s Sl 9 (5B )— (6 e Sl aulled (Sw) )2
Slizo pat 9 Slizo )31 Hd

SIS e gy 423
Jﬁb)‘ J'S}d J_,S r\:.; Amb )libl.:.w‘

Pl el
Jﬁ")‘ J.a:u AK..'ZJ‘.} w\;&ol,, 5‘9;

Sl Lo
Jﬂf")‘ &EN elg.:a"é wu&u; o};

g el &Kl 1 wled SLis 5

J‘ﬁ’J‘

Email: fpmohseni@yahoo.com

g bpan ol el oz 5 Jlozrgi (90 saeloybline glo )l 51 (S aSeolgo B paosgus 5 olizel idun
13 392 Sliel das 5 (S (Sl g e LSl s (61 098 50 Slge 9 JSU LS B pansgns
Sl 4,5 ol 002 43,5 IS 3 6,5 &g 0 5 SOl s &y i pg2me ciliie (5 i slaSll
RS Bl e (gl ST 51 S 45 el i 4 T 0,509, S 55 s &
Sl Codlad g lie g gy adllas 3l Bus cl ool a8 )T IS ) 0lge B paccg w4y 0l 3
sz oleys plobine 5l 370 pslare a9yl Slins o g oline ol B iz (glacglis 5 ()13 - (5500
SLeS P i g diag 03, anzl e 3 e olel S5 slagaS @ sl S5 gl 45 (0505 01)
sl oLl g0 & eking oo Liad oline o Logs Aigas s Mg el 5 i 3 cyes Lln) § &5
U osls ishs geasly cygmadygm 65 i Aol 5 S iiCapmaz oMbl el iy 4y 5 Wi
5 Sl g 4525 MANOVA) (g picianizr Gullly Jelods 5 aisms byl el 2 5 ool
L8, 80503l piten 9 (5,18, Slos Jlad pits Codlad oS a0 oo i Wosls Judo g 4y jo i vasdly
Frydline 065 52 S-S s Sllad g Sl sline i hlios ) i sbiae 52 oleys e 5 0
S5 L5, g lolins g5 oline ped 5 Slixe 15y 5 wiacmms al Cedlad e Ll i ooy o5 5
BIS) 5,13, 8313k s BAS) (5,13, sl Jlad codlad i 45 olinn o O3y 5 065 ot el 2 0938
§E3u 350 (6,5 Cu g A Cammli & 15 Cga )l 0 laadly 26 ud dsradis ot odslive (6 lolae igles

L35 B s

LIVREN G\AS D (\as ) 5o B yumes gaus (g )08 5 (gH2e G\A?L.\%.u 2&:3‘3.\:55

A comparison of brain-behavioral systems and gender
differences among addicted and non-addicted persons

Objective: Substance use/abuse (SU), including tobacco, alcohol and drugs, is one of Fereshteh Pourmohseni Koluri*

the most hazardous behaviors during adolescence and youth. A better understanding of
the underlying attitudes and predispositions may help to account for variations in overt
behavior. Most of the research on the relationships of personality factors to SU, has utilized
Reinforcement Sensitivity Theory. The present study aimes to examine associations
between Gray’s (BIS/BAS) personality dimensions and gender differences among addicted
and non-addicted persons. Method: Subjects were 60 treatment-seeking addicts and 60
non-addicts, females and males, who matched in age, gender, and education level and were
divided in four groups of equal numbers. Then, they filled out the Gray-Wilson personality
scale. Data analyses were conducted using the MANOVA and one-way ANOVA. Results:
We found that high scores on both BAS-related and BIS-related scales were jointly
associated with substance abuse in female and male addicts. Addicted females attained
high scores in FFS, but there was no significant difference in FFS between addicted and
non-addicted males. In addition, there were no significant differences between BAS and
BIS in non-addicted females and males. Conclusion: these findings provide support for
association between Gray’s personality theory and substance abuse.

Key words: Brain-behavioral systems, addicted persons, substance abuse and
gender differences
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