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Abstract

With the development of the Internet, the Internet addiction disorder has been widely concerned
by the society and attracted the attention of researchers. There are more and more researches on
the cognitive function of Internet addiction disorder, especially the inhibition of response. Based
on current researches, this paper systematically expounds the definition, characteristics, theoret-
ical model of Internet addiction disorder, and the researches on behavior and neural mechanism
of response inhibition of Internet addiction disorder, and proposes that future research should
refine research objects, expand research scope, innovate research methods, and pay attention to
application value.
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1. 518§

HER A BUACAE TG I B R gy, MR 2019 4E 3 A, &R 43 AN BB
(http://www.internetworldstats.com/stats.htm) . HE FLECR 2545 5 H0(CNNIC) R AT EE 43 Ik b B ELEK
W2 R FOIRBLGETHR TS ) W], A 2018 4F 12 H, JRE M RHIAIL 8.29 12, ¥ Mt ik 59.6%, 2%t
R FH PR s 4.84 42 (http://www.cnnic.net.cn/hiwfzyil) . B¢ R kB4 SR8 570 4 ) ) P9 45 DA
BAERRASLE, JEATAE TP 2 NGB RIGS), 1T DAL R A L T — A MEBit . (B AR f SR
E, K TE] I A 9 26 T e e SR — LB A S R, AN AT X 2 7 A g B AR . 56 DS # R = AR
Goldberg - 1994 4= f Jet tH 1“0 48 FREE 73X — 44 1l , AL oT IO 265 Pl R B0 5% PRI i~ RIAF 7 (0 0 7 PR T

2. MBAE

I £ Bk (Internet addiction disorder, IAD) 2 g A4 e 523 B A FH 2% 3 S5 — RS whAT B, RN
SRSk I 6% (10 P A = A R B AR, e 1 i X 8 P B ST S R, [T T P R R A AR AR
R(FIIREE, 2008). ARIEMIZEAE ) H BORI EZENA, P28 BT 70 9 X 28 T e A5 ke Y
NG RE . IR ESE . o, WSk BUE (Internet gaming disorder, IGD)E %, Ff H 25N
BB 32 B —Rh 2% iR T 3 (Kuss & Griffiths, 2012). 5258 BOBE Y s AR, W28 RO AN
FACF B BTSN, DR L DX 2% P ettt 6 A5 A R — AT Bl . R N2 i 2 AE s e, B 59
JR BB AN LA AT A R LA AR B A 8 OB AE (G, DA SR 52) A A AFAE (Grant et al., 2010).

CREPRBERFIZ T 5 Ge vt T W) 55 LR (DSM-5)% 10X 28 i XK R 4N 58 =38 /B N s St — AP R e I — i i
TEXE MRS (American Psychiatric Association, 2013). tH5 AL KA CEBREHE ) 5 11 iR
(ICD-11) tH44 I 45 7 3R BURE A0 AAT A FRé 55745 (World Health Organization, 2018). X #&/RiF 738417 2 E
PR IR 28 PR PR TR A F SR, R T TR 28 Pl 1) DRI PR -7 S S L], S SE A AR IR PR VR T 4R R JR K

LRI oF 1901 48 F R A BV AR 32 AT ACE % (Young, 1999). A% - T WAE A (Davis, 2001)FiA:= 2 - .0
- GBS (E T, 2500, 2003; XIS, Sk, 2004)%. Dong Fil Potenza (2014)7E AR5
MOEERl b, PR T RN R R SR RN — AT Y o 2R I =N AU B T R T 9
FIRE AR IR o 3X =AU 5 55 40 B TR A D R 70 R MBI HLERS), SHAT I ST Jda,
AR AT 2 ST NG RIS . N2 RRAT A R it — P T RAT I, SRAGAESARER, A3
B 23 e X8 R 1 S o 1SR (R S5 S TR R HRAT Tl RE A BRI A SRS R — 3

3. MLEMMRS R MANH

K5 W24 BUREAR OC P BV AR R AT SUE R AR B, 48 RO S5 BN D R R 32450 0%, REAE 5 I
i BT ThRER IR F5H 32 (Dong et al., 2017; Wang et al., 2016; Pawlikowski & Brand, 2011; Yao et al.,
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2015, 2017). 34 (Response Inhibition)je i iR L5 1k IEFEBEAT AT a4 B shisas 17 9,
MG FITAEA WA A PR BT SCRE R G H AR 5 MAT 9 (Verbruggen & Logan, 2009). R 4F S S
REJELRBEE SR PR R IS8 A TS, RESTERAER, I T SEHH s i, RIHEASEE
47 J9(Harnishfeger, 1995; Houdé & Borst, 2014). Jyfas M4 miia 5 R BANGI o &R, DR FE AT
SR BT TR

3.1. MILEREE K R HHIRIIT RS

— BB TR S S ) 22 i 20 (21,  Go/Nogo 1F45 #il Stop-Signal 1£5%), 1E47 NK T EM &3] T
WA 2% R 5 S A (KR 5848 9% . ilTn, Zhou %5 N (2010) 2 B0 48 R Re 2 A Ee il 41, #E Go/Nogo 1F5%
HR R H B S 1 RE R % (Nogo R 48 i 3 A BE AR ) o o 2R (Go IR I IE#A ). 7 Go/Nogo 1F55H,
Go R IR I H AN S WAT NS PEIFEFR, Nogo 5 538 & 18 & S S 14T A FE s o
Zhou %5 \(2010) I FE 2 B, 19X £0% R A 5 e RO P sl R R S 1) S AR BE 70« Little 45 A\ (2012) K
F Go/Nogo 3t X A 301X 25 Jite ek Fi i 2EL bt 4% 1) 445 50 R 119 e I I IR vy PO R 20, A IO 488 Ui X F i o 1
MR AR AN TS . 5 Little 25 AR FE—3K, Decker Al Gay (2011) IR FEtB A I, L5 1E# T iR
AL, WIZSHER IR TE Go/NoGo 1145 Hxt Go WU M BE R, X Nogo i 14 15 v 3R B sy, R
P T B2 R 2N . —WUERA Go-Stop AE55 AT W TE R, MLLIERETE DA, ML F
i) Stop SRS R AT, HLI 4% B in) 545 40 540 Stop SRS AR IGREUR 3 TEARDG, 5 H IR
TIPS ) A IEAE DG, 45 SEPET I 2% R 1 7 B R S e A R A2 A AR BE AN Bl 1 KT 2 IEAH
K(Caoetal., 2007). HHW7LflH Stop-Signal 1155 ¥R TT M2 Beka & 1) S S, R IS Rk ™ =, J
LI FERRAR,  SOSIRR A RR ,  R I 2 O TR S SR R )2 40 (5 /b UK, R, 2009). £EE LME
XoF I 28 IR FRIAT R T 25 5, AT DAIA A IR 28 BSOR TT g -5 52 400 000 SR S LA R s B Bl P o0 e (R T2
FH 19X 28 S 3 0P SOREAM A S8, 3B R T MRS B (1 S A1) e 70 S5 A 3l 7K S e 3 SO 45 5
LR, X — IR R A B

3.2. MRRLIEE & R HNBIR AL HIR 5T

T AR R N 48 O SN A AR AL, KR AT R FH S 1A G FL Az (event-related potential,
ERP) AN I GERE IR 4% (functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI) A KR 78 W48 i s A1)
filfp g R . KE ERP BEFLR B, N2 Al P3 J2 5 S S 25 UIAH O PR A I L 7y, 38 7 Dl &8
IS I 4 A B AR AR (Kiefer et al., 1998; Badzakova-Trajkov et al., 2009). Dong %% A (2010)>% Fil Go/Nogo
fE55 1) ERP WE 45 A B, St BALAI b, 48 BokE ) Nogo-N2 J5 I8 51K, Nogo-P3 I e ¥ i,
Nogo-P3 IE{E RIS . Nogo-N2 I M ) BRI S LA i A v b SR MR H% 1R 98055, Nogo-P3 R 1)
8 e R P ARSI R B 75 2 5 2 U R B IR AT SN VA, (S BN AR K. Zhou %5 A (2010) 44
KRIAE Go/Nogo 4155, AHECFSHIZH, W28 Ul ) Nogo-N2 PR MR BEAIG, 3R BH 248 Bk & 72 P R i 4%
(YE B BRI D . — DU 7K Go/Nogo AT 5547 Tt X 28 Fi i 5 R iR AL BRI s RE 4], 85 SR o 0 ) 488 T
H BIEE 1R AR S A (Error-related Negativity, ERN)JZME S, 22 W 48 sl 5 6 IS4 1) 2 O (1 B R A
HERE 1B (Little et al., 2012). SR FH SR [ 20 HE2 00 ERP BiAR, DA FL 3R B I 26 ioia T e 23 51 it 5
LA 5 PR Ao FEL B0 S

IR TEIN 2% URaRT RN 5/ AN DI RE s, VR 2 070 R BA @ B R fMRI BOARIR 5T 2%
B S S AR L] . DAAERIFFE AR, SR T e 3 52 395 S AT &t (DLPFC) . R0 w4
H-(VLPFC). SCIRAR AN 5 T 52 57 (PPC) IR 5 (Casey et al., 1997; Konishi, 1999; Liddle et al., 2001; Rubia et
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al., 2001, 2003). —Ji% ] Go-Stop IS5 K IMRI BF 7T R I, AHELFEHI, W4 a4 R SUIR A
FEI R B 2 [ s A ROEHE, IR P X 48 T F2 (1 7 3 S5 AT A 0 R ISR 0%, 3 BH I 4% B mT g
SES N ANHIA SRR R 7 (Li et al., 2014) 5K H Go/Nogo a3 fMRI 5T & B, AH Eb gz il 4,
W 6% PR A e HE A XU R IR A (VS B 3 i, 8 5 4R A B O (19045 Tl 5775 31199058 (Ko et all., 2014).
Ding % A\ (2014)tH7E Go/Nogo f£55 H B, AHELARMIAE, 2% JERR e 76 e A AR B Tml L 5 DR 417
Bl A L g e, DA e S s . Bz, RERFTTEE AR, 2R
55855 W B RLAM I A G, AR ILAE 5 ORI A DG R i X 0% 30 R A D ReERE R, X 550 W A R
(Antonio et al., 2008; Hester, 2004; Kaufman & Stein, 2003)A1y$ zh4% H1| =45 (Lijffijt et al., 2005) b K Jps 4
18 (Fuentes et al., 2006; Kertzman et al., 2008) HI#f 71 25 25401 o

4. ARBE
4.1. AETRRIR

W2 A2 — BB 2 O, ATLRAR S A VE 2 A o DRI P P D09 4 4 1 B35 RSO T O A
[, &Y 10X 2% R &% LA s S [ E 2R F D 5% SR S5 7 0 1) By B W] BEAFAE AN — R B0 45
3o AR IR 28 B 1A FLAR SRR AT R TR TUAN 7] S R 2 R o 18] (R S R A D R R R IR PR 2 s T
Til. VRIT IR AL IR R R A S

4.2. IHRMREE

AR P2 AR GRS, 4 R 2 B S AR B U T RE R BVE B 22 . SRR, 1S9 55 2 5
PR 2% RS2 o I B 7 2 SBEAE A% G (RN R A0 PR 70 0 448 Fc e 1) S ST, T 45 25 R LAt B TR R 3%
A W A R B 26 5 IS 3 ) 177 28 EL/E FH (Goldstein et al., 2007; Shafritz et al., 2006). {5 H i % X 4% i
T TEHA S BT IR BANHINLH] 0 T o AR TR I N 2% B # BA AR 11 26 5 B LARe i (1
B4, 2008), XAAPENE S SAFEVER R IR (350 T, AT, 2010). R4 JE TR E SRR, 4R
0 2% R S RO 26 0 L e AT )28 FLAE R AR HA PR 3R 5 e Iz ) R A ELAE FH

4.3. IFRER

PAAE X s 87 3] g il 978 22 i 28 L) Go/Nogo 73X, Stop-Signal Y55 LA & Oddball 755X, PAFEE,
B EMBHME N SERIN . KSR Tk I 78 C 28 F ORI AR o SEB I, DASE Lf AR U5 e
SE BURRA BT B I B A D RE . DMERF TR I,  AHRHT IR AN, 028 RlcRa 38 50 [ 2 P 25 BE AU, 0k 19X 4%
AR SAEAETE B R 1) (5 SOt , FRAElF, 20065 Wieland, 2005). 4 JE BIF 5 BT ARRHE AN [5] 9 £% i 28 AL 1)
FHIE, EIAA T BB B R RO S, 1243 0 48 AR DRIy SRR, A roxt T X 2%
e A PSR P AR T A D T4 Dy SR KA [ R B (A 00 R e R 7E3E s, e Lr T e A
PEACHEFT,  ERFTAN R0 2L 11 X 2 B Ra T Lt o

4.4. TENRHE

FHEARE TR B2 T8 2B, vsehri AR B AKAE . Bt AR AR, %
WRYLOELILR S TG L] AT R DR R 2% ol 2 52 03 00 S R A Ja AL, A ORI LB O 4%
JSCHRE U 55 P S LA H 3 T i 7] 5 800 R 48 TG AR N AN 42 (Wieland, 2005), tBATHE 7T 44 ¥
LR IR A — PSR s, SR AU 95 A2 BT sh i I 5245 (Young, 2004). A W T R48 Ak
TEHLE], A fesE RO AR IS W, T HURGT T SEOMRYE, KBRS IE . A JEWEenT LLEE &
2R FITIEIIEE R, ISR AT 00 LA R R B R DA S N A i v s b Dy S B ) i T SR
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