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ABSTRACT

Ketamine abuse has recently become a serious problem in Taiwan.
This study aimed to investigate the relationship between impulsivity,
sensitivity to reward, sensitivity to punishment, depression and ketamine
use amongst teenagers in Taipei. A total of 212 vocational evening school
students completed a self-administered questionnaire about ketamine use
and personality trait. The survey questionnaire concluded the Barratt
Impulsiveness Scale (BIS-11), the Sensitivity to Punishment and
Sensitivity to Reward Questionnaire (SPSRQ) and the Center for
Epidemiologic Studies Scale (CES-D). SPSS 22.0 software was used to
manage and ananlyze the data. The results found that impulsivity,
sensitivity to reward and depression are significantly associated with
ketamine use (t=-2.774%%, p=.007; t=-3.319%% p=.001; t=-2.769%7,
p=.007). Students with higher score on impulsivity, sensitivity to reward or
depression were more likely to use ketamine (5=.043, p=.045; p=.121,
p=.002; p=.045, p=.027). Based on these findings, we suggest (1) different
approaches to measuring cognitive function would have helped in
understanding the relationship between personality trait and mechanism of
drug use in brains; (2) increasing drug-abuse knowledge through course
design would reduce drug use or delinquent behavior during adolescent

personality development.

Key word : Depression, Impulsivity, Ketamine abuse, Sensitivity to

Punishment and Sensitivity to Reward
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EH A RYE A 2 F L (Armold H. Buss, 1975) -
Eysenck#e ! A $£5 & B 1 & ch%]F > A 8] 5 b i drdd S EH o
#1959 & J1 e 2732 £ 2§ 4 (Maudsley Personality Inventory ) 2
1964 & & 11 ey A v 4 & % (Eysenck Personality Inventory ) ¥ »
#+ 1+ (Impulsiveness) ~ iE# 1+ (Liveliness) £24+ ¢ |+ (Sociability )
PR d = B Ree B o 2 p j€Eysenck ¥ Eysenck 4.1975# 37
i A FE R A e 2 A e R 21 I FIR A TR R > R F R
A e T2 b A T F A 308 0 - LR e e 2
v RV - &R A R 2w K (S, B. Eysenck & Eysenck,
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frEysenck (1978) 35 ffeds 42 v B ¥ & R & hifeds 44 (narrow
impulsivity) ~ % *& (risktaking) ~ 4% Z3*% (non-planning) £ &7
(liveliness) - 7 % % c4p BE (S. Eysenck & Zuckerman, 1978) - e iz w

BFREEAEL T ARR T Bl o F A BT S 0 B 11985

EFrf M E LS - RKF 32 BAEL > AN SR R 2
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ZBE S P RN E A LRSS A SR 4 tFds (attentional

impulsiveness ) ~ 7 # 4 fiF7d> (motor impulsiveness) ~ & 33 rds

(non-planning impulsiveness ) - 1 & 4 by B 5 F ¢ LR A

f%éswﬁe#ggﬁ@rjw@s DB TR E P B RS T P e

ZEALT NS o Lo R M = H]E L Y ey 2y

(attention) ~ :n+% 4& €+ (cognitive instability ) ~ # ¥ =& ( motor

impulsiveness ) ~ #F 4 (perseverance) ~ p 2241 (self-control) rz 2

zurdf s2 & (cognitive complexity ) = i =x #]2 (Patton, Stanford, &

Barratt, 1995) -

Zuckerman % Kuhlman (2000 ) # 7+ fird> &_B %845 2 & & s 4
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#. (Sensation Seeking Scale ) % * kp|E it » ¥ & S B F| 2

"% & F (thrill and adventure seeking) : %7 BREHZ K F EH L | %
S R ERRE AR . 55k ®F £ (experience seeking) ¢ i &8 i
Fep et i 0 &G L 5 (disinhibition) © #ehiE s B
¥~ E?TEE bR éz‘hfgfi PERELAZXHER; F S &P (boredom
suscep tibility ) : B ¥ - ¥ RS E£4F 7 5 5 B P& Fr(Zuckerman,
1994) -

Newman% « & d 78 /#r4] % 750 % (GO/NO GO Discrimination
Test )(1985 )erup| £ 2 % >3 4 fbrde 24 i ¢ #27 FrdBsg (disinhibition)
th B o @ Gray (1987) fE A R HHEA P A 2 A B 5 sh— 5 gy
w A#iE 550 % % (behavioral activation system, BAS ) ¥ — 3 14

A # e 4 4]k st (behavioral inhibition system, BIS) - fir#s
FLRFIT A REd N FE LS LR R TuBRER 0 & EF L
% BB E S o miEdrd| A E § 07 5 (Gray,1987)

Dickman (1990) R #-frds o 2 4 st (2% (dysfunctional
impulsivity ) % # i {4 =6 (functional impulsivity ) - % i iré 4 A
ELTRENFIAERFAB AL > Ha bR L SE Y B
20 PE R e g k] & R (S J Dickman, 1990) - Dickman (1993 )
FHRA G MR L ms 5 Z fa%]F 0 ¢ 5L R 4 #44F (attentional ) -
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e A T o B M il S G L FEw L S L

A S EFRES AR A AL B 2 FERITREE o T
BT BTG RS G e N R o

(=) gt EH g o
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2001; Moeller & Dougherty, 2002; Vangsness, Bry, & LaBouvie, 2005;
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Leland & Paulus, 2005 -
Moeller & < (2001) 4-%ffrds |+ A fd4d %?4&?5&%“%# S }I?%‘}"éﬁ

LEFRR g T RAS TR A RE AR TR F AR

\4

¢
T

iiwds 125 4p B (Moeller et al., 2001) - Moeller (2002) 45 1 = 4 dk =
FEF Bl e qpt BILRR hifrds (L1 SLp rde R 3 0 B A niR s
His ks g = o B (Moeller & Dougherty, 2002) -

Dawe % 4 (2004) ~ 4737 R W 5 $ FE* cofp A 7 w3 'k
FARBEF ALY BE R M Eﬁﬁmﬁ‘}u{@?ﬁ? 1+ (Dawe, Gullo,
& Loxton, 2004) -

Vangsness & 4 (2005) #% T 7o |4 4 g2 WES ) o i FAxD
gk o AXF 5 % %~ Er(Vangsness, Bry, & LaBouvie, 2005) -

F AR (2003) SR BT BN APTE 803 L BN s A 2
RERAFFL P E R F L b T g il B A R R

2 FER RPAF - LA FH B A ek AR o BRI R S KD
B R peAR S

Leland 4= Paulu >+ 2005 # % 127 i 17-21 & A & ¥ o0& 4 giit
Fr oBAriHess; gt BEHEH gl ey X200 &~
i E)E AR EEFS o rde |2 E £ (BIS-11)ip] 2 frds 22 ¢
PERT AN PR R BEPES S AR B F
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FRART EPHF A o

LiR® (2011) - 7F)4 FiE %@F"Jﬁ?%?‘ EiER S
TES 2 ffenhd g f a7 3 dp o ﬁq’f’f‘”—%jﬁ » FTh & F o e

Mo ippReAE R 1 G RE A R (LIRS SR e e g 0 2010)

PR B BT L FOFER G R K RI AT T A
EEPEY ot 25 Moo
=~ BEP AR ENAR
(-)  x&

Gray (1987) m# 4 &7 S8 ¢ #p* ¥ (reward / appetitive) *
#E) (punishment / aversive ) chsc gt & 2 22 Biigenfs 2 25 A#
BOARBTLS B AR & - 5175 g8 4 $(behavioral approach
system,BAS) g A & a Yy 5 M7 i 0 AR ook d# L ¥ -
B 5 8 5 A enis 5 34 % 5t (behavioral inhibition system,BIS) -

@ {4 Corr (2004) g AR e g AR IR G > B Gray eIE

WA BARARLALE T BHIZDEE S TR ERRT FL
BB AR SGA A REBAKEYEENG FF PRERD

RO ML 0 Tk o SRR AR P ) SR 12 (7 48 24 (Corr, 2004)

A& F AR 12 (sensitivity to reward, SR) € #2538 B R84 T o 5 58 0k
F o e e P 0y BB EY o el Bopmg s
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BEER A8 I G BRSO A 0 2
e B 1 jpeenk Z@fjﬁiﬁ«’ (Dawe et al., 2004; van der Linden, Taris,
Beckers, & Kindt, 2007); s A& 4+ F 5k AR 2 47 5 55 L 5

(behavioral approach system, BAS ) * i& {7 > BAS e Rk ik % i< ¢
PR EY Vgar 2R > 5 B BAS A% 5 Ay o BB W
HER gt R AR g 5 AL R EREF 2B fpt
B R AR Mf 4t % of Flehk Jed s 5 2] (Berkman, Lieberman,
& Gable, 2009) 7z {7 5 + & B Y SR PLF b X DI v 3f Flend o
PH AL LD el A o w F Fl2 (7 5 (van der
Linden et al., 2007) -

8 w12 (sensitivity to punishment, SP) € #2585 B 884§ = 3 5%
flpcenr oAz > f el dlpe 297F BHYYRESE S > 4o #
MFd TR IeFI eI Tl § BRSO AR o 2
%%ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬂ%%ﬁﬁﬁgﬁ%:&ﬁ@%%i%ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁii
H_ A 7 5 #r4] % 2u(behavioral inhibition system, BIS) # i& {7 > m Linden
$F % (2007) e:facgiti & R4 BIS #ff 7 e X2 8
e BHEL S HH SRR (PR R TRE) 2
BIEF B o F f el IRpE € @ BIS Stk o P
AR BHA L e nEL  TUEAL TR ERE ]
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& 1% (Smillie, 2008) » F]pt 2 1w 13 BIS sk i ¢ B0 A

g
PN
32
T

ok
H‘Lt_'
Sme
9
s
k2
3\
¥
o5

L s T REFEREZIE R

i
)
E
i)
voe
9
i
)\m
3
[
[

By ‘—L-‘icmilg@ , ﬁnprﬁﬁ’,a];{)a,ri.ﬁ—L_g{
7 % (van der Linden et al., 2007) -
(=) BEYsgz gimpg e gy o

R IR R 0 e PR NS T R
P L vk~ TR A BRET A BB E R R
ek % (Butters, 2011; Finn, Kessler, & Hussong, 1994; Franken &

Muris, 2006; Jonker, Ostafin et al, 2014; Leland & Paulus, 2005; Loxton &

Dawe, 2001; Loxton et al., 2008; Simons, Dvorak, & Batien, 2008) -
4o Jonker & 4 % 2014 & $ 76 4 F 4 RUFpE 2 BEEARR 12

Tl R g o L B KRR i 2 AR kM T B

PG I OER o SRR A F R TR M DR 2 e
Simons % 4 & 2008 & ¥ B+ % 4 612,270 £~ F 4 i E 2Ll b

S EEAT R e e T 6 B Y B Y RBEEAR R S

(SPSRQ)FER|% 2Lis fid * 2 < Frie * > @ % FRE Y &I R |

AR S G ARE o T ATRRL BEA F R IEY 18 b
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Dawe ~ Gullo f= Loxton (2004) 4 4737 % % 5 4= F & * hjp b #~
THER AR IARET e R P ASFTIEY B ﬁ?”%%mfk%
Bl o@m a3F SR e R R B SRR L G M o Dawe
% 4(2004)- e gA @y FRAE Y BASE BEY st Hhk L Ry o
A BAS BEEEOBREYRR AT MEFFADEET T g
— AR LT T £ BAS T SR TS FRESFFH
WHE g Re Ao a5 0@ Dawe e Loxton (2007)
BB AR s b e B R DI AT R G o blde s BEY
RREPV BB IR EFRY M d iV E g2 B
B XREL R GNESRY FL o EFEH DR M o

Leland 4= Paulu *t 2005 & #f 127 = 17-21 jk A & ¥ 05 4 pkizt
FroRy ﬁguu\r,\”‘ g E*?f’%%*n(—&p?% KBS ~F2h b~ 3
B E)EARY FES A o> 427 Riskygainstask - B F % F R *
A AR R AR EFRLR B OE L > A R
B RIEREESR T giph

Loxton ¥ 4 (2008) 4 i 87 § 44 360 i i &N H 4+ @ * ¥
300 iz A i& * & r2 BIS/IBAS £ % #3312 g % HF R KIS
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Frd AEPEHRRT LM%
FESELER BB AR ER R G AP o BRY a2
A EY BEER s BBk S n fpddr - B AT RF o W
gb?fag\ E - BEERITE O FAOEA @ ER o FropEp
S E R WEIE F I 0 RA B R AR (B RS R
FoEBER) S AN (FHEL - TIeP p s Rhek )

Paton (1977) %ﬁﬁﬂi‘iﬁ:}g AR Rl I S N L O
P E (187 am g P FRF A Bl - B b RH G LR
RILE A (198Q) erFm g P g F v A2 ¢ BRI n % B B G
KR T2 AR GATR &2 B gk s - 4% 5 Shedler £ Block
(1990) F= § % MA52E f v i FER] & 18 f g X it * chfa;
(Shedler & Block, 1990) ; » 7 feAk A T dp 1 » b E el 5 1
PR EBRR ERLS Y PKS Skt VR Y el el B
gk (Berman et al., 2000) - £ & % (2002) st 3 S5 kT o * Fy2t
»

i

CEARRPFHIIEREFR R RY I OF S (FEY

g

Eefig P EZ FALRPZR AR FOE N P e A E

g

ot E R RF o fEF (2005) Gt E L B Y

2005 ) -
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4

BV T L) BRI BT ES R G -

\;\]«

it BEHRS SELRY JApM - 2 RN F O 2L T 5 H
S B Y i REATS K 6 4~ 45554 (MDMA) -~ % [ 3
By o {HWF O REREHNRYEFET €

BT At~ RIS XIRFF APCAREE ER R o o

oo T K LA R AN E N U REARAKE A
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-S;:\?,

CES G S e
— N ﬁﬂ‘i‘*;&p#%{_

AAREF et B At

P

AFT R ERAE LMD BRRE
BREeES R BEHFRe K it 28 Gd 9677 14

P enZ 4p il v}?k/&’f‘rm‘é% » 2T j-\xgnvjz_,;/{j;z #’f?—(‘ﬁffﬁ 3) -

s 4
o g
T AR 1

Bl 2. 7% %4 H

= P ER

b

(- )frde s Kis éi¢ * »ﬁ e
(:)ﬁ?‘gﬂi\:'fﬁi—,‘f’ K &ig# ﬁﬁ &P‘%iﬂ .
(E)EHFERLEKE FR> FHFLE

(2)BREAEE K bt FFLE
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=% Fyi

Fo W mbAA
AF R 4+ Bandura »t 1985 £ 4% 1) ciAdk € SRACIR S 1T 5 I A A
(Bandura, 1985) » 4+ ¢ 2w A F 305 A FEen{T 5 7 JM}ELJF,ZQE e
F1 % B CerA o = )00 AR TS 0 52 B AR
FlE TS 0 B2

BARER A FE

_,/
FI

AT s B A P RS
( Cognitions, affect, and biological events ) - = JF,Z 2 Fehs e g

F(LB3)e Ft > iz B o P

A PR &e AAH S 3 A% (reciprocal determinism)

/= ¥
7 a

"=

(Behavioral)

B kB
(Personal) (Environmental)
Bl 3. 23 AT kmm & H
BBAFEEFLARDEHGY > BAOET AR B2 E
WAFEET RS LARERF L o bde AT Y
BEF B

,La K 14 ﬁ,@w:ﬁgﬁ&
Epea® on K it ® Bl § BRI K
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SRR o
Gl A TR EREPPNES MG R B A g

A ETRE (ArRA S A S B HE) HERER (WD P e

Fl)obldrr g A* Kis paP R o 25 PIFEINGEAHK

\

T

o S
AT P AL RATIZGY AT AT h L EHh kY 75 T
POATRITERIE L B ARHIF R B A TR RlE B A B

Ao i BIRE FI R TR R R ALK B i § FIREL DR

'ﬂ%l” ngg, }Jll’]ﬂ?.xfa}gv‘jg 'f*]‘; PUbiiﬁ‘T’ﬂiﬁ‘;%i%,
RAWRAERT Y T ARHY F R LR R 4 &

PGS e REd FHE L ERE

Wi

YT B Il a 'ﬁmrﬁfizxﬁ?t”‘ii"ﬂ ?f%‘ﬂr'/ B

PR IR S AT R ABREF T BAFNEERP AN

\

FEd BRFPASAHIIREFREA L AF RP L P LSRR

it
o+
§
s
Ju
A
hpas)
\3\

GAFHF O E D AR A AT AR

o+
ﬁf
=
9
\1&‘_

AR 2R BB - 930~ m2 Y .



AETANFE T EREYE SR HREP B P FE 2P g T

g
2

=

I R REE A RAREAE - BB 3

R

By
o

AR AT R 2

{

LN TEESNTREEE TN R BAEERTRSE A H
2%’ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ%f%@&#Eﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁbbiﬁﬁﬁ%A%ﬁ?
AR B NI B g P TR AL A BB e
Fz& RELEH%RA

AHTARPIBILSRERE  RENFE A CEERER
f=f- & 4 (Barratt Impulsiveness Scale » BIS-11) ~ & ¥ szt 142 fr 8 5%
B 28 % (The Sensitivity to Punishment and Sensitivity to Reward
Questionnaire > SPSRQ )~ & # & % ( Center for Epidemiologic Studies Scale -
CES-D)’ ik ¥ 4 &g 4o
-~ AEATEFTH
(= )25l %A 58 ~4a Al
(Z)Fd: ZRXPBEAERL E -
() e P BRREPBEATERLZ TS O~ 23 -

(z)x 5w fz‘zﬁﬁﬁgé—gli’t#;ﬁ:,a ,?}_-E“Fk —}LE‘#«\J‘U{ ﬁﬁ%&#

SN ird & % (Barratt Impulsiveness Scale » BIS-11)

e A AP wERF Y KPR OE L U FiEE A RS



B S FR T MR o 2L E R WAG T NEE RS G
( Barratt, 1995 )-Barratt 32 & ## £_d 2F 7 F]% #74% » & BIS-11( Patton
etal.,,1995) ¢ > 2 BEEP ~ L p AL i LR 4 (attention) ~ 3%
#& =1+ (cognitive instability ) ~ # iEf=# ( motor impulsiveness ) ~ 4%
(perseverance ) ~ p # 4=+4] (self-control) 1 % w4 f2 & (cognitive

complexity) = & i & (first-ordered) Fl#c o M (s L E- HE L L= B

fu

3 & et % (second-ordered ) F1Z& ViR 4 EAA T ENLE A
%> (attentional impulsiveness) - IR R SRE A N ARLE iy ol
FFB 1+ =8> ( motor impulsiveness ) #Bfﬁfﬁrﬁﬁv TR A

Ao grzeirig 3 B B A &3 F 7% (non-planning impulsiveness ) »
hmEd R E A LT ALY A F o A7 7 &% Chiang-shan Ray Li
RyErfga? 2k > BE 304 FH L 14T 44 Al TR
AT g Ty TRE A, %1-7-84941021213
15~20~29~30 % & w48 > F w34 o T B> & > Patton ~ Stanford v
Barratt(1995) % ¥+ < % 4 ~ Fep 4 ~ HH A F Ll 28] # &
> w] K7 2 A f2#ic(Cronbach' o )iz 5 £.82 ~ .79~ .83~ .80 > &7 & %

'El‘d)s AR AN - REE R -

/4

Juh

P AR e ) AR 2 & (The Sensitivity to Punishment and
Sensitivity to Reward Questionnaire » SPSRQ ) :
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¢ * eng_d Li, Huang, Lin ¥ Sun (2007 ) #1fw:#2 ¥ < R4 > -
£F 485 c H Y H AR R AT R A ERRER R Y
SN AN 3 O e p - SR EA SN B A S L 8
AR Mg B AR 12 4 (L, etal., 2007; Sanz Ruiz, Villamarin Cid,
A Ivarez Moleiro, & Torrubia Beltri, 2007 ) - #7% 48385 5 £ 3 E 78 » &3
* KR20 fiicd 7 A8 4228 0 28 4 Mo KR20 %#kciE 5 .84
Ao AR B TR S 2R & p iz R A w5 81 #.79 .
w o~ nfFmEEAE Y R E 4 (Center for Epidemiologic Studies

Scale » CES-D) :

AR LE R ¢ 5 G AU SRR R i R
BAEFEFT BRI EBPEREZ R - CES-D 232048 > P chieid
P23 - P T B R 0 R p 2 DR R IEE -
BLFanER  FEHHO03> ¢ 5 Ting dm?t T TR T
T d | 24> 548 12 16 5F 24T F w3tA > @AAZ R 4
TEAE 2 AU ARG o SRS A BAR R R A R AREE o

e d FTHEAFAR
RhET G 4% % SPSS22.0 st A (7 FALA 47 o
B R U e
TR 2ZAE A T ERIE (dolhu s 1 FER) 2 EH e R
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(3 RE*ESH ) U A~ Tk A4 FHES  for 204
¥ T E SRR L KA T R T RO L TR R A s

ka3 ,]%'—Z]j o

1 fesgu %08 (3 &% % Ketamine) #id i %38 (frdofd ~ it
s R E s R R 2R ATz gl iy
A EG G (Frdfd ~ BRSO - HJFE - 28) B
AT R EAPM KA 4TI AP R )

2. MBIEATE GFo TRt s B BY SR R e R

i * Ketamine 2. [ ch3g p|1+75 o
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S

$ Frai

3
i
K
@x
R%

Y AR ) AR

-8 FIHMEEACELS

AR R R v e 257 (R E 0 ok BE iR PR S H i n 243
PRE A R Ew S s 045% A HE R BB RE 21
MO P AR EE I ES AR EF S TR 20 AT EA 2 212

Lk

wp

R B EAE o d & 143

FIRTIHEH L 16.96 i ~ T35 g
» % 14130.%~ ~ &

Mwpt byt > He §4 5 139 4 (65.9% ) 445 72
L(341%) 3 fERRY Ry 3 IEhE 4 5 57 4 (27.3%) ~ F K B
g 4 88 4 (42.1%)~ 2B (Fehf 4 5 64 4 (30.6%) =& TF G5

T Kis peng 4 5 46 4 (2L.7%)~ 21 * 22 B ang 4 5 166
A (783%) H @it igizES P 46 25 4

2 g Rt Kis & o
Fob PIHALETRGRET K6 ATLANES
SO fRABRAEEKE Gt il A £ 2 ke

aAp L R (7 R
Ketamine ) £7:& 4 838 (et |+ ~ ﬁ,’r@wz};& AN SR FE e X BN
FErpgATHhRIgEPY 2R (Fh ‘ﬁ"iﬁ"
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AR EIREE R B ETARE S Sejphl c H SR F R
Fopr gy Kb (t=-2.774%9,p=007)~ g scp b * K &

(1=-3.319%9 p=001) B = * Ki & (1=-2.769%9 p=.007) - @

#1427 B4 (rs=.316, p<.01)\%§1 ATR 1 P ”p“ aTRe M (rs=.193, p<0.01) ~
o A e B W (rs=.431,p<0.01) % fE ¥ scp 22 &8 (rs=.173,

p<0.01) T RAEFAnR - His AT P 2iph -

$z&  FIHLRARTRRET KE SFLFREY

AORDITERIKE AR 2 £ R LT AREFS YD
for 2 o 4 340 BB fF AT 0 o el s B Y

;}é'ﬁ‘%—'gjﬁ/}’a"w’%'ﬁ JE g Kis \:rJ j\’}’ﬁﬁﬁ.‘l% * K s ppmuﬁ’—é"]—a- o
@ S Bom Brde 1 (f=.043, p=.045) ¥ s 12 (p=121,p=.002)~ &
¥ (p=.045,p=.027) iE F| 53+ + g FoRE > LZIEpIR * K & 3 ip

%38 (Modell) ; A f&3xr A v ERE P chd w2 2% > T RT &

% Kis perm it 2% IR EFIES AT

"3H-
—,1\

AL FIREF o #rdo 12 (=050, p=.028) ~ & ¥ 7R 1+ (=115, p=.005) ~

BH (p=043,p=042) mE & * K& & 37 0] 4 78 (Model2) -
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L1l FIHEACEEELTE

®IE LA N Mean+Sd
E WL 212 16.96+.990
LEFFN 194 14130.93+11082.366
7 LA N %
HBwl (n=211)

g 139 65.9

R 72 34.1
1 iR (n=209)

£, S7 27.3

A B 88 42.1

EQ 64 30.6
FER s *iE2z B (n=212)

3 166 78.3

A 46 21.7

22 FIHETRET KE 48 2 Apn

4 E

Ketamine [iin S AN S JE 9 E EAN - T W EAN Y ]
E R
Ketamine
fbrs 1 2,774 —
B AR -.635 123 —
B AR -3.3197 .083 193” —
LW -2.769" 316" 4317 173”7 —

L RAEEI R (F E R * Ketamine) & %38 (b it BRI BT AT
Bt W) BHP B2 A ThREF AN LA LT 2B LA (Fdie
ﬁgﬁ;g{}é,&\%ﬂﬁ{@.&\ BW) B gt & E S

“p<.05, “p<.01
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3 VRERTRFATA T H R L R R G R KB 62 BRI
FERRY Ki &
B
Modell Model2

p Exp(B) p Exp(B)
# & — — 259 1.295
(ER — — 307 1.359
b 4 043" 1.044 .050 1.051
HF AR 1 -.059 943 -.040 961
B AR 1217 1.128 1157 1.122
LW 045" 1.046 043" 1.044

“p<.05, "p<.01
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EE I
- et s REEATR R R AR e K i Bl T
AT SR li?ir?éé'bbﬁ"iﬁ}"fffz}é'b‘_éﬁ& 1‘%%«*?.? L B RO

[

*

KIS
)

FARM o om AR ARG M e o0 & -
TGRS ABHME R ORI FHERTNp 2T F 2 RS
v B (40 2009) 0 § B FRR 5 SEACTE Tl LB 2
Benis 5 1 > &0d 30 % fgdd g i B ehec % 973k (Steinberg, 2008 ;
Casey & Jones, 2010) - Dawe % % (2004) 3% i 224 B 4p B 5 = o
Fl AP AR A b ke ) WEp gk o £ H f
AR ot Rk BEF AP o BV AT O E BREEY o
RERARF ERFTrE{cli gl A L I RERE DT REER
AR B g e il L am iR E A T8 B 9 { B B (Casey & Jones,
2010; Galvanet al., 2006) -

e TRERE SR PR Yk S I

F_&

rTv
H_ 47 4 &% 5 5 (behavioral activation system, BAS) £2 7 4 ] & 5t
(behavioral inhibition system,BIS) z_ & et iv 3 dpdEdeenfd ik o
B KU &R gk

A~ BREFIRG Y RARE 2 bR E K pit Y 2 FF 3 &

Feoophl BEAREF T 52207 Kb b g2 ds oy
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TR
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FREF A KFTFAQE R ATRFNTL > 4ol 7 5 24
BEAZ o ZLE (2009) FEAFRIIEGF e HF P ERF B E A
BEEFCECH S IHFCEABFY RF LAY RERY T B
kgl imip g AERY > B RGFELTL S REFFOE I ES
P (FLEE A 2009) i H FIK B P R S
F 5 heia R ] s B & R 0 g A < G g ieA g A

- ] _, ,E""\:; NZZ s 15, B3 z e AR
A2 TAgrd] | cnier o BRHE G S T 0w GEA PG EEAS R

i 2BAS Towl SATY FRHSFFHHL p Rr o &

Poos b~ BT chE F 55 i ac % (Dawe et al., 2004) > # JE T % R R

i e A -

= ﬂx"’lﬁr};

4y

()AL RFH IR R LT 5 K &R ™ iR 5
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AFEHAINET L% K baf4c7iaird B A EREW > 22
( )d A ;Z LEER ERRAR L F]QEE'?"L «i‘r’ﬁig]ga@ﬁ}% )
A B SR EFIEF O LRI R B BB Y T

A KE AT ML ApAB s R EN SR

(E)*AFE ERAERD S 2APREP oM B BRRE L > R

FRZEGHBE FFPBRARKE G Y 75 DR -
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A d HBAEH

AR Y BRE A Y hirh s AR 2 B R Y K
Bk REEARE o SR B SRR E R e R KB St
TR ¢ 2 BRSO TR S bR o R L B R EHG AF Y

B R RETIE KT ARISR I AR 2 £ o

-~ 2

- R EHEARARETAA A TR A S G B 6 Y
%8 chE #4020 > Dimoska % 4 (2007) »“ 27 23 -~ 7 P EZ
AZERFREASFENTR TSR F BRER 6
FEER AW ‘frwﬁ*ﬂ—qlﬂ*"mi’”% P F AN REL e
FUOEAAAA R AN AGEARBT OB AL f5d 2

ARt BB EHRPEFIEZ G A - BRF R FHE TR

ot
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s g & b |

AXE AL B RARFE E BALF
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@

ST RE 0

75— LA A FRBAREg > TR LA R
LHREDEXARFREDEEFTR - FPERN ATV E ARG R

2 PEA G HE R R Y 2 gnAr g dB M AR AR 0 dohe i R
REHFRY TIVRAL DR YR RV RE S

Bt ot AR B F 0 E R R L e e

PERALI2Z BASEFRY (75 c ol RS PFRF S E2Z A
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LT~ fRmg g § (2011) o 2002 & ¢ 2007 & § ﬂu*%Jr*ﬁﬁ%
¥ za.a‘ﬁ’# FEHrBRET BN LAY o i#&-éflff#(g)
113-141 -

ELT BT PR ERT BT 2P (2000) o 4 EA SRS
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