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1B 8 AT A D5 i\ e e 5 st = Bl

hoARH, FERE FEL K L

(LMK #EF b/ 4RO 557 5 d 0, 70 510006
2. A IS R IR B /O B BTSSR, T M 510631)

[ #& ZE) 4 B £ B 15 (non—suicidal self-injury, NSSI) 4% H# H X B WHN AERE
BEE T HERARINAT Y, NSSI AT F 7 1 & Mk # H ok B8 , NSSI B &R 7 % 7T 4 2k
MEAAETANAZ —, AEARXEZEN B ES LR E R E F AL w e &
FEETENARKET NSIW AmHE SREZNG, RRNAREEFELELCRAEE
il Fr A 4 R AR X NSSI WA o ALK ke Al AR X B0 R 2 JEl ey ik, ok, FEA I —
PHENSSI L GRMELEEM EF NEA—FKERLERA(LEXE—FRERELEH M
HEE—FFERFER) , FHEZLEE—SFA LA S A BT NSSI AT 4 3%t F AL
ke, FEETEA AR —MW—ATH"EEZTRLZANANRAHAR, RNE T HEEfr
PR35 3 ] % i NSSI By A 0 4 2 L%

[x & ") Fartatr Aw WE @mEF AEI-FHE—W—ATH

[ FE4 %S ] B846 [ SCHERFRIZES ] A [ XE4S)1000-5455(2021)02-0137-09

JE B &M H 15 ( non—-suicidal self-injury, NSSI) &¥5% A HAH MWW B E N E#G
EHDSERHALNIT AN NSSI B I A CEBRIFIZ W RS o F M) 58 AR ( DSM-5)
o ERA M RT Bk E R AL AR Z —, Lin AP 32 716 L0 EE DF T
TR LI, 26.9% M 7E T £ —FEA T NSSI, ok, RESIERF 77 3, NSSI AR (N 2>
BB O RS, th 2N B SR XEE . Rt, B A LR 5T NSSI I Bk 1 1E
FABLAEL, DA EEFRL 5 T30, T8k, BEEINRHES R EORN 5 Fmt 7 2F 5K
Puid& fe , NSSI FUIAN RIS 5 it L # LI R BUS TR Z R, ARSCZER T NSSI 1
INKIR AL M st (B A WL, H e ARG R EE T NSSI B ARSKMH 52 T5 1A

WF 9% Z A TM D BE M g I 4% 5% (% ( functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI)  fixi B, [&]
( electroencephalograph , EEG)  Z54-FH 3¢ B3, {i ( event—related potential, ERP) {7 4 it & 2
( behavioral genetics) ZFH7 R B 75 7R 00 7552 T NSSI FUINFIFHES 555 (G WL

— (NSSI B T 58 T4 5 £ = B 15 ffF 52

LS BE TR BE 2P 9 MR I D RE AL A PR A NSST RO ER Ok T 305, KEMFR
R DD REMEREIL IR G BORIR T T NSSLAT AW AIHL B BN B F (5 BN L 15 45
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BIAEE: KT, E-mail:zhangwei@ scnu.edu.cn

- 137 -



ERTEXFZR (HESHER) 2021 FE 2 HA

T SSEHENLH], PG T — B E B R A2,

( — ) NSSI &y 5 #L AL 4|

T NSSI Y fMRI 50, P R &N R R = 2 W2 HshfpLE] . KEFRE M B —
[E]3EE—E 577 B 2L = =7 ( the triadic model of motivation) i H & BB NSSI. B2T £ 4%
SIEMSCIR A 5, 058 A 50 785 AR H, i1 A 50 ar @it 57 Z i, gk NSST
T ZIHIHLEN TS, Cullen Z AP BIF5T B0, , NSST $5 % () B AR 5 A5 MR BEAZ L 22 B PR i)
2 2 2 TRl R ZE e B A o2, b4, NSST Y EET AL I 025 M 22 B 22 98 WO AR > i
X, anpAE NSSI B (N T 18—45 %) (E R B BB IE M 52 E 1 ik shigs5m e
Poon 25 NS 71 4 D E (FRRAT 12—14 %) REXBHESTERBETH R, RIE
NSSI AR /D 50 e e 2 B 3R I H DU 52 A% 1O 380 s . 3tk NSSI (9 [al i s ATLAIL il
=, Reitz 5 AN HF T LB, Y HTE G R MOY) OB, 5 NSSI 5 10 47 A K& B RS &
(Mean,,,=26.0 ) T AZHVESTARLL THEFDN ARSI HE 2, 8t NSSI #9075 shALAL
& , Groschwitz %5 N @ 4 & /D4 (Mean,,, = 15.2 %) 9WF 50 & B, 55 & VAR E 41
MR, B NSSI S EEHENE A F D FEAEL DB LG, NI ETRRIE Sh
I BT AR X P o X 7 B3 o, iX AT BE TR A NSSLAT A& D FEX Trh etk xE
DB, —THon o1 22 B, NSSI 1728 5 i 404 AR FUAY I D AR Perini 25 AN 3%
B S S 28 S0 5, 45 SR E, A IUZE /D 4 ( Mean,,, = 15.9 %) FHLEL, NSSI
B (Mean,,, = 16.4 2 ) fE5 NMETEH | JoF00 BT AITH00 [ Y 208 201K 3R 40 1 45
SR, BEAN, Kraus 25 AN HF 0 L 81, S0 BRAA AR T i 2 A A RS [ 15 BB 2 ( Mean,,,, =
25.6 %) AERE R B R FEAT AN HER K2 2 5 A0 [B] 388 8s 8ies , 12 45 S 2 MR E
G ARG E TN, EEIRTTEE D 5 sh = HI6E 06 B89, Zahid 5 A 3T 296
LK FH (Mean,,, = 18.8 %) X HT A IMN L RE BA5 19 75 2 & L, % TF NSSI 5 1Y K+
A BT E S ESR IIANRHE SIS, T8 T AR 7 R Sz 59 5 AU BT & 22 B0 2D
BEBRFE ., Dahlgren 5 AU S0 NSSI Lot ot it R (HE B Lok sl (AR 8 /T 18—31 &) kAT
INEITFTI, iR R BN, 905 S 2 AR B, NSST ZH 4077 (0] A9 35 sh g 0, o &5 &M Ei 45 -
K 2 B sk b o

( =) NSSI #y % J& B % AL

¥ T NSST B9 B AIHL A, BF 28 & B NSST 7] G855 AR5 i B PR AR e L) s
A FE T B A M TE BB 7, T B 15 3 B e i, il i e e B N eIl i 4 A2 48
24 NSST 2H #5257 R 1 P 19 B R, 559808 B IR 56 B9 i B )5 I8 (B 2& 140 '), Eisen-
berger & NS LB, UL I SR, MAS R Z FLEE R, B fMRI &
BRI Ol 2 EVEshgin ., #E—4H, Osuch 25 AR 5R R B0, 2445 F NSSI 2H 5 A # i
(Mean,, =20.0 % ,SD=2.4 %) P Jm o RIS, BoE 799 X8, — D IXEGE 5 2 P A
A RN X, A U A g DX 38, W09 M g 5555 0] VBN B A 2 B — X RS N
JEVERT B IR A 45 R AKX o BEAN, Vega 5 N TSR A B, #5 NSSI A (0 2 5 A #g e i
LR (FFIRT 18—45 2) (ESE ARG LSS I, 25 H LA N B HE AU 2 O BB (2
En,

(Z)NSSI #7 8 £ 15 & Am THL#

T NSSI Y EFAS B0 CHLH, Klonsky' " i 5T Hi , NSSI B BE 2 — &k E H O
S NSRRI E T AR DD RE RO BRIE T RE R NSST AR 2 — . Quevedo % A1 123
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MR E, AP, e, AR AR AR E A ORI 22 R AL 2 HL

4HE DEYIR (Mean,,, = 14.8 %) 53 44 NSST 52 HYHIIEIEE PR P Bl 2. | B AE IR P il ZH AT
PR R E B H RO (B RPED) MaE: B I E (PR R FE 0 IR B
W) o ZEWFFR AL, AR T UE SINERAE R REFE AH AN E R 4H , 5 NSSI 52 H- R B HITAR E TR 41
FH/OFERIAT G MR NN R 2 A 2R a5 W B dE . i s 3R BH, B 5 0 B2 R 2R S b J
SEH BERENSERALNBERE BN TARED, N, Quevedo % A 7EA NSSI 1Y
IERERPERE A F D FErh R R, S M TM B SR TN B IR, & B 5 5 555
(0] HH R B v 7K S RO BB 5 T 24 A DA IR 2 A EE TP FRI, B2 AT A0 5 407 (0] Y DA B o
BB

(19 ) NSSI & 1 25 7 AL F

Je T NSSI WITELE RTINS, iF 55 & B0, B NSSI 52 B9 MR TE 1S A ik [ s & p ik
&R I B R A R 2, D, Plener P i 4 18 44 14—16 % W4k
H/OFEWMF R LI, XY NSSIAF FELE & I, &8 i SRR 07 B3 = A ik X 35
LU B B R E0E , 1X B I b B o Y NSSI A7 S 25 8 15 DhREGREE . tESN, Hooley 25
ANPERGT I, 24 AR I NSSI T, HA R (36 Ah58 , iX ENHIE T NSSI T BE R 1 .

( ) NSSI # K il Jk & 45 4 & AL AL

WF 38 A TR MR O IR AR RR AR AL, | 1 TR 4T 4k 25 Wy e #2255 AR HR T T NSST YA R
201, Beauchaine 25 A AT A B, ki i ] BE S =G 45 R T9AHS A NSST 51 13—
19 Z L5 /D R I H BN B - 52 J2 A0 A U85 (8] R K B AR R 2D, 55 e AL, iR
LT HEEACEELLE, Ando 5 AP IR LI, SHERE L F D F 4 ( Mean,,, = 15.8
%) AHEL, NSSI 40 ( Mean,,, = 15.9 %) B H B 07 [BURT i B9 D U IR AR D, 1fn A H o3¢
APl 58 () NSST B st F2 80 H A+ (3] X AR U #E — 2508 /D . Schreiner 25 A7 3% 28 4
B NSSIAT ARG YE(FRNT 13—21 %) A1 22 24508 AH VC AL 59 ft 5w 1 (5 A o iRz 3%
T)L:z&{%( diffusion magnetic resonance imaging, dMRI) SR U T 5 O OWE 45 K | 4 B A B
NSST ZH #1300 9 BT o (AT o 0 | e o AT 4 S DRI RO B2 B2 8 BB o) B T S o B %
A SRR, X ERRE NSSI AR 5 Il AL A R B, iZ 90 &I NSST (7221 TRl 5
A RN A DU PR AR T S B & TR S B o0, IXERR & NSSI Al e 5 [ 2 i iy &
R A R

( 7<) NSSI #y i [X % 5 4L %

FIRWFFRERTT T HREINGIX 5 NSSI By % &, 5 & B — P30T T Z [ Do e
BERERTS S NSSI U A . Kluetsch 25 A PY 5 25 44 NSSI 174 {940 17 5 A\ g Be b3
3 (Mean,,,=28.5 % ,SD="17.12 %) JEATWF 5T, 45 R LB HAE L8 5 9w il T, BRIAAR
22 H B J A (8] 5 22 30 15 5/ M A 740 - 922 22 08059, X =R B I TR B s O R R RS
RESE R LI, DL TR AT S KNI e E 82 5 NSSIAHC, 40 Schreiner &5
ANPPI5 13—21 245 NSST 3 f9 2ot K A5 1% DT fic O fE B 2o e b Ty el LIS S s2 56, 78
NSSI 32 (Lt R A A% S = ah i B X 5T B &8 S DD re dERE i o, RO #F 1E T
IERFER S, T A RS S X e SR EE R AR ZE . LUHD, San-
tamarina—Perez % N0 DL 12—17 % H & NSST 174 1 & /D 5 12 514 A7 DT L ) (e 7 /D
FAWIR, PR LI, B TRES DF, FRE NSSLHITAWTF LFENE S aHw
[a] AR EEBR N D RSN, Cullen 25 A PViE I N- Z B8 DE 5B (N -acetyleysteine ) X
13—21 % F NSSI B4 EFH DEHITIRTT , EE KRR TIRIT NG &% RFE#
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FO B S I RE % 42 ( resting—state functional connectivity, RSFC) , 25 5 & Bl ; (1) NSSI #i %
IR S 22 A% A A BhiE s X Z [ ) RSFC (/DA ¢, iS4 MR A0
it 52 B2 2 18] B9 RSFC G0N 5% 5 (2) NSSI#i% EAR 5 45 IR B A% | A2 NIV |- K2 =
Z 8] RSFC My /DA X .

— NSSI # s B 2%

EEG F1 ERP R HE G RAERA S/ R I RS R S TE AN B RIS A,
AR NI T RS2 20 . anTInESACY DA TIRE AT AF RN S TR
PR, K Go/Nogo 7B HY ERPs SZ4G 25 2 BHL, NSSI ZH F /D AF Nogo 1EMf [ v 1) N2 215
2 = TN IRZE N2 B R IAAE D 50 A Al i A v ok RV, i P, [ S o R 2 1 i P 2 S
SERIIAE R X 35, Tsypes &5 AP DL 7—11 % 45 NSSI 52 (YR NSSI s (19 )L & & /b
FRBAR, K ERP BORIEST T NSSI L A B0l aa R, 45 RO B, AR T
T NSSI 52, 45 NSSI 5 g0k 2 5 B R I H B8 2 v AR A RISt (A st e 5 1
SR EI R R W O RAR I R ) o mFEEY DLE D F AR ERT
Wik, R A Z F8FR ERP LS, BF 57 % B, NSSI 20 Eb 3 NSSI 40 (1) P300 5% 20 1 (R 101 {2 5 38
DN, e S22 R B 5 STt A E, NSSTZHEE AR NSST ZH 1 N400 AR ITAE I, Il T e, 3%
H NSST 415 5 I TR 2 236165 5 b 5h  IZ W3R R H, 42 N170 B9z o, NSSI 2 A7 72
T FLIR RS . Kim 25 AP DUIE 25 505 B2 0 ik, R Al EEC B AR TRIRHEIZE S
(immediate memory task, IMT) %L iR 100121 5% ( delayed memory task, DMT) A Go/Nogo
(GNG) i, 255 A B0, NSST ZH It 4 NSST AR B AG Y GNG [ Rz, LUK B s O ol Eg
IAFEIR T+ o tumor necrosis factor—a, TNF—o ) 7K 5 1Z PR IR A 8L, TNF-o 5% 0 G2 1
T IEARER, 1 GNG R B 55 o JEs) B2 B Che, X 5w R, 1545 FR I R
# NSSIAT A Mzl Y INRNEE 22 1) R AEAR S .

EEEENE, YATH T8 NSSI (im0 iR A E S  BAeE L H
FAARBEEHEHRMTAM RN EHFRE L, SRIEF R R EIEH,NSSI 2B AR 2 B AR
M HRARZEFEIOREG MR ED, Kk, NSSI AT RE S H A B 2% G HU0 ik
HALE], 5 H &7 M K ik LI 3 BE N NSSI iR B iF R HEENEEESE, 4
HI S BERMTAMBROMEM R EFEED THEERENHINETT, R TEEREHR,
Wenzel £ Beck ' 2 H T HFXFTH AN EFE 7 ( cognitive model of suicidal behavior) , 1%
RIFEH S B RS BT B m 0 A DU RE A B AN RIRE 591 , RS — /> AT 48 224k
A NEES B R R OLRE, XM RS FEE RGN, Baik 5 AP DL 44 2 & )
ABIE ( major depressive disorder, MDD ) B AN EF AR, % ERPs 19 P300 504557 T4
H AR SRS 0 i = S AR 5 R T, P MDD KRB AT A RBESHRTAEE
FERE M B A R o B, B A SR B R X T RE ST W B R A R BT
AE K,

BF SR B TR 9 T 217 OIS 4 B R 2 B2 S5 BL%0, 0 Albanese
S ANPTLEE AR AEERTT H R A E S T Go/Nogo (155, &5 R LI, B H A4
] s e A D T 923 1 5 LI B kB, RO A B 2 (b [ s kst 2 B0 Y B 22 9 R
AN2 R, Tsypes EAM L 7—11 ZIHMEEHABSENM AR ESHWILES D
FAR, a5 B — DE B AF NS W d B gl R IR EE 5, 45 R LB, i ]
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MR E, AP, e, AR AR AR E A ORI 22 R AL 2 HL

AEARSLHRRA R B3 E/ N A KB ERP (X 3R15 6 B M & SRz 6
FOXRE R RAT AR ) , RIZRIL AR 2 B 48 S

= NSSI WiRfE R

NSSI {38t (B 24 o M b T P B B, M i (E D& R M iE4s in T 5N T
WIS RS S0 AR 9T NSSI 35t (% 5 &k . sl e I 28 In T 10t % B Bk 2R IR S o
=, Crowell 25 A\ DISPIFMERL 15.3 2 (SD=1.1 2/) {9 NSSI & /D 4F I 45 (& DU g A0 [ B 5
DEE R, TP LB, B DR S-BR @B (5-HT) AKCE S8R IS4 R AR B/, n]
DURBRE TN 64% 0455 Pooley 5 N DL 20—72 & i A A WEIR, B2 T 52
(L lE LA ( the tryptophan hydroxylase gene, TPH) 5-HT R (R IL IR RS LS A S5-
HT1B Z{RFE N S-HT2A ZARFLH  5-HT2C ZARF[H 5 NSSI 1% £ , i 58 % B {X TPH
FA B E A AR T2 NSSI XSG R 2, il H A A A FE R AL A5 NSSI AR AR B E , X
Y RS T RIS B IZ ISR L 15—24 2 AEEERRRY NSSI B35 K il BE ik — 7
AR S R AL, 5-HTRIB £ A 16296 £ & A7 A, LI 5-HTT KK 151042173 |
rs140701 A1 rs20667134 25 E AT A6 NSSI Y F= 3800 128 B RGN AR T2

NSSI {9 % A 52 5 KB 2 & 0 T AR 52 1y bt 1% B B e 5 R L 5 10 52, 2 Mori 5%
NI m BT80N T Ie L B, 2 B D1 ZRFE B SCH23390 1% ML D2
ZARFEHUHI IRV RS GRS B N H /N R ORI & A58, MR E BT A, T AR
PARHIFFST , Khasnavis 2 NP4 NSSI H5EE L2 S IE B FZ AR 11 RARFEILRE (ecop-
ipam, Z ELRZ D1 ZARFEHTH]) , BE NSSIAT AR5 ™ ERRE R, L), Bernegger
NP DS R E RS B F AR (FE R T 18—65 #) IR R T IL I B AL T AR R
(COMT) Z:[H 5 NSSI {9 % &, 5 A B, COMT JL [ (9 15737865, 156269 , 1s4633 52 4514
i1 555 NSSI B #EAH>

ORI INA MR O ST AL R s BRI L E 2, 8K, B
7 H MIELKR S5IRE R 22 B AE A ( gene—gene interaction, G x E) W A% T NSSI #Y & A H
i, 40 Bresin 5 AN DLA R SH E]3 A K6 AE IO AL X BE AR ( Mean,,, = 30.32 %, SD =
9.94% ) Ak, g% T IKIR £ 8 FR [ - BDNF Val66Met 5& [ 22 &1 5 1% B 154
NSSI F 22 B 8200, (53 B0, FEFE A TR S Val S Ar EL R B9 M 15 R E 15 T2 3 Tl NS-
ST, SR IX — R TEHE T Met S (7L N A AMMA PRI E . 4N, Hankin 25 AW DI A
S A AR REAR (FEAR 1 Mean,,, = 12.00 % ,SD=2.45 % ; F£7K 2 Mean,,,, = 11.70 %,
SD=2.47 %) AHR, 545 T 5S-HTTLPR 5121 AFRE %S NSSI B2 5200, (£ FE
AL, B R AL N (S) WEH D EES D™ E AR E DI RIS & KSE NS-
SI, (& SIAEEAHE MR XS AR R 7= A= M 1 55 /b — R R 2L TR S5 RS 1 SR B R
( gene—environment correlation, rGE) , RIJA& K v 55F A< By A= 77 19 i 8 PR 455 7= A 52 i), ot 1
SN FL IR T8 . 2RI, H BT 8 SLIERT 58 M rGE fl AR 58 NSSL, UL 5 2 B PJAH
) E SRAT A IS & L

M REHARBE

At NSST N LI FU I =, — 5, RV X F B R A U R A NSSTAT 20 & IO RIFR 4 1)
BEZE S, (B AR E et s R SR HE I BETIN B R AT 8 LB R RN,
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It ARSR BB R TR ZEE A R B IMRI S 240 AIETR . 55— J5 1, 24 Al NSSI g /. i 52 O £icdfz
KA 2 BN E OS5 77 AR 1, T ik S 55 IR 9 R — & 2 AR A A Rt & 1 2
A BE G — BRI TS A Gk 7= 4 B m B — S R AT 55

L NSSI ) ZHREMEREILIR ARG i & , H—, & D FE L B (anseiRiR) IE4E T
KBz RIEASKR W5 T5 2 M SR AR5 NSSLTE R S & R L El, &
T SRR B SR NSSI B9 A F BT H B SIRE, & O F REEIT A IR S
157 (the dual systems model of adolescent risk—taking) e, D ERNXESIT A (B FE NS-
SI) NG HI R GANA R G A G L B 52, SR, Y AT 52 OURGT T NSSI (154
i ARG nY IMRI AL, DRk, oA Sk 0 BF 57 75 2 MUIE 26 128 1) 2 e R\ RS 1) 3 e O W R
LA NSSEROALS] . Ho = gl K& W 57 DLRE D 25 2N RS B 15 A 2 B R HAI SE bk
[ NSSI B 25 A it , IX(HAS 0 S0 45 SRR pe i 235 8 A B, IRt R ARt —
PERACHT, TR ELLE 8 ARSI TIRAE . FEPY, X4 i i 50 KD A R iF 9 14 11, R
KI5 T2 R AN A 310, IR R /D 4 NSSI 5 K i i [X 2 BRI 5h A5 2848 N [F i
KEBHERN XA

W NSST R (29T =, Ho—, 24 A7 NSSI §935t 15 By b iF o 4k R 22 R — 50
R Tt — A B S 2 S . HL T M RTIA B R RO S2 N NSSI Y it % 5 B A SRR D
R §E I — 2 IR Ho At B ZE R0 51 B R A R, B = B st R By MR (7 SO NSSI Y 2
2 AR, AL, FFEMIER—FER Z EAE H ( gene—gene interaction, GXG ) #ll AR 57 H
BE S, A, TR EME N —INENHELT EM (GXE 1 rGE) , L Z KN —%
IREHI RS HAVEH ( multiple gene—multiple environment interactions ) 0 AR 5T NSSI 11T 4 15t
BRI,

[EFERM I, F7E 2001 4, Schroeder 55 A {8 $5 HH iy 2 T JE I —fii—47 % ( gene -
brain—behavior) " HEZL AT 5051, Mif B R A HBAR 58 E 4517 A B IN RO &2 & AEHILA
IR BESLA MR AT B —I—T 4" M AR O ST AW L AEVLE, A, 52
E I, i TE SE 50 B T e AR 5T NSSI Y& A= 0L, o, I 55 DIk iR B 2 1Y
R EINA TFER IR R RN AR, B 5B K 5 R G r9 AR B VE  an el o iy A 2697
NFEA SN, W van Rooij 5 AP DI S B IO Lot (R T 18—62 &) Ak, 145
50 T COMT A Vall58Met 25 7514 (i1 pil 55 B8 A Gl 5 % i I3 i 22 BV T, 45 SR 3
1E Met #8575 2 b, B Gl g M 2 O gk, Holg o E Wiss . o, 78 Val/Val MR B 45
B RE 2 OB, H TR R . Tian 55 A" DUMAL XHB 52 (O FE IR PR A (R8T
20—30 %) K ik, 5T T BDNF Val66Met £5[K 2 A PEAT 8 F QI 450 5 15 25 8 T ARG 1Y
KM R B ) <2 T i), 285 R G B0, AR T HoAh o1t #57 Val/Val B[R B 28 7 = 7K
B GO R, R R [e] 5 R (] 5 T SR A B R, AT EISS T i m] 2B 1
A, ik A5 5L T« FR I —EAR35% —fXi—1T 24 ( gene—environment—brain—behavior) " HEZE #1725
LA ARG R, R AIE R NSSI BN KIS,
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