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W OE WHEHARTARYERARISZ—, MAEANTHEH EFTRENEHA X, EAELAL
&) 3 (Transcranial Direct Current Stimulation, tDCS)& —#F JE 42 A M 84 BRI AZ AR, T VA i R 49 8E A2 /2.

BER A DCS RS T 69305 RIRT A AT AL H eh 47 Hl 42 51K -F, X —FHER L300 E .
RIS EAR AR R IAE 5 F A R Fen. B AT tDCS S A T REIABE #1455 A 7, JHae S st R4k

REIF o454,
KA
SEKS  B84S

1 31§

TAVEESA DR E 5 AWM EE -,
FATAT LI A 22wk B I BY0 AR 4800 B fE I 1Y
A A SR AR A5 o 30 S B 4 5 o0 o 42 o1 285 )
AHIG, I SRR AR R AT v B AR, XIEE
TR PR RN NS Y AT A AT R A
S — P RE A I D sl BH AL F 22 | O BEAT O R B Y
#L#1l (Aron, Robbins, & Poldrack, 2004; Logan,
Schachar, & Tannock, 1997), ‘& 4& AZEIA 3 72
WATEEWNI 4z —, H, e L
il — L AR HR R AT A T RR AR G 1y )

KE AT B 42 -5 I B 5 iy 40 T [
(inferior frontal gyrus, IFG)XI8A X%, —MiAN,
SRR AU ) R T P ) S Th AR AR H AR T A ) IFG
5% ¥ I BE (Aron, Fletcher, Bullmore, Sahakian, &
Robbins, 2003; Zhu, Zacks, & Slade, 2010), Xf - fiKi
BT S AR TR 43 33 T IFG X 10 il 4 6l 9
FENEM ., Roberts Fl Wallis (2000)7E ] s 52 1455
NG R R B TFG A8 45455 5 20T 40 ol 2 i
AESIRY3Z i, Aron Z5(2003)7E— A5 AT L T
A IFG #1059 N5 e 2 5 2 4 il 42 AT 55 19
TR, AR T [FIFE L
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FpHdEh], RO A7H); tDCS; ST &, FIMUAT T, A BEE ) K

5 YFG 7490 il 2 1 4 1 FH A A 0 Al fi X
BRI S5, F R A4 (Tractography ) BF 58 & 21
pre-SMA 5 IFG 748 (B4 4R 3% 4, —LL7f
G R I T ARG5S b IFG S4Bz s X
(pre-supplementary motor area, pre-SMA ) I [F] 3%
Zfi(Aron, Behrens, Smith, Frank, & Poldrack, 2007;
Li et al., 2008), Floden I Stuss (2006) ¥ X & HL 4
o b X ORI pre-SMA (45475 23 5 3505 W 7 i fi
TS T 53— IR & BEIC I8 A Bl i R A
PR ARG, pre-SMA  Hi 475 58 35 242 9L i i ik
JIE, X ULA pre-SMA il T X BRI H L F B
SV (Sumner et al., 2007).

T ZMU § %7 - (dorsolateral prefrontal cortex,
dIPFC) X 10 ] 42 Wil A5 25 B 2520 o WF 53 06
WA dIPFC BYZREAE T #5640 24 i 52 i 410 i)
ARG G N, JF H ARG R 2T 4R X ek
(BP w3h 22 450 ) Wb [] 42 il ol 8l 47 4 (Bechara, 2005;
Wood & Grafman, 2003). T — L8145 0F 58 B,
dIPFC 245 1) 58 35 78 56 U il 4= dilAE 55 0, 4728
RIURTH N, X WL T dIPFC 5 #0456l A ¢
(Floden & Stuss, 2006; Shimamura, Jurica, Mangels,
Gershberg, & Knight, 1995), AT ZWF5E HESE
T dIPFC 7 S 3 i i 45 i 1 0 S 24
(Friese, Binder, Luechinger, Boesiger, & Rasch,
2013; Knoch, Pascual-Leone, Meyer, Treyer, & Fehr,
2006).,
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B 1 &2 s AL (5] H Aron, 2007)

PR AG S T 2 W RS B ] 42 ) 5 2
i X LR VE A ¢, 46T pre-SMA. rIFG.
dIPFC ., FCMRIERL(STN)AE XAk, I iy i i i — 4
SRS D RE P 5 AR, VAR - BRI A 28 A
#(Aron & Poldrack, 2006; Li, Huang, Constable, &
Sinha, 2006; Li et al., 2008), 7 -3 Jig i 28 5 4
%l (fronto-basal ganglia model) & — ki 57
FR AT 42 AR Y, R A X — AR o] 4 o
L HE AT R (Go Process) {5 1F 1 #2 (Stopping
Process). #1713 B B {12 31 B fi (premotor cortex)
PR, WG BRI (St IF IS 1 ER(GPY), fifER
Fr 1 B 400 T 0% G2 B B 2 AR Ik R R B TFG
PR, I SEC STN BYBUE, W HIRm iz
T, JFA ) b i B o TR a2 Bl KR Y
G (LE 1, Aron,2007; Aron, Durston, et al.,
2007). IFG. pre-SMA ., dIPFC 5 [X 85 7541 il 42 1

P 2% rh AR AR AE TR EE A T B (Aron & Poldrack,
2006; Chikazoe et al., 2009; Zandbelt, Bloemendaal,
Hoogendam, & Vink, 2013), Hi T 3X L5 X 76 #1 i
FE R T INRE, AT, k8 X
A A3 Bl 3 RO Sy WIF 5 40 o 4 ) A R R A (R
&l 2).

2 HPEIIEHIRY tDCS #3R

Bl HAR B AN BT 25, AIF 5 3 X8 40 o 4 ) 1Y
TSR SE N E AR A o b 1 FH 28 /1 L e R 3
$ AR (Transcranial Direct Current Stimulation, tDCS)
TFF 400 o) 2 ) A AL A gl R Bz N R Y ik 2
— tDCS J&—FPHER AR RS AR, @mT
tDCS FART] LA B B AR ZAR AT G DX, %41 )
i il b 2 AL 9 B 52 AR A5 BN B ATRS . (DCS
I AER AR, MRAS, S FIPE R B Bt 2% ay v 1Y
58 K M) S R T A i B R AR A i 2 S
PRAVRE T |32 1Y R FH AR A BIRF 5% (Priori, Hallett,
& Rothwell, 2009) o H: 3= ZEAF AL 238 o i 1] 555
B HR B AR AR 200, X2 T B LA R A T [
TURTT, RS R B JE AT PE RIS T B B (Woods
etal., 2016), X BRI 57 E 7T LK (DCS HE AL
AEAR A 1 7 20 32 15 il X 247 1 7 A I B
AL A AR AR, DT B RS X R ik B 4RT T4 A7 52 3%
VA4 (Zmigrod, Colzato, & Hommel, 2014), fH£:5
GBI 5 T LB AR 400 i 2 o) 2 R O T %) g [X e
i X 2% T A, TG v 8 S A~ X3kt 400 ] 4 1)
i B G HEAE T 9 PR 2R BE & (Juan & Muggleton,
2012), 1 tDCS AT AR A B — X IR 75 02 5 41
Tl A 55 BT 20 1) 6 5 X 8, tDCS 38 2o 3R

PR 2 o 2 A S A 2 B X
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G F2 2% B A T DX, 494 ik AR AR 2 il DX ) B S 2%
A, DT AT DA 2 i 1X 5 5 - JE e A 4 At
I 3E H AR o Lo an it I BE A tDCS il #AM IFG,
B e AN IFG MR )2 2% etE, If485 STN
PG, T D4E 8 K, i B o A5 3

T, FeZ A 4 I ) /K- (Chambers, Garavan,

& Bellgrove, 2009). T 10 4E3K, FH tDCS HA
PRR MG B 2 HLH R R R 22, Rt T
B2 A7 B R OC R MR

TESEH BT, IR MRS (DCS A5
FZ I Stop Signal {£55(SST)HI Go/No-Go f£5
(GNG)FiFf 5250155, 7F Stop Signal {L55H, S
5 EWBORIEZ W ENE L5 5 )5 o B 1R R AR
B AT I RNE, G P A (18 00 ) e R 2 S A A o)
(reactive inhibition), Bll—FhZhEIK S 7 1k 1EAE
HEAT B R NE 3t 72 T AE Go/No-Go {E:55 1,
S 5 H TR RE M T ASAT RN, Bk
JL A i 5 7% 2 3 B Pk 3 i (proactive  inhibition),
B — el oAy T 5l ) ik 1 5 A s i £ 400 1 5 AR
(Cunillera, Fuentemilla, Brignani, Cucurell, &
Miniussi, 2014; &, 1A, 2015),
21 FHTIERXEA tDCSHH

EEFRHMEIE R tDCS BFgEH, IFG, 4551
EAT IFG, RFRAN TR CENMIX Z—. 15t
S EBFSEH CTE R IFG 7E3 4142 510 o 5 s )
P ARG E R WoR, 25 E5 1R 5E K
Pl RSB, AT IFG 3% 7K 742 5 (Rubia,

Smith, Brammer, & Taylor, 2003; van Campen, Kunert,

van den Wildenberg, & Ridderinkhof, 2018), Aron,
Behrens 55 A (2007)i — 20 & B, T4 4 AT 55
SR B AR A TFG B3GR 8, 1
tDCS W5, KAt UEHE 7 BHAR R A I TFG 32
Wi T2 5% 7 Stop Signal {145 AYFT R E B, X
YA IFG 25 1 sl 2, 5 FIH
Fl IFG X} Stop Signal {T:55 % H 5% Wi, Jacobson,
Javitt Fil Lavidor (2011)7E—THBF5E xS 5E& 1)
A0 TFG TN B H RO 2R 25 F RIS
/% Stop Signal {145, LR ER, X4 IFG
Ji BT A ) 2% W 2 R AR ASE LA 5 S I (Stop
Signal Response Time, SSRT), T X —F8 bR A BRI
FEWRA SO K P BT (Li et al., 2008)., FHXT
[, XA TFG Jii i B A5 SR 8 0 A oy B 35 A A2 Ak
25 B —28 R Stop Signal {145 BIWF5T 2] T

—H A2 (Cai et al., 2016; Hogeveen et al., 2016;
Nobusako et al., 2017; Stramaccia et al., 2015),

AR AT TFG 7EA i 42 1] v 3 DG i VR
{H— BB R s 4 Hh 220 TFG T At [ RE 52 i 300 o1 2
il - Jacobson %5 A (2011)7EMF 5% HoWs BEAR i & T4
IFG 4% B R T 22 TFG, Bk LR T 353 ik
EWER, B—NG8BN LI, BB
il IFG b BRI EAT IFG . BIBRIAE TFG 3L
i < B 4 9 SSRIT, 1 B PR AR R A7 TFG He
FIBRIECA TIFG . FHBR R ZE IFG #Y XU 3
LB SSRT, X W] UL 7E Stop Signal 155
T, X2 TFG A St [R5 40 i 42
T3 — I 5% A FH AR 54 1 4T 55 (Prepotent  Inhibition
task)BF 5% T 2 55 3 (9 40 1l 2 i 58 71 (Leite et al.,
2018), TEXIMETE T, 25 & BB R ML i i
PR Xf R b SRR ROV o YR sk g,
JH B A S sy A o) i Sk o A BRSO A T 3k 5
M4 R A LG, DA B s e T ok L IS
R NA IS k. GRER, XA [FG /YR
R T T AT 55 B0 TERA A, T FHARCRI A il TFG
[i5] B BRI S ZE 0 TG 4 RUH SR 35 D& A5 3550 o
X —ZE R SR T M TFG 5w 0 4 B
Mo, BHEMIEW R B F Nozari, Woodard HI
Thompson-Schill 2014)HFR . HZMFET, =
5B BRAE LM TFG 42232 AR sl 8 4
H5 SE BT B Flanker {155, 45R B8 25 H M IE
Ay 380 SN I 35 52 3 1 AN [ R BE Y 52 e, 3 U
1AM TFG fE Tl A fE A

WA, WHIEE R BREA M IFG 16 E 3
RS A 0 ] B KON AEAE 25 5 . 1R 2 IMRI
S R A TFG e Stop IXIK LLTE Go 1™ Ak
TRMEEE, AR EITA AN IFG E29
K 52w A il S B M 4R (Cai et al,
2016). tDCS WFFEW R, AN 1FG IfA2
W Go/No-Go {E45 AT R, XATREULH T
A IFG 5 EZh MMl F 3¢ . Dambacher 55
AN Q015)%F TFG Jitifin MU fili, FFik55H ¢
Go/No-Go 11:55 . T, MIREM S 5E N =
M, —HZ 5ERHWTCE T4 IFG IR Bk
WCE TIFG, 75 —HZS5H K ICE T 742 IFG
IR BAWCE T4 IFG Mk AN S5 H Ik
REDHHIAL . SEI A R R, PR REAR O B 1Y
P K 5 s T 2E A L 38 T i 2R R L kA
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Campanella 5 AQ017)WIFR M EE TiX 451,

{H— B HIAS B T A 45 5 . Cunillera
4% N(2014)¥%F Stop-Signal 1T 55 5 Go/No-Go 1T 55 45
HAE—i, B TH A GNG-SST 155, i%iT455 1l
VA [R] B R 2 5 35 1 3 gl 400 ) R0 s o 1 ) 47 400 o
S RRX AT IFG WM R R R TS 5%
TE Go/No-Go 145 #il Stop Signal {155 H 1T M3
M, XFEMLER IR T4 IFG FN&5 T E3hi
0 P 400 ) O A 4 R R 25 . WA
SRS T F B0 5 S A ] P o A AT LA
[) B 7 ki 2 IR o SR T 7 LSS B — TR 5
o, A RESE & B X5 S (Cunillera, Brignani,
Cucurell, Fuentemilla, & Miniussi, 2016), ZWF5
WA FIRE RS2 g 15T, HEERBR, XA IFG 1Y
PHPERIBIRE = T2 5#7F Go/No-Go 1145 HIFT
JFRI, BXF Stop Signal 4155 HAT R A
i) o SXFE 1Y 25 57 T BB J& P GNG-SST 15544 Go/
No-Go f£:55 5 Stop Signal £ 55l 7E—i2, Y
BR TS 5FHENESHiRE B, WSS
155 ) B 00 SR A L T IR

NS (DCS AL AT # i
J RO, AT EATT M4 S (DCS
25 RE T LLSEEST I 68 71, Ditye, Jacobson,
Walsh Fl Lavidor (2012)i# 4t T 454 tDCS Hl 41 4
FNANGXT A7 IFG XAT RHIMEH 0, 455R %
WY, ISR A2 e T S B L B R T, iU 2
5 tDCS &5 &7 A T L R T Y ZREE R AR .
X — K IRAE T ¥ tDCS IR S A DL
SN RE T BT AT R, IR A DGR R TR YT
PAE TR IS S

— UL AR N IR X R B RAR R T
tDCS Xt EAE N (AFERE 70.68+3..5)4 il 44 il fig 11 (1
W, LTRSS EAEEZAMN IFG K H E
Ui Ll = S5 52 A Stop Signal {45 1 Go/No-Go
f£% . 4558 BRI tDCS 1E M FME 55 R # R BE R
W 4 N B917 M 2 L (Geusens & Swinnen, 2014),
X AT AR VLI T 2 AE A 4 ) 42 ) g 0 T sk 27 E)
tDCS BYYE T o HX — 2518 B/ 0 5 422 9 TE 3% S FF,
T EANKE 2RI — LR,

Iesh, ZEXFF IFG §) tDCS WF5EHh, X wim
IFG WENAEANFE MR, e FEENMA
ENLA, WRIBEFR 10-20 RS0 N“T3-Fz H#
&5 F1-Cz LN AL R/TA-Fz LS F8-Cz

LR AL R RIFT/FS” s N A WRFSER A, Xt
X 2 AR % 0 TR 2 5 o 341 ) 42 A K
T HL H I A BT RT3 W 5 43 7 AR X
22 FiHBNEEHX A9 tDCS TR

Pre-SMA J2 7 — A 55 41 il 42 i 25 VD AH O 14 fig
X WFFE B, pre-SMA BT 7K B3G5 5 1 4% 52 i
SRS LA AT 55 th 9847 K(Nachev, Wydell, O’Neill,
Husain, & Kennard, 2007; Obeso et al., 2011),tDCS
(RIS o, 1 pre-SMA X Ikt i tDCS #1342
WS 53 WA E S B ETLF BT A
pre-SMA 41 il 42 I WF 5T &R R T Stop Signal 1T
5%, IR T RO — BN AR, R AR R
pre-SMA B4R T2 5F 14T R .

Hsu 55 A (2011) ) JH AT LA 4 $2 T 3540 il
Pre-SMA 1% /KA tDCS $ A AT 30 1 42 AT
% AT . S5 R IR, Xt Pre-SMA [ B il 4 k%
RT S RM, XELE T IAT TMS BFRMEER,
T PFAR SR 0 OR 2% 38) T 0 2 R PR L, IR A
EMHXMATTIIEEZ ] T tDCS M, ixdk
BIMAEFZH, Pre-SMA LEA A 05 ZE 1 S L AR
HEAT: 55 Jr i 19 B 7 TS 4 GBI PE o 2R ALY
S50 BLAE Kwon 58 A 2013 AR 1 RIFSE o E 3K 30
sz, S 5E W ERLE (DCS HH# pre-SMA Z
HIE L 3% A RN RS 43 ) 58 i — 4. Stop Signal £
5o SRR MIARET R, A0 RS 52
i Stop Signal 1T:45 %3 45l 1 15 (455 SN
SSRT (Kwon & Kwon, 2013a), 3% % 3#F T pre-SMA
P 2 ) b A BB, IR ST T tDCS
5 AT 55 AR I T DG 28 08 HIOB0N 1Y 520 . Kwon
S5 N IRVAE 19 53 — TGO S IR RE 2 BT Pre-SMA it fil
FHA% tDCS Jll = 35 1 5 1k 3 P2 R I 1 b 25 45
Bl WIS A B, X WIS Bl J )2 (primary
sensorimotor cortex, M1)Jifii il FHM Hil ik, XFANA 1
SN I T RE IR 3 14 (Kwon & Kwon,
2013b),

Liang £ ANQOIHMATREE T Liks5R, If
FRMT tDCS %t fili ¥ 5 5 19 22 R (multiscale
entropy, MSE)52 1, MSE J&—Fhil & fixi .15 5
AR RTE PR, MSE MK B E N (5 SRR
7% {5 B3 & (Peng, Costa, & Goldberger, 2009),
XF Pre-SMA [P tDCS 427t T Go ik 174
FRF IR B T A XA MSE, TITX Stop s
UK MSE JEi2 R 3 1] B8 AR A X b 3 2
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5 R IS 3R R B AR S h A R I
HEZ—, TR R IFET Pre-SMA 7 il 4 il
T A PEAE . — TR 45 & (DCS F EMRI HAR
MR B, X pre-SMA it il BH AR H) /e 46 4 T
SSRT [FEIF, SET pre-SMA 5 & PN FGA -
J )2 (vmPFC) I /K - 1 8 25 34, X Ui tDCS
WS T pre-SMA Fl vmPFC By ZIREZE#
2.3 EIMURTEAY DCS R

dIPFC WEMFEHNILMIKIX Z —, MRI
WF5E Rk A dIPFC TEAT: 55 55 8 WA 1Y Stroop fF:
5, AR S IR DG A 55 A B KT T
1% (MacDonald, Cohen, Stenger, & Carter, 2000);
A dIPFC 7£ No-Go ik 15 Go ik A7 5 &
FHI WG, UL dIPFC XA 4> Y
Y& H (Asahi, Okamoto, Okada, Yamawaki, & Yokota,
2004) . Bush F1 Shin (2006)%& AL #32 Hl4E 55 o,
95%IM 2 5# 277 dIPFC [T o

# (DCS W5, il i [n) 88— E 52 3 5%
HANT KT FZHEITEBZEM dIPFC /E24 (DCS
V18 TSR At A P 5 400 o 42 1) o A0 5 2 B 1) 22 AIPFC
Jiti fin B4R eDC'S Hl3 23 ik 252 W Go/No-Go 1:55 1
7 M3, Soltaninejad, Nejati Fil Ekhtiari (2015)
WF5E T M7 dIPEC Jitifin tDCS % ADHD R4FE %
PR A . R SR BN, 5 Oy
BAEAE L, S22 dIPEC Jifi i FE AR 48 338 Go/
No-Go1E45 H Go iRk 1Y IE i R B 3 5, Xt A2
dIPFC Jiti finl B3 A 3238 72 No-Go 12Uk 1) IE 5 %
FRE . X UL ZE dIPFC f S5 3 8 2 St il
P4 T8, Nieratschker, Kiefer, Giel, Kriiger
i Plewnia (2015)fdi il Go/No-Go {457,
RILTXEZE dIPFC it i B AR 0 2 453 49 40 o 45
HRE S o 3 —TRFgE h, S5 38 P B R 58 il — i
Flanker 5 Go/No-Go L4545 MH45 & T4, 458 %
PS54 B ZE AIPFC Jiti i FHAR 38 T 17 7%
B4 I AR SO, ZIFRE T 1 mA.,
1.5 mA . 2 mA = FfAS [vl HhL 370 5 5 6T 0 ol 4 ol 14 5
Wi, Z5SRFBAARFESREERY DCS F= 4 T ML 45
BORIFEAE L35 2 5 (Karuza et al., 2016),

1R 55 — SEBiF 5 8 7 FH XU tDCS Al 54 195 A
dIPFC MIA£:540 Go/No-Go 145 AT h M .
Lapenta, Sierve, de Macedo, Fregni 1 Boggio (2014)
HE—TRF R XS 5% dIPFC Mk tDCS
F%, BIXt4y dIPFC i PHAR R IE X 72 dIPFC

i SRR R, O SR 2 5 3 A RS RS 58 R
Go/No-Go 1155 . 17 h M 45 3k RN 2 1947 R
KIS HREHFEE B E2ER, Cosmo 5 A
(2015)%F %t ADHD H#FH AT T W% tDCS il
dIPFC WWFFE, 450 [FAE /s RS2 5 PR ea
7E Go/No-Go 1155 AT A&t b8 25 . XA
HAZ SR AT REULHA 147 dIPFC [R)RE X 4 il 2
il 77 R SR X — S A5 5] Beeli % ARF5E Y 3K
o XWEH, Z25EELM dPFC #%Z T
tDCS Hil#% 2 J5 5€ B Go/No-Go 1145, iU B
R 25 2 Wos R BRI, X
YEWIXF T4 dIPFC g B A5 SR 8t 156 6% 43 4 400 )
1l (Beeli, Casutt, Baumgartner, & Jincke, 2008),

FrittZ 4h, tDCS WIBFFE 43R s T dIPFC 7R
= Bl RSN A Y 22 5 I dIPFC AE
Go/No-Go 155 Hh 2t i1 i F 0% 6] T dIPFC
TE 3 Sl A0 i 2ok A b EBEAE T, AE R AR A Y
WA 25 Stop Signal 1155 9 & Bl . Stramaccia
2 NQ015)XF L T A7 IFG AT dIPFC 764351
U tDCS Ml 2 J5 5 55 7 Stop Signal 11:55 H
BRB, ZEXTAM IFG Y FHAR 3 0 AR T
SSRT, X4 dIPFC HY R BAT 7 HAT JK-F- 19
MR . X SCHF T A IFG 25 I Rp il (9 25
i, FEATEESIA T dIPFC 3 ARZ 5 B il i
o 25 LR IRAT R B, TFG W] REXT B2 g 41 il e 2]
ARV VE FHER I X E3hmidl, A8k, dIPFC N
AR K sl M5 R e oC . tAh, 1R
HABS Bl 47 6 B4 55 B (40 Stroop {55 . 21
THATS MSIT 45), fdi] tDCS H# dIPFC X}
Z 53 AT RIS L T % (Brunyé, Cantelon,
Holmes, Taylor, & Mahoney, 2014; Loftus, Yalcin,
Baughman, Vanman, & Hagger, 2015; Oldrati, Patricelli,
Colombo, & Antonietti, 2016),

3 FHMXIE tDCS X1 ik E & HH
AL oA

3.1 tDCS &M ADHD 2 A HnHIEH

VI 22 0 5 A 2 R I T o s o 1) 32 488,
R 1 Gk 22 3N (attention deficit hyperactivity
disorder, ADHD) . #IIfifJiE(Major depressive disorder,
MDD). filizh# 18 %E & 1E (Tourette syndrome, TS).
A 131 & [ % (autism  spectrum disorder, ASD)%
(Agam, Joseph, Barton, & Manoach, 2010; Ganos et
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al., 2014; Kalu, Sexton, Loo, & Ebmeier, 2012;
Palm et al., 2016; Yasumura et al., 2014) 057 20,
i B 3405 S ADHD B3 i DL AT T ik
%z —(Barkley, 1997; Shimoni, Engel-Yeger, &
Tirosh, 2012), ADHD & —Fl JL3E 11 & 1 19 il ek
PR, HAMEZRERAKCHRT, Wtk smE
BN B ZSEAR F T 7R, ADHD 8 11 K i
A P DXl T A, T A T I T R a4 )
fit 7152 2455 (Cubillo et al., 2014), 7Ei4% ADHD
JLEE B AIF 5 v A1 O 2 21 100 i) 5k [ (Barkley, 1997,
Yasumura et al., 2014), i H X FPitR vl GE & 454E
3| i AF- ] (Mannuzza, Klein, & Moulton, 2003), —
WWF5E &% P8, ADHD B ETE Stroop 1145 i fat
Z: 55 H B B 08T P800 (Yasumura et al.,
2014), AR, SR AL, ADHD B4
TE Flanker 155t i 7 B0 R 6 10 AN T2 1)
R B} (8] (Mullane, Corkum, Klein, & Mclaughlin,
2009),

FIFH tDCS HARMF5T ADHD H 2 1 10 il 42 i
Uineresit—2 K% ADHD MR EIALG, dh
ADHD YT FHNAYT Hfik— 0] GE 1Y 75 %8 (Vicario
& Nitsche, 2013), Breitling % A (2016) ) — I #F5¢
WEWA T tDCS HiliA7 M IFG 2541 ADHD M3 1)
gl fe 1. BrRt, B4 ADHD WE D ES
HEMMERNE DES S5E R T (DCS 1
P . BB A Db A, I 5€ i Flanker {£55 . 45
R AR A ADHD 2225 A0 b T 4200 )
TR BB A AR AR AR SR A IRk,
FHH% ADHD 20 76 4F: 55 rh 1947 0 2R 905 il o xR 4
Jo2e 57, Wi ADHD 4 B 2 8000 Eb e Xt iR 21
W, XU T B tDCS HiliA IFG 4R T
T ADHD B 1T HIAKF .

tDCS HIF A M dIPFC 4% ADHD (3 1
RS AT R, TR, BA
ADHD 15 A EORTE A dIPFC #£3Z tDCS
Fil% 2 G528 Go/No-Go 145, 454w R4t T2
Ml dIPFC 1 PHAR I #E Go/No-Go {55 [1“Go Fir
Borp RS T IERR 2, WAEZEM dIPFC b 5 B4 5
BB INT Go/No-Go {45 H)“No-Go B Bt 1E #f
A L], X — S5 L U0HA Tl ADHD B
Zefll dIPFC X H A0 i 45 ] ) % i (Soltaninejad et
al., 2015), 1M Nejati, Salehinejad, Nitsche, Najian
Al Javadi (2017)H9 58 —IAF 5248 A tDCS Hl3%

ADHD JLEKZE dIPFC, & PR BHAR 4l 34t 25 5
T ADHD JLERY Stroop 1145 R, UL HF e
il 32 B PR BRI SZ 0 T Go/No-Go AE:
SRR, VLW RN BE 1) 32 3 tDCS HYSZ
Bandeira % A (2016)WHF5E T, 5501 9 4 /4
i ADHD fyJLZE . %75 258 5 W tDCS If7E
WIE AT R PCRC I 2k, R tDCS B 5 434,
PHAR i & F 220 DLPFC B, BIMCE T4 HE
o RS SE SR T o8 O i AT 55, 4
SRR DCS H S LR 7 207 A 4 & A
il AT 55 B R AL

— i ] tDCS % ADHD H 3% JE47 i 3 Y
W5 I A 15 A 3R &5 5 (Cosmo et al., 2015;
Soltaninejad et al., 2015), HAT£F % ADHD #& 1
tDCS 5T HIRAR /D, tDCS X} ADHD i (il
25 2 5 A A R 1Y S T TR TE 22 1Y v i
32 tDCSEHMMARMAIA

tDCS AR 7 MDD, TS Fl ASD % HAh 22
PR R R A5 2] T . T tDCS AHER
THABAR AR A B AR AR | A
LAMESFRE AL, X 25 B 2 B AR T VR T IR
TR

AR RE BN S 5 A e R AL A G
(Langenecker et al., 2005), #F 2 W1 55 o7~ IARAE 2
AR G T R AT 55 v Sl s 400 o 42 T 4 4
(Langenecker et al., 2007; B. W. Zhang, Xu, &
Chang, 2016). FMABTEAE Jy 7 Btk i, HOAS[A]
TG 7856 41 o] 45 1) %) 5% T LA AE AR K 25 5% (Mayberg,
2007; Quinn, Harris, & Kemp, 2012), H#iNHTF
TAREE IR YT 045 SRR B tDCS AT LA ao FH A% 3 %
R 72 DLPFC 4l 2 80 ald ol axt B A O 8 ke
A DLPFC B 2835 Bl LAKGEABAE AR (Brunoni,
Ferrucci, Fregni, Boggio, & Priori, 2012), JC/r T
7R, tDCS FEIRYT MARAE J5 I BE 4% 7 4 A 3501 H
HA IR R = LA A/E H (Brunoni et al., 2016; Kalu et
al., 2012),

TS & JLERHF LM ARG 2 —. STt
WoR, TS VER—Fhi iz s FiE-& 2 K 26
PR A, H R O o S T a5 B ) A AR RS v T
FENFE, 1 TS 5 ADHD (135 8 2 ) Hb B4l iy
TS £ 35 o X 5¢ BN il 42 il (Morand-Beaulieu et al.,
2017), WFFEFRWI TS X il 42 il (4 5 el £ AEAT: 55



1982 O B R 2 ot B

%26 &

[ f 22 5%, WNAE SSTAES5Hh, A ST R TS ¥
Sl R X} B R AR TETE 22 5% (Ganos et al., 2014),
Eapen % A\ (2017)(W 5345 T tDCS XF TS B#H
00 2 W B S e B T AR T BIETE TR, A% AT
BE TS BFHEZ T 6 Ji tDCS IRYTHI 3 Ji tDCS
P Go/No-Go AT 55 % 1 il 2 1 i ) 1k
TR WRITR B, B =R B E SMA HIFRIX
B fm 20 434k tDCS BIAIEL . 3 JAVRIT AN 6 JH
TRYT G P24 B No-Go B Be s D R B BRI R i
& NFE, BAEARSEREZ 3 TR DRI EUS B R 3 Il T
B TIRITHTIAKF

ASD J&—Fft AL EE of 101 FF s 19 1 28 6 T B A,
HRRIE AL A5 A 23 2 A AT A AU Y B A5 (Mus zKat,
Polanczyk, Dias, & Brunoni, 2016), —EEffF 57 e7F
T ASD S A AT A A7 1 O T R R o BESE
KB, A B 1) MR B AT 55 55 — 264 ] 42 1 AT 55
ASD [ 1) ACC . PFC B Ji5 ToUrrt DX 45l iy i ikt 7K ~F-
T REPEE HKFR T M 41 (Agam et al., 2010;
Thakkar et al., 2008) 5% iR, AFMESH ASD H
HIEANBEREE 1 AR I A 4 R A, R
Fil ik b3 11T REAF 74T 55 6] (1% 22 5 (Christ, Holt, White,
& Green, 2007; Padmanabhan et al., 2015; Schmitt,
White, Cook, Sweeney, & Mosconi, 2018), tDCS X}
ASD BEABIERNRITEM . h T & B ILIY
W~ 19HE 71, Schneider 1 Hopp (2011)%} ASD JL
AT T — tDCS W5 TEXITFE T, W5
HPE TARISYE M 16-21 1 10 {2 ASD % . FH
e tDCS AT IE R X, il
THBETAR 5> ULAh— SRR R I, 8t 7E 22
dIPFC jife fin BB SRl 38 AT A 6t 25 20 ASD A8 LY AE
R (Amatachaya et al., 2014; Amatachaya et al.,
2015; Costanzo et al., 2015; Hameed et al., 2017),

XEHFFEB/R T tDCS X 2 BRI IE T 3K
B (HR TR, (DCS MIRTT R
PO AL AT 55 20 TR AR 0 288 TR 46 DR 3R ) 5 T
I AN REAS INARE M50 . kS, B4R MDD, TS
H ASD A5 285 14 Bl e BB Bl A TR e JEE )
s, B H ARG 806 tDCS X
TIX SRR FIRITRCR, W] tDCS X Fik
P FE A ) AT Y O BIESE o AR OR AT LA
HI tDCS BEAXS i 22505 5 100 1 42 i 463 00 40 %2
IR FATEIRADIRTT

4 tDCS S5EAMZRAKLE & EMH=H
SUEHY N A

tDCS 5 H AR YR G SR WFFEA [ A K S0
pIRR LR TR 2RI ® A, i tDCS B
B R I ik B2 J2 %) A B AR AR AT L)l 3 D R
2T HMGEH R (functional Near-Infrared Spectroscopy,
NIRS) . ZHREME#E AR 15 H AR (functional magnetic
fMRD) . fi§ B & R
(Electroencephalogram, EEG)Z%:#t 17 Wi lll (Nitsche
& Paulus, 2011); t4h, fMRI 5 tDCS HARMLE S
ALK tDCS R4 RS 0 0 € i, W m] AR R
tDCS X4 1 i X 1L 507K 1 i 7715 (Woods et al.,
2014),
4.1 tDCSEEG RARKILE & 7 HIHIHE ) s iy

KA

FEAM P 1 AT 58 07 T, —LERIETER BEG 42
AR5 DCS HARLHTE—iE . # EEG 5 tDCS
551 BAERAET, EEG RERS I i KK K2 J2 19
oG HL 3 MK, R R AR 2 T L RS .
A1, L LA S 8 s T 43 B SRS 41 1 3R R v i
DX tDCS B 52 LB AT 7R3 i e rh
PR Ak, T BT i o T A2 g — A DXl )
% 2% 4 40 P i B2 (Miniussi, Brignani, & Pellicciari,
2012; Woods et al., 2016),

CHT ST E 28k I — 26 ERP J{J5 5 3 il 4%
A 5. 78 Go/No-Go fE55, i XAy N2 A
53 H1 P3 LA AE NoGo 54 T ik i i % K T Go
25141 5 iR (Falkenstein, Hoormann, & Hohnsbein,
2002), 7E W BFSE 1, No-Go 404 F 1Y N2 il g
BN 5 RN HIAA O, (BTEITAE TR H, N2
19 D) RE B BB E AL, WA Ry R DA AR R i 5
#9487~ (Donkers & van Boxtel, 2004; Huster,
Enriquez-Geppert, Lavallee, Falkenstein, & Herrmann,
2013; Zhang & Lu, 2012), No-Go #FHY P3 sy,
W FRA IR P3, LET AR AR ST P E oA
878 T 18 F AA H B9 0 ] D) B8 (Smith, Jamadar,
Provost, & Michie, 2013; Smith, Johnstone, & Barry,
2008) A WF5E /R, No-Go Z51F T, B il itk
Ll A i) 2 W5 9 i v ik s L B 75 1) P3 i i (Dimoska,
Johnstone, Barry, & Clarke, 2003; Greenhouse &
Wessel, 2013; Wessel & Aron, 2015). 7 tDCS W5
t, WFREE ARG JE N2 8¢ P3 U4 7E No-Go

resonance imaging,
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vt A R DX IR ) 228 0 L P SR O 0 s o A 2 1983

FAM5 Go Z5AF T 2 552 tDCS BRI, 22 5¢
W5 228 NoGo 2 AR IR 5 Go 251 T #k
W@z 22, N2 F P3 Y22 5 370 ic/E N2d Al P3d
(Campanella et al., 2017),

Cunillera % A (2016)J#F5T 1, WFR & LSS
T Stop Signal 1£45 Ml Go/No-Go 1145 LI#R % IFG
TE S A R, R tDCS R T A
IFG Jfid sk EEG BI&R . BFFE A BXS IFG 19 tDCS
s T g, TAE 3 S0 A SN 4
PIFPZ5AE T, tDCS B # il #4 P3 7 A5 1 AHARL A 74
THEM. J—TR AR T -8R, &
5% 4 tDCS AT M IFG 17 J5 43 31 58— K Go/
No-Go {145 H-ic 5% EEG, 45 il /R £ tDCS il
Ji B9 Go/No-Go {145+, P3d ik i 2 3 ik T tDCS
ZHi, I HaX AN 2R E AFTE TH% tDCS il
)2 5% v (Campanella et al., 2017), X —2%
YEWIXS IFG /) tDCS R i i 9 /0 TE B S5 R A1)
Tl JUT 5 S5 225 T P A 398 5 S A ) K

EEG AU/ BTt 2 (E A G i ) T2 —
AU R 0 B 5T AMRIA DG, — IR ST A& B
il SR Y 7 EL BT 0 1 B AYIKTI % (Lansbergen,
Schutter, & Kenemans, 2007), 7E Jacobson, Ezra,
Berger ll Lavidor (2012)f)—Ii#f 53R, 255 1E
FEZ XM IFG B 15 4380 A% tDCS JIUE id sk
T 15 4B EEG, 5 WRES 5 #H 1AM
IFG XIOWEEE] T 0 POl W R, Xt
T tDCS FAEARAT: 55 254 T X4 il 42 il 7= A= 5%
Wi 7] Ui i EEG B9 43 Aol 51
42 tDCSIMRI HARKLE S

WL R, tDCS B8 76 R HUY ] KRS %
A 7E iR 09 2% v 5 B BE 1R 3% R A9 722 4K (Pefia-
Goémez et al., 2012; Sehm et al., 2012), SRi%| H
B I, AATIXF T RN 25 1 tDCS AE 1)
PRI Z F D o X AN )R AT LA i # tDCS
5 UIREE NG SR H ARG SRR, VR Tz
0 T 98 A DA RS Bl Dy e 2 AL 4 i A5 R
A, fMRI 5 tDCS AR {255 1T L 4 tDCS 2%
L P o 2 L T 2 4 B 0 9% DR M 4[] 43 B %6 . tDCS
5 IMRI 19454 7T F T7E 2 ki 7K F- 43 Bt tDCS 2
By 2 AL (Sehm, Kipping, Schifer, Villringer, &
Ragert, 2013), il 30 (8] MRS (9 fMRI AT L4
I DX RS B A5 R, JF T LS AT R SRR G
K o T 7R RS MR E]5E i tDCS H83800 AT L

TR 2 i T REPE & #2192 1k (Meinzer et al., 2014),

tDCS-fMRI 45457 A A7 ] 45 il ) B 5
FEAMNH, Yu, Tseng, Hung, Wu £ Juan (2015)
) — IR L 255 B tDCS #l fMRI 4R5E T
pre-SMA TE J b4 i W AR X B9 B, BH
e tDCS Hl pre-SMA L EUGE T2 55 15 -
BE; fMRI 1% 7 pre-SMA DX I8 78 Jil 3 5 1452 1k
o B A SR RO K, TR AN S 5 RN
il 3= (7 i PN I G5 0 )2 J2 (ventromedial  prefrontal
cortex, vmPFC)7E R G 1A S ik h R T
1 14 1M 47K, L pre-SMA 5 vmPFC 2 [A] ) Ty B
PEIEFEIG R, XL R R pre-SMA B
BT AP B T ES pre-SMA 5 vmPFC
M T REPE I SR A G .

SRIM tDCS-fMRI Z5 & HOR HHEMIFEEA R Z
Ak Antal % A (2014) 855 87K, tDCS HliE & T
PRI 25 tMRI B 8130 - 1A 144 (echo-planar imaging,
EPI), It tDCS Y fMRI 5256 045 % 1 31 3 Fh itk
EM IR T anfart tMRI L& s i T
PEAHIEBEATIEE, & — i AR AT B A e 14 [
4.3 tDCSINIRS BARKLZE

tDCS ANl & Bl Jz 2 0E PE 1 22 A IR E— 1
WL R o R 2 1 P AR b 19—~ 7T B A L 4 b
2 5 B9 1f Y X 38 3 30 (regional cerebral blood
flow, rCBF) X ACEHE Y24, X 26784 mT LAE
I INIRS BEATA R0, & nl UGt i B2 4K
3 111 I R A DR A 1 TG B A 485 Y I i (Merzagora
et al., 2010), Wit/2 ¥, @ X rCBF fMM, nJ
PIXS tDCS (R385 ot A7 I i o INIRS J&—FhlE
AN, ATEE T, A DI A i 2L
) E AR A 34T X T Al (Paulus, 2004), fNIRS
T 3 WL 21 A/ ' 1 R AT A T i A i v 4 1L £
H H (HbO2) Fl it %A L £1 25 FH (HHb) ¥R B o 1h T
HbO2 Hl HHb 7£ A] WG LLAME K8 Fl A oA
AN W SO R, i A AT DA R O 1 R ke i At
IR EREE 3 QWS E =R TSN A P B IEAR B
TR HbO2 M HHb B Y78 1k ] A hy S
rCBF Z54b ) [ %38 FF (Herrmann et al., 2017),
fNIRS 5 fMRIFAR—4F, AT LIS I ifn 460 7K F- ) 22
fe. AT, tDCS MY HLL IR S 2 7E R I fMRI &
FR 7 A VR Y (Antal et al., 2014), MAE A G245+
AR, fNIRS J&— Rl 7 T o R ph 22l fR TR,
BEHR LT — P B A B ) 4% R SZ FF (McKendrick,
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Parasuraman, & Ayaz, 2015),

— YR @R T fNIRS 5 tDCS AHEE A Al
7% . Merzagora 55 A\ (2010)7E#F 5% F i INIRS
4RI 450 P A2 SR N 2 AT S tDC'S BRI AR I iz
JERUN . S5 HFW], INIRS 3K T tDCS Hl3#k
IR AR fk, 35 PH4 tDCS 78 Jm 8 R 41 20
77 R R HbO2 Ve BE 34 o [z i 58 & JR, T
14 BT () 2 6T L VR Bl g 2 e iz 7 A B T R
M . Jones, Gozenman £l Berryhill (2015)f# F fNIRS
HARM & TAE IS AR AN S 55 8% tDCS
25, GRERNT/ELCAERRNS S EE
tDCS ZJ& WfE: 55 h R I AR /N 2R Ak, K T AE
LA RIS 545 B8 tDCS Ja S84 LT 8 7K
AR . EAR B LE S ] AT 5
TCBLZEAITY, (HIXEEWFoE 45 5UF S T 6 INIRS 5
tDCS FHZE A R AR N TNk A AT 470, IF
FE R SR AT LR FH S 4 4w BB S o, ARA
TN a2,

5 RESRE

T 10 42K tDCS HARTE N ASAAR T 2
M. CA MR ES A (DCS HIMS5#H 1
IFG . dIPFC Fl pre-SMA 25 [X 48, 57 7 X 46 [X I,
T 0 4 o o R P TR B A VE A . WS R B,
tDCS X A7l IFG X3k 2475 1 B 8 55 2 B Wi Stop
Signal {F:45 T 4T AR A L5 Go/No-Go
155 14T R, XULEIAG M IFG 1E Stop Signal
555 BT 5 | S 1) 5 IO 410 ) 3 A v e 3 A A
o Wi tDCS 3T ZEM dIPFC A9 75 P & 5% 0
Go/No-Go 1155 B £ BHXT Stop Signal 1145 %A
o, WoR T ZEM dIPFC 1 3 him il i 22 b i ¢
HVERT . —SUHFSE R B tDCS X pre-SMA 875
AT LAFA 2 52 Stop Signal 1145 H Sz W 31 il 6 2
P, {H 3 BEE BFSTIE] pre-SMA XF T sh il i 5%
M) o 33— 25 4 oAy < - A 20 1 A AR B AR
T A OB S A L A F 5 G A S 5 ] 2 IE
BT ZEM) TFG A5 dIPEC o 540 s 42 il 7= A 1
H, AR X — 851075 BRI vh B 2 BRI 1Y)
X

tDCS A i F AT LA Y FM iz 2 36 1 7Y
P, AT RALE R A A DX AR R T,k x F
ZePEPIE KR AL B 8 A 5 O B AR .
TE4T % ADHD B#F#H5E, i tDCS X8 #&

A TFG ANZeM) dIPFC #EA79R s, H0isgs] T
MR R 8T, AT DCS RS ]
s il B AP 2 WL ARIE 10 4E 00 R, BE&r=4
TR BRI CR, B — ST
ZAEHRITRIBETE 7 1]
5.1 tDCSRIHXBAIFEML

Wil 25 F A I AT 58T, tDCS A 50K AN 1T ke
BB 7 A v N R R v Y T R B A v G T A R
A B 5 XH X T SR AN AL A D REE A, 4N dIPFC
X I 6135 T 41 2 {2 X (Brodmann's area, BA)FJ 9
DR 46 X, HHTAIUFFEE % RIR5E T dIPFC R4
) ) P P, T S A R ) A AT A T
REARTE BA9 DX R BA46 DX A il 42 i v 43 51 493 it
I #f {0, (Bari & Robbins, 2013), Jy T M3 tDCS 1)
23 [} SR B K-, DR DUIT R T i T M B2 19 tDCS
(HD-tDCS) R 45, 7 tDCS Y FiL Mg i 3 3 3 — 4~
4-1 AR EAT R, B AE — D CETE H
o DX Al P 0 K v A3 AR DA BT 7 IR H A ) LY
A [ LA o A3 [ H AR U 25% 4 13t H It (5
5, ffF0, {2k, 2016), CAMIBIFERY], HD-
tDCS MR MERE S IL LI TAE 4 tDCS. MITEXS 1T
RIS S5 TH, Hogeveen %5 A (2016)19
FAFEMEN] T HD-DCS 5% L tDCS HA [dlkE
R ) . T HD-tDCS ARXS 5 % B tDCS 15 %5
] 73 B, AR IX T A AT RE 2 9l 2 iz T
Xof e 22 ML SRS AP R PR o
5.2 RIFAR I X HIHIE S B A [ 6L 43 B 520

Zie RS, RATAMERIR, fERZiEH
tDCS FARGEZ M 42 ] (14 2L RO BESE b,
TR AT 55 FUAS ] B SRR 07 8 S5 R R, 75 31 1Y
RG220 . BIAEAR SRR T, R
X B 2 S (1 48— BEIS HE QR AR A M B T
VB FELMERIBESE o, 85 iR tDCS 19 FH K
T e A% 412 1A i DX %) 980, T ISP A ORI
PO o (BRSSO E R h, R8I BT
JEANIE . 24 tDCS Hl B4 IFG B, BHAR M 2 53X Stop
Signal {F55 AT R LT, 17 B AR HEO UL 15

20 (Cai et al., 2016; Castro-Meneses, Johnson,

& Sowman, 2016; Ditye et al., 2012; Hogeveen et al.,
2016; Jacobson et al., 2011; Stramaccia et al., 2015),
M R IFG, 42153 58K Go/No-Go {£: 55 I,
WS 25 7= A AT Au] 15 A 26 B A2 £k (Campanella et
al., 2017; Dambacher et al., 2015; Geusens &
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Swinnen, 2014) ¢ A [a] (1) 52 55 AT 55 X 40 il 42 1 o 72
W R AETEA AR 225, DL B tDCS Hil#4
AU A ) 8 R R AT A RE R AR, ik
R v AN, IF B RS S WIS e I
AT [R5,
53 $tMHMEMFRESREMNHR

5% 878, ADHD | 1A 4> ZR4E (Parkinson's disease,
PD) . B /R 2% 1% BR4E (Alazheimer's disease, AD)%E #
LR B E AR A N A T RE A 4% - tDCS 1E K
— AR R AMERR AR, © 2R A R
KR 2 s & T RE IR 1Y M0E (Breitling et
al., 2016), —LEMF5TINN, tDCS A RENCH — A
ST AR B ARSI T ik o BR TIRITIIREZAh,
BT tDCS A LA 457 2 il DX 2R 47 927 B 1 984 7
oA, TR VR 25 b 285 i 55 BRI A9 B 5T 4 3
TEZEMNEM. BRc AR LI T DCS HliK
IFG. dIPFC Z£[XJ8%F ADHD £ i il 95 il 1) i
AVER, 33X i DX ORI A R 1 A
YER, XFPVE R RS R, A it —2
W,
5.4 tDCS Xt AN[E] 4 84 B A B NI ¥ il i 52 i

NI RE J7 2 — Rl BE AR R B L BE T o $ I 45
2 bk, 5 AR 22 ] A 06 3R Bk R 2 — Tl
U JE ik (van de Laar, van den Wildenberg, van
Boxtel, Huizenga, & van der Molen, 2012), X &I
A ASE 2 52 N7 1) 2 FE DA AT 3] AT 12 T 4 1,
Z )5 BB AR 3B W o R SRV IR B,
Pt 6e 1 7E 12 2 UG Edb 82 & &, JFAERL
ARG IR BT . WIAE AR AN, R4 TS
s B AE SR (van de Laar et al., 2012), 54
N, JLERIIEI R N 24, F4h, BEN
TEAE 55 Hh Y S R B LY AR B2 18, AR Ak A B o
(Mcauley, Yap, Christ, & White, 2006; %k, %
i, FIE, 2014), HAT, W] tDCS HoARMF T il
P ) EE XAR R AR AR, A E R ILE
AR N FI 5T o tDCS X JLEE B 30l 42 1) 2
JESE S AFFERZ N, (DCS J& 754 MEGE &4 il ¥
il Ak, LR IRATT M AR IR R T .
55 tDCS L& MHIFEHIIZR IR

HET, RANEUNZ W SRR I 32 60
YIIE554 B . Logan F1 Burkell (1986)f# ] Stop Signal
5 IN%Z 5% 6 X, kI Stop Signal 1155 #£1I
Grrh AT N RIAHXT R E . 1M Ditye 48 A(2012)

HWF I X S 538 AT 4 RINZRRIRINGA 3K
WL E T Stop Signal {L%& AT HZER, 1M tDCS
BT K T YRR o Il 4 il 4 55 1 1
YN SR AEAE T B —AF 55 TP b B A AR AT 55 6] 47
TEVZ AR, tDCS X Y| ZRA5N A 52 2 75 4 A
FROE 1Y, 33X 4 [R] 5 i Ve A A5 B 78 5 A Y

SE 0
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Effects of transcranial direct current stimulation (tDCYS)
on the frontal lobe region on inhibitory control

ZHOU Jing; XUAN Bin
(College of Educational Science, Anhui Normal University, Wuhu 241000, China)

Abstract: Inhibitory control is an important part of executive function. Studies have showed that inhibitory
control is in connection with activities in the frontal lobe region. Transcranial direct current stimulation
(tDCS) is a kind of non-invasive brain stimulation that can regulate activation intensity of the brain region.
Studies have shown that tDCS on partial region of the frontal lobe can effectively interfere with the level of
inhibitory control of the participants, and this intervention can be affected by changes in such conditions as
location and type of the stimulation, and experimental tasks. At present, tDCS has been applied to the
studies on inhibitory control of different populations, and can be better combined with other research
techniques.
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