa WA FAREAG AL » B E Y
(middle temporal gyrus)~# T it (inferior temporal gyrus); =78 ¥ =t &g LA F o
PEME LA S nt G E (operculum) ;1 E N EEE 0 fF 6§ s
FiMARKaommgEL F (OFC) ~ £ (rectal gyrus)i# it o 4 7 i 4f il &
AFHREFIZAAREDERA Fi > FIZARTAFTS B3 d o iamplff it
¢ (Hanlon, Dowdle, Naselaris, Canterberry, & Cortese, 2014) - @ ¥ — = & » &2 g 4F
e (sensorymotor) A FigdEeng Fo AL L FAATNLDESL IL L TR
B B Y SR 4 o & (Eickhoff etal., 2010) 0 =% § £ ¢ e~ ek A
B (primary gustatory cortex) » # » £ & = cic g~ vk A7 40 B mgm Aed23 Mo
fmh 8oz d &5 DSl e g (Kenny 2011) > izut 5 d AR 34
IR IR R Ae R 0 # Mﬁ%ﬁ CEUR SR E MR R E RS
TEH PGS F 7 RSB AT S P f R SRR TR ELT R P
ﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁiw%%4%§%$%°Wﬁﬁﬁﬂ?ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ\%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%h
BT > e BT 8T BRI 0 A ASPE E  FRE AP A
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¥ € % it (Goldstein & Volkow, 2002) = &7 3 #74f e & &+ REFED 158 R
FRE R RAPR o GE RN R HELRLETEIRFERANELCDHGR T AT
ARG L g R B IRDR ] -

OB FEF b RE o AP RS K b IMRI Fik w24 ) pEE
%@?ﬁﬂo%&f4’Kﬁﬁmﬁmﬁ$ﬁﬂﬂ£$ﬁ (BNDS = 24 ) -
FHBRIFEASFFTHE 24 )T UEFHRF B LRFEFHRDEFET
Wb K X@;Jl;ié%gﬁ AR m e ApF» > AT % E K 5 ERE -
FRTEL 8 $RFabh ER R Farcg c 2 1~ §F T RbBERF
b it T » TR FEIERRA T BT IR R (S € H 4 %:Qléi’*‘ﬁﬁﬁ% SEEN oS
#2 & (Wilson & Sayette, 2015) o 12 T & 4oyt » ¥ 12 g T enf_f kb gt g i g 42
T PR N ER GRS TR RERG PR R N T BRER
BOVRET W ELS AR A0 - RRM AR RE A FRG B R R
(Noél et al., 2013) -

DL b R EF R ST R FHeT () $FEF - AR EAR
RG> S FRTET AL HRRE O R E A RS o BB RAER S
REEPEARFHREERA A TR w’m)wﬁ#?ﬁ#—pméw
Gk g A% o Fltig O Rtk BRI Bg - R F BT
Rk i o TR PR ik RAZR LG F] G SR $eom @ 3 4o (Fletcher, Pine,
Woodbridge, & Nash, 2007) - (iii) %Eiﬁ h-pF Y BRAEE RES TR 4
SEALIITE RN AR EL IR AP REOER S AR 8
TR P FOEFR PR FR RIS FabRE 25 FloRE R
Bm A EFRD °iﬁ’ ; ’#ﬂ?"v' T'ﬂiéiii—%??hﬂ‘iﬁi)i’ﬁ i ip R (Wilson &
Sayette, 2015) > 4 F7 3  dg I F AR AR ﬁ&i’ﬁl‘l KH- g
2 A G réiz*;ﬁ a RRIFRHRFEHF G T btk Flaed il ?
A e JLAE (el T ik S A R (depriving) f0E Bl ik BRI S8
ek F 42 & (Sayette, Martin, Wertz, Shiffman, & Perrott, 2001) » 4§ i& 2% i° g 6 R
FREF LR RPH T HM G EAPPTEL S0 ZRE LR Rk
Fok & (blhe® prEm % RI% (Implicit Association Test, IAT) il £ % & 422 %
%;snf;(lmpllcn attitudes) » * k F pr i e X F TR AR R o

BERAXFT B~ %3 g e ’ﬁﬂ]‘ﬁfﬁ: TR RESL R > VL FA
BAOBHAIBE BASR HERBROR X IR his ¢ 37 B AR
B2 i ’J%*r’ AT iR BARLADERERI R T B b e (R
HFraaLd g TR BERE i e - B R -

F—ﬁmiﬁh$%$mibi&&’Bﬁm#%%ﬁ5%$ﬁ§m%$§
FRAE > Lok o Ft e b R F SR F b BERERL- BEL gk
o UFE i g bRk Y 2By o
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£
1§ Rk FEh
Bt ik 0 4 el 41T 4 PR RR

ZERRICREF RFFEARFAR > 277 BT B RIER Y i
§AF T Ardlandla 4 o &2 priREenig % 2 - 5 (Fillmore & Rush, 2002; Lietal.,
2006; Rubio et al., 2008; Tabibnia et al., 2011; Yan & Li, 2009) e+ &t i Fl4c™ o (1)
P AT > BB ﬁf‘*{v’fiﬁ;ﬁ@?’ Fo 4 HIOALE 15 45 (2)
PRERERAR §ERTIFRAEC S HEFIFRERT ﬁ;@(Ersche etal., 2013) » #7
v ST i 4R AR R {fﬂi"ﬁ L3R Y P LA AR T m;»i’,.fueii # (The
Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, DSM) % 1| 7 % &2 J’Z FFe
& P kg ik % - DSM mn—fﬁfkti *RIETE R R Iliﬂﬁfs?m}‘"%ili
mEERAR » A DSM A G o F)pt i e R IRE TR o TR T A S F v A
Frv3kEginedat TeEaR 788277 m#?'ﬂmp AR AR (3)
BIEGE T 5 FHoppt ~ 7 F -~ F 228 S E)DE 2 F o @ 2 B g &
L § 3 TR e o RS R AR (Rl dli 4 0 % % 2 Ho, Li, and
Tang (2015) 7%= 5 % 4R I » B & 8F ¥ R0 22 10 ik 4F 1 A B 3 4] 2 o0 SSRT
AR FLE BT PR v A el dla 4 e

RE TS o3 RERE e AT REFY CGoERr AR ILHEER
foo wip b REIFE? > TR - EAARD RS {oELEIR LT EHEL
T 4 (Attwood, Rogers, Ataya, Adams, & Munafo, 2012) - b 7 i 4f % i% 1k 1 5L1F
¥ Go B FEY o RIRS SRR o 3L AR I (omission error) sk 4o _firde
Frdlie 4 TR P - B 4 £ (Ramaekers, Kauert, van Ruitenbeek, Theunissen,
Schneider, & Moeller, 2006) » 3% {7 frds 24 i 4 i .2 L FF LR 4
(Matchett 2013) > Flptda Rl AE F R EFFHAL Y AW G M TN A

FHER ARFITREBEO LR EHERLLS -

pH - u PR BRIRY O Z EHRRTP RERREFT LR oL Y
FREFF G 2o pEEAR Y T IERA KR R s 5 (De Houwer, Custers, &
De Clercq, 2006; Houben & Wiers, 2008; Wiers, Houben, & de Kraker, 2007) » iz 7 3
Fripdi gy for fp iR AT LE > IR iR/ i P 5 7 e
f. 4p 18 % (De Houwer, Crombez, Koster, & De Beul, 2004) » # 77 & P ¥FdFE 5 5 4
S R oo FEFRIRIEE 2 PRI 5 ) B R 0 Flt B gl e ap R
BREFLR ¥ f"’?rﬂﬂf%"ﬁi? fo B v PR A B i e A e e
P%“WE*W%&@J‘P%Wﬂ‘ﬁ%cﬁi’%ﬁﬂﬁﬁjﬁ”ﬁ?ﬁﬁ
LR AR R fodol- 1 R 3 &2 7 4p B e 7 (Bradley, Mogg, Wright, &
Field, 2003; Mogg et al., 2003) - Fyi= = Jr(Ames, Sussman, Dent, & Stacy, 2005) » »
S S NN T F A E R LT
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R drdlEdln o A ME R AN

EAR R E TRl 4 SRR AR o AFE T I ELES A
Bgr etk EERGE FE LT A 8- R (MReHO) ~ T 32 AF 3k tg v )
(MFALFF) 2 2% o (- (FA)shdp i o T30k 30— KM T 2 T S ikG 8T -
KRGS TIMAFIRGY Gl T A SRR R EE e PR 0 TR pefeR o

BATHE AR T AR DRIE T o B R FRE Fedlirdln 4 & left MOG {r
rlght precentral gyrus somReHo 7 & 4p B > &7 precentral gyrus frleft STG7H f 4k >

H precentral gyrus L & &_f §# (T3 F o7 B o L STy B
(Choumard & Paus, 2006) » ¥ j& & Jpr i * —’" _+ 3 31 Precentral gyrus # &t 2271 %, 4
7 B (Matochik, Eldreth, Cadet, & Bolla, 2005) FEP|E Frd|iE (TP chiZiapF 0 &R
;f:»ﬂ BB AR A ~RFDEIN A ~FHIT - R IEE S Flpt w4
£ Precentral gyrus 5 4p B ©

SSRT £ right precuneus~cuneus {= right caudate nucleus s mfALFF 3 & 4p B¢ »
£ right MTG-~rightSTG = left precentral gyrus :mfALFF 5 § 4p B# - caudate nucleus
w%%W%#Wﬂ»ﬁ%me%mﬁéi%%»mw@+%wﬁ»ég@ﬁ@
A2 YR/ i * hp A7 4 (Everitt & Robbins, 2005) - 4 precuneus = cuneus
GiEil o mL b FREEE S B L iR ¢ { (Courtney etal., 2014) »
TR B DR AR B N FRE AL S R f A S S (T A e g
g+ il BREL F 5 i * F T (Heatherton & Wagner, 2011) -

SSRT ¢ left SPG ~ left IPG ~ left MOG - left postcentral gyrus = SFG v 4

ag =7 P 4P B > £ insula ~ cerebral peduncle - corticospinal tract v B 4 ‘i

TARBE o FEELASLFEP FAAMOREALfTERARL S LR
R4 (Lang, Bradley, Fitzsimmons, Cuthbert, Scott, Moulder, & Nangia, 1998) ; 78 ¥ & #"
4 & §_1d Jpl4s z%(Carter, Braver, Barch, Botvinick, Noll, & Cohen, 1998) ; g } w /4
HERRBEEO-NLS > R E FHFRIERAFHE AT o EI LS T
%02 % 33 (Erscheetal., 2012) » § v w{E v e g g4 el
P g A s i E e EAGGR BT TRl S i RS2 -
(Erscheetal., 2013) - &3 3y F RS TRZ g5l ERL I frd TRZE € BT
B g —g b RARR 0 @ R * 5 7 oi7 L (Engelmann, Versace, Robinson,
Minnix, Lam, Cui, Brown, & Cinciripini, 2012; Schacht, Anton, & Myrick, 2013) - &
SEETVLAEH IR TORE RS LE B g L5 M(T Livetal,
2016a) » ¥ i g s MRS R IRAR B e S L R B IR 4 ﬁ
T % o cerebral peduncle £_3§ ¥ #- 'Fkﬁ’ B R ) GRS il L e R
FOM o § R B KRR PRy 4 & b 17 Gt iede B+ 17 (Nguyen, Pollin, Feve,
Geny, & Cesaro, 1998) -
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hrd E ok T ALR R IE T > 2% F I D 4 #c left precuneus e left
thalamus s"mReHo § & 4p R » o ARE 20 AR {r > B f Z i kAP IR E &
&4 o D] H % fo & § 75 89 (Jueptner, Stephan, Frith, Brooks, Frackowiak, &
Passingham, 1997) » § fdb 7 4 RFAREL AT F - HALE Tk 5 & A 49 M cna
% PF 0 4RE € 75 1 (Sharma & Brody, 2009) > @ 4h.¥ 22 *E2edhe 5 %7 4p B (Di
Giovanni, 2007) » &7 p PR R PRSI 9R % > B R 5 AR
P oo

D 4 #c£ insula f- right angular gyrus <o Bk i 25 T 4p M o S0 § frd w
BART RN LR~ p AL B o s> M (Cavanna, 2007) o &
FEEER LR, e R ER @ e 2 %%‘gﬂ HEHmaf » DL X e
B AR Ok 5 $5F AR 15 (Maria, Megan, Hartwell, Hanlon, Canterberry,
Lematty, Owens, Brady, & George, 2015) -
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This is the first time to “visualize” the habitual betel nut’ s
addictive brains. Recently some studies have begun to investigate
how betel nut chewing affects the chewers’ cognition and
perception. Cognitive and perceptual research of indigenous subjects
in Taiwan 1s still quite few. Most importantly, 1t is completely
unknown how long-term betel nut chewing affects the chewers’ brains
in terms of functions and structures.
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