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Abstract

To investigate the role of dopamine in stressor involved in classical conditioning,
the present study used a dopamine-related task, conditioned place preference (CPP),
as behavioral measurement. The mild restraint stressor was used and presumed to
serve as the unconditioned stimulus to be paired with the contextual conditioned
stimulus. The medial prefrontal cortex (mPFC) was hypothesized to be involved in
this type of stressor induced place conditioning. Experiment 1 examined the effects
of restraint stressor on physiological, emotional or locomotor tests. Experiment 2
investigated the involvement of dopamine in the stressor induced CPP, which
conditioning procedures were manipulated by either simultaneous or backward form.
The selective dopamine receptor antagonists were systemically administered in
different time points during the conditioning procedures. Experiment 3 took
lidocaine, a local anesthetic, to induce temporal deactivation of the mPFC.

Lidocaine was infused in the mPFC at various time points, in either simultaneous or
backward conditioning, to evaluate the involvement of the mPFC in stressor induced
place conditioning. To further investigate the effects of dopamine receptors in the
mPFC in the present type of CPP, the selective dopamine receptor antagonists were
locally infused into the mPFC in simulutaneous conditioning procedure in Experiment
4.

The results showed that the manipulation of acute 30 min. restraint stressor
increased the corticosterone, anxiety, but reduced the locomotor activities in rats.
Consitent with previous work, this acute restraint stressor treatment given in either
simultaneous or backward conditioning form significantly induced CPP. Systemic
injection of dopamine D1 or D2 receptor antagonist given “before” or “after” the

manipulation of restraint stressor, in either simultaneous or backward conditioning,

il



attenuated the formation of stressor induced CPP. When these drugs were infused
“right after the stressor manipulation and before the commencement of place
conditioning” in the backward conditioning, the induction of CPP was also impaired.
The attenuation of stressor formed place conditioning was showed when lidocaine
was infused in the mPFC “before”, but not “after” the manipulation of restraint
stressor.  Such an attenuation effect was also seen when the selective D1 or D2
dopamine antagonist was infused in the mPFC.

The present study showed restraint stressor induced place conditioning as a
novel type of classical conditioning. Consistent with the evidence showing that the
manipulation of this stressor increases the release of dopamine, this study further
verifed that the dopamine in the mPFC is involved in this restraint stressor induced
CPP. Together, the present data revealed the effectiveness of dopamine in the mPFC
uder stress can affect the associative learning, and this finding may facilitate the
understanding of some mental disorders with the mPFC dysfunction. Stress is
critical for the human and other species to survive in evolution. Animals have to
learn or adapt to deal with the dangerous or threatening events that occur in their

natural environmet in order to survive
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VY “@ TIEARREFIFY ) (phasic activity) 5 b 39t 7 IR =R <212 Bl
¥ (unconditioned stimulus; US) ,%'*rjlﬁﬁkﬁf L pl g Wﬂj%é} ﬂ%:if,gﬁ | (sustained
activity) » el 1o ] it uncertainty Y [ - [ PR RO MRS
FTE PP OGBS A S9N - SR R ARREH > Schultz (2007)R4% %
B2 TR es ”@ (AR o 2 T DR 9 P Al = O £ (event)
=L S (expectancy)iE (7~ Eoi > £ T VUSRS | (reward-predicting errors )
TP e bl BT VRS TR RIS ) IS S Sl Pt R
PSPl o on > 2% VAR AT o [~ e LT G 2= Vi
%?ifléﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ’ﬂﬁ‘lﬁﬂ ETE P IRIPVR ™ T 2T LS VA T T HE
- PRSI @ SRR BT Wise 7 anhedonia hypothesis Fr=: 951 2 Vi

FRAEET F =PI R i -

=) U VRN T BEPH i o B

[#§5 anhedonia hypothesis 7= 3= %* 'ﬁ%’%??"\'?}?dﬁfjrﬁ%[’ ik #ﬁﬁfﬂ'l RLAF]



FIRLPE S RTE (knock out) 2 Vi [t 2 VRO B e PUiv st
i 45 i o SRR -

20 U ELNBIER Y -] Bl(mice) » NERL A TR ﬁ RN A2
iR e - R ERID TR F T A 2T R e PP fp e R
fl1 > Cannon = Bseikri (2004)3“9":%&;3:‘“%9' U EL P B Jﬁﬁf;@ﬁﬂjq_ (wild-type)
I B SEF Ok (licking) i ELRIRN TR > HIF =R e T SSPR R fpf e e
Rf £ o PISY T PUUY S KL ETIR AT o 2 VRRLPBIRS | AL B
FHIESFGmorphine) i L1 7 i (cocaine) [5L 5+ f 5ff (conditioned place
preference; CPP) =2 (Hnasko, Sotak, & Palmiter, 2005; Hnasko, Sotak, & Palmiter,
2007)

AR B 2 VR T B T 2 VRIS o )
SLLTSEPUTPIE (R 7 ERE ) B p P |5V R 7 b [
Wit 1 VO 2 Wise M SR PSR AR RARI 7 -

(P~ PUUTPoRL Ay - H- e 2
i anhedonia hypothesis S % == Vi ’JF'UF%J o %F—pﬁ e I%’%F:%
R PP A [0 2 S B M O B RS P
PIHE L -
Berridge (1996 Ve B u5spie F1IRPUUHIp (5 K555 55 [t Bk ) £ T 3
(liking)» "R | (wanting)y X - Berridge F@:m FFJ'F'” B R A
[ affective reactions) S {FFRAT BRE] ! BB incentives) P AL ¢

O e AP palatability) - P4 SEF TR



T PGIRSPRPI A T  RL FEERBIERVRCR 1
T RLTEREL 7 < 2RI R RR (appetite) ER LA R DI TS 2 SRIG
TG L o HRRE i T rmﬂ B Eﬁcifg’ﬁéﬁﬁ”ﬁa%puﬂ» o
Berridge %" Robinson (1998) K37 [ &+ =PI aifivpse - 1| iRy
TP TP TS | (speed) iy R Y THER! | (quantity) e [R5 5 ELEAR
(FSE s 2 R 50T 25 VISR P IVRA kLR ™ 7 T LT TRl
B> PR S 20 Vo B ST 5 SBR[ PP 1R8-S
PUAFRLI BRI T B R TR PR 2 K S R T -
Berridge = Robinson “F{|"] %= VA, 3k 6-OHDA PRIEHLSTA] (MY iV K
LI B VRS » SE IR IR BB 2 VR RSB D IR
iﬁ WEEI g & Ty N B aphagia)1Y 7 ERTR G4 o AT SR AR LTS
P EGT I BRE AL RLE ) SO PRV PR o P e L T
B 9 AL YA 1 p(chythmic tongue protrusion) ~ 55/ (paw licks)
S e [FIR AR - HEH T SEER(LICT = R PS5 el po o SEa
(conditioned taste aversion ) {E o fs A5 Rl > Berridge %* Robinson F?i 2
VPP T ERLPUTARE 7 RER R < PIOE - ERUPUEYRp T
By P2 (SR RO TR, AT [P e | %%(Pecina, Smith & Berridge, 2006) ©
Tt Berridge SPFT 27 VRO S ERIREG T 20 R EEEPUEVRORY DR S
RYE[RE > {Fi: Wise ¥7= <P anhedonia hypothesis [[ 1[I EREAHT © #1 - P
PO 5T T TS T R S ORI ] AL

Wise Fﬁl‘?ﬂﬁ’?} SRV ?T%%Eﬂ [ o



(Z0) ~ Erfrbum TP,

“+ anhedonia hypothesis |1 > Wise Fﬁ:t LU I TP ﬁ% P2 Ui
AR IR R fIR D < (R Wise FHpPRIRy [ PHT ) g e 4R
AR AP TR ) AR AR ?

White (1989) £ " Piff ;= (3731, (reinforcement) s [y il 255 S
ﬁ;ut TP ?F,ﬁ UpLE! é F5[ﬂF;*ﬁrfa&(1nc:ennve motivation)fVfj[li s - E ' I |
FrgPIE: 2 T (approach)fY = Ko v i [ fR5 7 B H 1 FIgEY! ST (reinforcer)
RUFRRTE & 5 B R APE I IORE R o TR PR STE P RO R
= BV R R psEAE o T PYEY )RR (TS B T RLT R
FRLE U ISP 7 O KL (punishment) - [ White 25 TP,

TIPSR ERRTP E AR  STT B  TBER AR

Wise {111 VH 0 i o 38 (5 fl 1 ERORE 7 > 0 anhedonia
hypothesis » ETBF2H 1FY TPy kL T IRt o (positive reinforcer) o [4
IF=> Wise Fr= F=10 2% V== [ vy EIUE[%‘Q%;’E%JI'{': U E R E N
Pigt - 2* VHRL Bz T ot F&f& == EIAETE | (negative reinforcer)

2 TR -

()~ BRI [5E 20 VR B T 5y

(A< anhedonia hypothesis S5H* %+ V= PV HyPIRuEZ T;d B lj#ﬁlﬁru 2t
T U (RGN PUUTP I 2 R O R R

I') B EHFEFr(microdialysis)f (o R Es] VR (stressor) 5 25 VFFomg [“jy2% - 4l
N SRR T R 2 VRS SRS AR LT ﬂ‘[ SR ANE



Fbl =AU > 7 f % (acute) IR TR % VTR ES H (st
P2ET DOPAC(3,4-dihydroxyphenylacetic acid) ¥ HVA(homovallinic acid)E! I J[If~
G5 SRR R P ARESEER o [ BEGE S D 2[RI i (Inoue,
Tsuchiya, & Koyama, 1994; Nakahara & Nakamura, 1999; Saigusa, Tuinstra,

Koshikawa, & Cools, 1999) -

i %“F‘w%&ﬁﬁﬂ[ | Bh IR 25 VR R B R Th 5 ,%ﬁ“ PESYRIEPE K
(type) %@(intensity)w*ﬁ‘]‘@ﬁﬂjf |(duration) T [ﬂ |#! = Sullivan = Gratton (1998)
=45 ! (tail-pinchE< VR Sl (cat odor) PR ESTV » ] i  | 3E H5 R
PRSI 19 28 VTR Roth 74 (1988)1‘5%3‘[ 10 55 48
120 7}4§E3]:FE. R P EPVES S (restraint) B > SFEH FEL 20 55 SRS 5 Tp’ [EI
TR PR € 010 % VR 1 RS 55 30 53 B S, - Inglis
=2 Moghaddam (1999)32 =517 20 5j SV e ™V (handle)Ex] ™ > Fﬁ (ARSI ]
S %A (basolateral nuclei) ~ Fi#ER LT ~ [A45 Eg IS 25 VR UEFTET I
G o EURIVA [AY 1 IRLIAY B 2= VR ST [P P Ja A RETE PS54 =
Abercrombie ~ Keefe ~ DiFrischia, * Zigmomnd (1989)3&87! 20 7] £fi = ﬁﬂ%ﬁ
E(tail shock) » [l #r Rt e (frontal cortex)sy %~ VRt &1 by A4,
i

P9t AT TRp JB%*[ Y ”%QJQ%T!/E '%*E’JF’VEﬁg‘lh@’?fT [FilRY%,
Imperato ~ Angelucci ~ Casolini ~ Zocchi & Puglisi-Allegra (1992) 5% i [~ £~ g
e TR RIE S fﬁﬁ‘/ (I 2 VI R L 54 'lﬁ (S 2 A A ﬁé%l il
RS o (f fQL_lF% LE VR BN G I HAES 2 lﬁif%@%(exhaustion)’fvﬂﬁ

P o [NERHEY R R BLZ T 3 S AR S R o () S R AT T
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LU VR ENET IR 54 - Mizoguchi ~ Yuzurihara ~ Ishige ~ Sasaki + Chui * Tabira
(2004) SR ) SRR R o 4 i W R R
L RIS 9 %° VR S -

VP FOV B REORE AR R R RS
HOTsEy 5 VR SRR R 2 1 7 PR R g R RS
R (Y S YRR TR TR (Y < ST R B G % R
T 4 2 R o8 S VTR O T
(0 % VP TS A B o P EPIARIET % VR N i
LS T [ O%E 1 (salience) - )2 K B (nature) (Feenstra, 2000; Horvitz,

—fi

2002) = {35 F6 4 SRPFOALRIFA RO A TSRS S G Bp R
B 5 VR E IS S PR ST o A A LI 2 VA D
TP eRR e ORES S M TR Y S RIS SRR - I RS
DR 1N VR S S R A -

ST Ay - B NEROR
N SR A

Selye (1946)FH{1 " 3pl3f (%", (general adaptation syndrome)fsi = s f2FE % |
%%.J’Eﬁfwﬁ?‘éﬁﬁ[ﬁ“ﬁé‘;ﬁf@ EIRYE% o Selye 3 ot fg PR SR R ER R
F’ﬁ';‘;’%—f (stress hormone)ﬁif - AIBETpr ) E S jj[[‘“ﬁﬁ’ﬂ (cope)gj A %iﬁ [Pﬁﬁﬂj iR
gk ’F[{'@;’%EIUJEETUD B URE F%‘ﬁ[ 4 2B FY PR (homeostasis) Y- f e Selye %‘LFL*‘E?]‘
SRS T ETEN TR ) (alarm reaction stage) o by YRR AR I T PR
ff;'ﬁli% * PETPET | (resistance stage) o PR 1Y f[ﬁ“ﬁ%‘ﬁ%[‘]ﬁ*’ﬁ ’F'ﬁmf ESUNE o
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ST | PR 3 o (F158 S 2 R Bl T RUEBES | (exhaustion stage) »
IR A B TP R S Bl > S s B et ﬁlfﬁﬁi’ﬁ Ay sy g
™ (cardiovascular disorders) ~ (114 (gastric ulcerations) & L = i i
PR

Selye e VSRR IR IR 7 okl (WP SRR kL g=d R
PR o (EL Selye [IOSHJHp- RIS 20 2 1 T I RS TR L o
EVE] iR AN o SPGB TR A R 1% (character)
ik Fjifé%g%ﬁ’??} (Kim & Diamond, 2002) » > &' & LBy i) Fﬁ PR (RIS 1 5
31702 iR (Sapolsky, 2004) -

RIS W ES] EEOR L B McEwen (1998)228% i (it
BRI o F = SRR R R RO R Eﬂjmﬁlgﬁ DY
(heart rate) ~ " E(blood pressure) ~ [ I = FiasE A 5 JARHAS HEEPIETE ESRL VB
ARG > et T Jc'?@f PEE- AAGANE - McEwen Pg T SIAIALINE
(allostasis) » i fol £ ' AR 17— L% (stability through changes) - T [l &
ANER D& (TSP~ FRIERER] 7~ (VR | S AR
B lE s T H% FUEARE AR > = 2t R Rl o P B B

Fe I HE R LA %ﬁ R {’?%ﬁﬁﬂﬁ&%%ﬁﬁm;ﬁ I ATl E e (allostatic
load) = [Vl it i e SRR okl TGS S ekl AgEsR - e
YRS RIEENRLRL R RS RS A R R v E B 2 e ,f'[
(PP S PR RS B T Ittt TR PR RN R sl i &
SETEFT ) (allostatic overload)(McEwen, 2004) ©

SHEPES]AREHRRIAAT T IRl Selye (U7 EEPE-FAREHIZ i AL McEwen
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19 T GIEFIVAE ) - IR e T R DT RL T i T
£ Elfﬂﬁﬁﬁ} (Dallman, 2003; Schulkin, 2003) = [NIF=» A%~ By K] [pIZ][E< ]

i 'E’J’Flffﬁj'@ ’ %Q%\‘EILI—EE‘-‘J@‘]\E B YRR YR o

o ji@*ﬁﬁ’ﬁ%‘l* ﬁ»‘iﬁ?}p Ry
(= )~ BRI 5 F@%??F“E‘iﬁé‘*f
Sapolsky (2004) S5 PRESHRIFY = LRV gJE’b JIVRIRRYAST R 0T LT
AR SR (mild) VSR < T (chronic) I FRAS T fRUSE (severe) H 57
K i g*@#ﬁ%’w%aW@éj@wﬁmﬁﬁoﬁﬁ:ﬁWE
Bt o IR 5 i j’i‘fﬁ <] TR 5 TS (glucocorticoids) ~ P
BRI 4f (long term potentiation)[I & AL -
=27 - Salposky FrH YV HT ﬁ'ﬁ?ﬂ;’%ﬁgjﬂfﬂﬁﬁ‘} IR 9t > Kim =2 Diamond
(2002) B v A S TR ‘“‘3: =i 192 PR 5E (arousal) » Iﬁ?ﬂyt
=G (aversive) ' T Y #Lrﬂl EE(uncontrollable)f?ifﬁ 1% o ELF| VB 0YRIR JFIJF\#L
fﬁﬂ'[??ﬁﬁ'ﬁ?glﬁ?’iﬁg LA RLE ZEIRYASH R T[] (7191 > Overmier » Seligman
(1967) & FURE T [1* 255K (inescapable) Eiﬁ[iF%ES&(foot shock )| YR E1 B
oo T 24 LY E O LSRERL A S T - ] (L R R 1
iﬁﬂfﬁ'%[ﬁjﬁﬂj H'&ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁg?(locomotion)* i~ AP BB DT R
(weight loss)=E 2 54 - l”jlf'ﬁ]w B EEES] PR Y (PR _J’?f?’ﬁg =
@(learned helplessness) » 3T 4% &1 F—iﬂg RS b b 2RI (™ o SRR o 2
SN > Weiss (1968):E—~ WK H kg™ o) ’?‘}E'l’iﬁfﬁiﬁﬂ?ig&’gﬂ IR 2 e

BRAC % T S HAC (yoked) » A SR B R Sk & B 201
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B o (I 2 YR RREV P M 43 o Shors ~ Seib ~ Levine * Thompson
(1989) e [filfsepy " h2oE Jdrkeedes & SR [ RS LA RIS 3 -
e B RN 55 o BRI G - A Do A B R
P 7 K555 FIpO A SR RO TS R I ) 7 Pk Rl - YR
TR I AL R Y AR ORISR T PNV Y R TR B e
Vi R T AR S RIS T G LS PR A ]
-

BESRESJIREY T F P TR LRSI (L 15 R apo 7 £ 58 1 7 3l
SRRLET IRy RES LS - Eﬁ‘&%;wﬂ}%ﬂ»?ﬁﬂﬁ(addictive)ﬁxfﬁdﬁﬁ FIZY
EEAF R T T RO 5 B B (acquisition) ~ <l (retention
performance)fy kL7 Er(withdrawal) i fiUF | 3 i~ £~ T E(remstatement)’f SR RLES
EL > o3 (Goeders & Guerin, 1994; Piazza & Le Moal » 1998) = b9t » &g
PRSI T p 4 AR 3R s RS AT ISR [ SR 5B 2 il (e
£ ,'gp@*fﬁu‘[\;kﬁﬂ SRIFE P50 (Will, Watkins, & Maier, 1998) o

PRESARES P9 > Shors == Servatius (1997)7 ERES Y P I
T SRR P 1 RR S i YRS o T WS I L T
(conditioned eye-blink)[IUjij—~ = » 53 H[FFZE 5 ~ 30 7Y 90 53 #[1Y 1.0mA Fy L 90 55
S 0.5mA [0 HITHERES TRl > 2B 24 ) [ Y S EREE AR o A AR
30 g5 90 53 1.0mA AR (R0 B A A 7 classical
conditioning) 4[5 1%  {ELRL 5 5381 1.0mA FVAL 90 73 #[1 0.5SmA i f[1.
B b (RIS o P BRI S0 B TR T S Y

My fl—- TJ% iﬁﬁw&fiﬁ, Yerkes % Dodson i U E[fliEinvert-U) - [[ﬁ[’é
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BRI I RS R RS T (RORLAR A 02 R P o 2 (RS I
(Shors, 2004) -

DA+ M YR T O A (S A ISR 11 1 1% (emporal
sequence)’ 4 fi' i f +TI?J717E( F”E}E??“F‘Eﬂ fil 54354 (Joels, Pu, Wiegert, Oitel,
& Krugers, 2006) » Shors (2001)f§4 # BRI RT3 HiEHMES | T 5 17
AU e VRO RIS > 53 RIS 24 ~ 48 F5 72 /][5 1 T EFOABT % fH]
I = S RS IR s 24 IR 48 | FORSEREAIRSSE BT LR
(¥ 72 ] [ S 7 % © Shaham (1993)58 ARSI YRk i ] 4 4
HEREIPIS I 1S5 TR BB VL TS SR T
% - Akirav ~ Sandi % Richter-Levis (2001} Morris <8153 1€ 25 7%
(S5 19 % - @ RO @RRIBET T 00 R R 7 0 VRS
(2007)$§ J-% ] RS H SRULAIRS. IO 01 Sl S s T
fil o r,s 1 0 E SIS S RS 5 45 - i T R O R
B L RO IR » B »g» Al SN

AR ST AL S R OV ARLSTE T I~ ROV
SRS R I Y RO RUIR - RS SR s 5 s e
HSE RS PR R

(=)~ BRI F Lyt o5 £ —%?}F[Hﬁ@
] T IR B R Sy 0 R R e
'[ﬁﬁ%ﬁ[ﬁﬁgéﬁ = EE F"" 175 Tl E%ﬁgs(?%hj ,’2007 Akirav et al., 2001;

Joels et al, 2006; Lu, Shepard, Hall, & Shaham, 2003; Shaham, 1993; Shors, 2001) °
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AR R A R A I S A R g A R AR AN R 4
PR YR = PR 2 [ BB AL RSB A » et AT A
PP < I S AR EJ/EI@}““#NEF} i (s3]
s FUSH l‘[‘_i(neutral)F'@ﬁﬁU?@FHU?%’FE PR Sy E R
T e STl £37 [ (conditioned response; CR) ¢

o A PR P IR R SRR R IR (elevated
stand) i LSS VR (002 IR D [ R R T TGk

» S > 2007) o TR IR D EH (contextual fear conditioning)f1 -
0.4 f 1.0 mA v RLATFRERE R {1 (550 2Rl | S g o 2o R
(freezing) (7 £5iff[+"~ [(Cordero & Sandi, 1998) « [l IF<fi* 41 » F- % E] ¥4 2 fi* (=
B Al “}H'E“Fﬂ? Mgty 19 Tl il = KB 28 ] = (R e TR Bl
P ARG RLAPERTTRR R oY (R -

51 A~ BV AVRRIRE R
= R S AT R A
(= ) R R 2 - RO T IE RRR 5 o

i R S VRS R 2 2R 0T | P RE ] e oy > 1
= RLF 12 7 73 (autonomic nervous system) 17 {* ¥ HIREET(adrenal medulla)
GEL R T IR M R bl R I R = -
¥ LT 5 (Hypothalamus-Pituitary-Adrenal cortex system; I') ™ i HPA +
A o F{l Jp S g2l A (paraventricular nucleus) *[Jiﬁ (=i e Ry T ,);Lﬁﬁ‘ RO,

i
WSk T =k | (corticotrophin releasing hormone; CRH) » EIAEFN1H gl = ﬁgﬁ\ =
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?E}F'FH@ ;=7 (hypothalamo-pituitary portal Vessels)ﬁ:%f—‘ﬂﬁ%* = ’ﬁ%‘ﬁqﬁ » L F:i’ﬂ}zi
R T ﬁiﬁﬁ‘fﬁﬁiw@ﬁ;@?i | (adrenocorticotropic hormone; ACTH) = " ﬁiLﬁf’iF'\W@T
= ;@E[j"?‘f{ﬁﬁ% E‘-ﬁ‘fﬁ;’&i{@?’ Jﬁﬁﬁiﬁgf/ﬁz“ﬁg"{l%‘@Tﬁﬁﬂﬁf(coﬂicosterone)ﬁ‘} Hy
Vil (cortisol )HY F"[ Ry R o pLA A @TEJFIEWL R BV P RS R YL T (steroid)
Hids: > ﬁﬁ#ﬁ[_ﬁ?ﬁ EFIRANTING S ﬁ%}l&g B#(blood brain barrier) [ 3£ * *Q'FQ]H
BRSPS AL = O negative feedback) (7] .Y - T
A ] Rk B TR (amino) Pl B 52 - IS ‘T‘?’F‘f‘l‘ifﬁ (EJUERERC S i 2l
B {ﬁYFi‘}H [(Gunnar & Quevedo, 2007) °
T PSR PR RS R RO AR 0 o o7 IR LR AR AR
(mineralocorticoid receptor; MR) & fH LT3 A0 35 (glucocorticoid receptor; GR) - 4
TP TSR T R OBIRI L E L TS A 9 (De Kloet,
Vreugdenhil, Oitzl, & Joels, 1985; Joels, 2006) ° 7~ J‘ﬂ&‘[ﬁ%* R AL IF'T
i&ﬁ@ﬁﬁW@W@%»$%ﬂfomiﬁ s I
ISR A £ T O R B TR T )
J‘ ) l;{ﬁﬁz@ﬁ‘gﬁ s %7 f‘ﬁJT‘ Frjgﬁﬁ AT R il = (Kim & Diamond, 2002;
Shors, 2006) °
PR == AR ( HPA. ook '@E“JUF S EIESe o EETE A
oz T NI B RO T IR T pl ) R TS L R
s s (BT *}J\]’ﬁ%ﬁ[ﬁ@%?@ﬁgﬁﬂ L3 ?’F’,@(Mercier, Canini, Buguet, Cespuglio,
Martin, & Bourdon, 2003; Young, Abelson, & Lightman, 2004) o {f! &Pt £ igh{™
(e R s ERpVE ] 2 IE‘?P?F‘?—'J(Huang, Fang, Meng, Chen, & Zhao,

2009) » BTG ) (] YRS TV T R - R A )
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= IFi > YLV T I RL VIR R o B IS e R i [’[gi»yﬁﬂiﬁﬁ
PR RS o & 1 BEBE 19 LA VRIESE o L EO T 5 e
COp ?il?j?, R VR B T ﬁ?@ 14 =V % (Garcia, Marti, Valles, Zotto, &

Armario, 2000)

(=)~ B iR 522 i = KRS . L
XSRS < EE’?;? Fﬁ% I’%T':ﬁffﬁ} > Shors (2001) 3 (noise) + FisE k)<
(forced swimming)ﬁ‘?&'ﬁﬁ%*ﬂi%f B VI i s B R e O R 5
BT e (ERLETFIvp CE  SPiap by = A S LRkt > i) RS R i
ARV ARV IEUS 57 < Beylin 2 Shors (2003) 81 P2 H BRp oy il Ew
(adrenolectomy) > H_’%W ﬁ%%ﬁ' SRIE) Jmamf.g;;g]ﬁfu ST ez l’:P[lglj (Rt Fs
B (¥ P20 ] R (adrenal demedullation) » [Ifl YA RS | I (R e ﬁjﬂ?
PN < T SRR I AR YRR SRS RV - AT
PPHEET 30 53 ERE T YT RLE ETE RS (L] 24 ][R maS Y R S
P S B © S R Il TRy B g e 5 » T B YRR R R
A Fﬂjm—ft@?gﬁffﬂﬂuﬁl SR - SR Hﬁ%‘%[ K[ Shors (2006)= 3=
)Rl B 5 PR R [ S BRIV B R R I RS AT 7
Kl (il (necessary) [ [F [EZFf 55 (sufficient) [ [F -
o ]RSO AR éi%ii?“ﬁ TFlA=% R 1=K 1> Codero =
Sandi (1998)pV P 1R FUA FEML R L8] LI 2 (HIEIA Y 0.2mA LR
BT T PRI S Y s ] iR g TR i

BT R R B LA e v R R R R R R T
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R FE’}%WJ RU38486 FIJJ‘}}fﬂﬁjﬂ 0.4mA ﬁiﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁ&-}d@ﬁ’ﬂ (38 1/ IEEI = t@ﬁﬂ
A4 e (ERL T BB IS (e (R H - g 1) [ Rl PO R 5 R T e =
L2 IS SR T R (SR R 2 SR kL
FFR R (conditioned place aversion) = £ (Dietz, Wang, & Kabbaj, 2007) °

AR ] R AR ELE S F o AL VRS F A £ (e R
TS T3 A0 1 5 SR B iR S o £ e g il A
(modulator)[!| 7+ folfY4% (mediator) ¥ o IS0 YRI-=e B 7SRy i (P
@Té'fjif'\@ﬁgl’h? ’ ﬂ['EFfj'E{’Jii’Fﬁﬁégl fi 1’@ Ry 0 VR R BT - er’FiJIZI‘;’ETQ,T
fi-LErpEs 2= VR e e 2R T - (= 2 VRl AR A
(R (BT 5 20 B AR SESIF I o %
U cﬁ'[jJ—F’j:iﬁgf?g,gﬁiq 0

= B R LT

(= ) [P YR AE AR ipet] 7 3

Rose = Woolsey 57 1948 & 1 At GRTHEEL BT S L) = [P 74

(medioldorsal nucleus of thalamus){IFHFE Lt il £ L RIS LT Y E 3 -
el b BRIV AR LT £ RS 50 T (lateral) ~ 35 T
N SR EE(hemispheric wallf9 [ 16 (medial) | 5[]k (ventral) 3™ £ ([19t
(I RE LT S 7 R(dorsal) 2 4T RI(ventral 4 B (insular areas) < R
e LT P AR fUF Bh 5 S5 RIF A8 (medial precentral area) ~ i
{6k (anterior cingulate area) ~ 8 (prelimbic area) ¥ ™ 3 h (infralimbic

area)= < JH ([ J%ﬁﬁé RLERE e A» T HE AL (orbital cortex) (Groenewegen &
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[wmg&ﬂmmoﬁﬂwﬁﬁﬁﬁ%@%W}GE*%Tbﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁbwﬁﬁ
I {RIFj 488~ T(dorsomedial prefrontal cortex) M 45 [{fji| 5 K ¥F(ventromedial
prefrontal cortex)3E [ 16k ° qi%uﬁﬁw qﬂﬂﬂ'Eﬁ%vJ“ﬁi i ik - i H ] EH )
(T S84 Bk % ™ 385 Bk (Heidbreder & Groenewegen, 2003) ©
i PRSPPIV TR SRR e F U S PO TR
WHATHLS T | R " Tl 55 518 | TR R T (granular cortex) s flr ST R BT
(agranular cortex)= ﬁj [%(Groenewegen & Uylings, 2000) = [ o ELEHED PR H\ﬁ},
TR SRR A T A 9 [ BT RL B S A 0 R T R
RERT PO e o o AT PR B RO ER AT T L9 R PRI
TERE= a5 R R BRI e A R B A g
KT L e S AR 1934 Bk (Heidbreder & Groenewegen, 2003) 3 i[04
VIR Fl R (ventromedial )i #E AL TR IAE!L IS g SR PR =S AL T (orbital
cortex)(De Bruin, Feenstra, Broersen, Van Leeuwen, Arens, De Vries & Joosten,
2000) - sFFEHL ) E BRI 8 LTS S B R
B VA [GRET ) R AR TSR (Y AL O F VR 2

U RG] o 8L LI 5 VSRR S 25 Vi SEi# (Alexander et al., 1990) o T
FHER LTS IR SR O R G 0 2 VR o
F et RS OBV B <0 1 BELBVRIES % VYRS T 1 TP ROF
HEBE AL R g B = S e LR e | R E B Y 2% VR RS S (Van
Eden, Hoorneman, Bujis, Matthijissen, Geffard, & Uylings, 1987) o §}I'| # A F7H: 5
SYRTA I 1 % VR SRRV R LRI R AL RO e

19 2% Ukl o5& Wb R B kLR BRI R RER LT S T DRI 20
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[y > PIfpsES % VIl S5t (reuptake efficacy)fit T & B« AH~ [ 37T
(e AL WL LRL PN SR |48 2P 2= VIR RIS - T AT VI ARl 1E 2= DR R I
L7504 (Tzschentke, 2001) ©

FHEERE LR 2 VPO B30 ) S SRR 2 AL < 1> 20 1
D1 <7 F e AU TTRIAOGTE & %47 D2 7Y DA S [ﬁjﬁﬁé‘g&g‘_’p? | D3 f% D5
5] f)(Arnsten, 1998; Tzschentke, 2001)>D1 F5 D2 4 J EL1Z%  HEHIEE;
S SR2 FATR LTRSS L AT AL RS GABA S
(Tzschentke, 2001) » 7 =13 » F#EES "L ETHERY 5 Vil D1 03 ML g2 [
IR~ 7 SRS LR o[ [ Amat, Baratta, Paul, Bland, Watkins, Maier,
2005; De Bruin et al., 2000; Murphy, Arnsten, Goldman-Rakin & Roth, 1996) « D2 &'
AR OD S AR ) S BEPIROSS - i (RS SR fIFE R
(Grace, 1991) » Ellif”*rjgﬁi{ RAETR Y D1 Q&DZ HSEY ﬁJF o ﬁl[ﬂ ¢TJIZL7J

L) 5B S B B BR T B o e

(=) TP IR REEE AR o R = -y ol BT s
“ HPA RIS ) S il 2 A e *ﬁﬂﬁﬂi(afferenw)ﬁﬁﬁ P F TR IR
AR RS SO < SRR T YR R LR A AR
(Herman, Ostrander, Mueller, & Figeriredo, 2005) = [ RA1 |5, b i 68 AL EVH| 2 [%E
Pk (glutamate) & 2 ) = P9 I[ (4% Bk (dorsomedial nucleus; DMH) - F|
Al E'J%&‘zﬁ?ﬁ@&ﬁﬁ“ v PGABAYHIRESLAT » B A) % 2 L= <
(A RIS GABA #5275 F4%(bed nucleus of stria terminalis; BNST) »

FIAS PR A B s A% A GABA fRs 5] » i 2] ﬁﬂﬁjﬂ {*(disinhibition)[V¥ &
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$R SR TTERSPA YR HPA A MATIO IR MR R
PO E 51 RRL S W RUORE R ER IR EL - PRI I?“?%}%E
(Buijs & Van Eden, 2000) -
[ RIFYAE8E AL R T R (brainstem) VL i L IR

1 > SRR B MR B0 TR R RS LT
FEBR T UH BRI IR BT T ESES TR (respiration)HT 1 T [ [HIFAES AL ETAY
AP NMDA 0§47 APS 5551 GABA 5 5] muscimol £ %
T T RIS ] U [N ERRCAE I SBUR ISP iR B LT
FitE! - l’giﬁﬁﬂrrﬁjiﬁﬁ ﬁﬂﬁjﬂ[‘ | T AEse L Tan i Rl %”E’Tﬁpﬁﬁfﬁii@?ﬂpfﬂ% S
RIS NSRS il W R R T%Fpu TR REE TR e L A

FITHPA = ’jﬂol?’ﬁwﬁ Fﬁl@x)ﬁ: FJ!'E’T@F}H@‘E%’* [*(Van Eden & Buijs, 2000) °

(=0~ [ R HES LT 25 Ve VAR =4

[* RO e L RTE (S

Murphy %7~ (1996) 32! {13 £ (B Ps FG-7142 [ " [ ST (] L v
G B RNV g R AR S R R (R R (spatial
working memory) = f1# T4 - lﬁ[ﬁﬂﬁ biRLE E(BEP) FG-7142 eI I’EF%I
L SRR o LR A 2R T % VSRR haloperidol -
clozapine FYEL D1 ff g0 §4; ] SCH23390 [f e, = Arnsten(2000)7" [
AR RIS LR 2" VTR RIERLE | 20 1 D1 gl gl i RS
SKF81297 {7 { [ |{RF [#EH LTy % Vi D1 <oy gﬂﬁﬁ@%‘&%ﬁ&%& 2]

JE4{ =¥ (spatial delayed response task)[| 1197 KRS 5 F [l 2 Vi
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D1 15_ s B8 }?ﬁf@rj SCH23390 > E[UF' IJUIVF R ]‘Eﬁtlﬁ‘? - tv%%l#@gﬁl% &
AR AR AL 2 VI RIS T ]’EFH[%‘I EJ[?J%V » Goldman-Rakic ~ Muly *
Williams (2000)H .Ef/f* A 2 g R ﬁ?ﬂﬁu [Errcll*é‘uiiﬁﬁ%’?‘/— F U
AL S R 4ETSE LR i (low to moderate)f) %+ 1A B RLEEH i

P IR © 6% 1 DI BRSBTS 27 1 DI SR
PRy PN LIRS 3 55 i Ep 2 TR R ’ﬁﬂﬁiﬁl[’[ﬁ‘%&%ﬁ%lﬂlﬁj ["Er%‘"l‘ffi
[ B AR 7 VT (Y T L | WA o
[ 2% 1 D1 O¥iE & o

PRI e R
De Bruin 3~ (2000)7H R 5 F | ot (two leven) i e filli s #fifl 1 > 5217
|2 il (serial reversals) S B KL IE o SNSRI RO 4 AT A
P tidocaine) I | IFS LI RIAESE ST o HD T R R R R
U T PO S 7 - (FURLTE 5T VWA KD P g SR
=7 I IS LR e R S LR SRR R
s e b S RIRER LR SRR A R e b9t
%%m%mﬁﬁwﬁﬁf%“%Drﬁﬁﬁmm’mﬁiT%%®%w5%ﬁ
T BRI 5 K (2 M 5 BB - BASE > 1) I R
AEE LR S (B i SRR o TR 2B R TR
BYRUA[IORSR 5 5 e (f11] 7 PR RL 2 VRETIRIETIRIC RIAES AL
T BRI R ARG £ s AU AR © De Bruin 50 R

[ [ AE R[!ﬁbr:/&nﬁ U2 U 5 Ry (behavioral flexibility) ] SPHHE

23



Fol )€1 5 9 IRIFTAETSE ALV 2 RIS # R [ RIS Ry
13\[ °

7 R AEE AL TR P

BRI VAR 5 SRR % 2 PR SRR - S 4V
IV = SIS SRS IV 1531 (Robbins, 2005) o [ B TRAVAL A

VR o SR RIS RL H ERLEIE BTy 1 (Kim & Diamond,
2002; Overmier & Seligman, 1967; Shors et al., 1989; Weiss, 1968) « 7% HF 245
IS - Amat 575 (2005)58 T it 2 flES R FEER AL TRATERA i 42
RIS 91 » ') 57T (52584 (dorsal raphe nucleus) & R1 %A EIAEY - (F11;
L] GABAN 3 Joa] muscimol JI | RIFHESE ~LBTee - ek it 41 I
RLT P LRI R 1 RS S (AR (] pAias R o R

AR HAFL N (immediate early gene)e-fos [V skl o (NI Amat <57~ FEE17 R

AER AL (RS R TR AERL 1 5 B U

P RIAETSE KRR T RIS [~ T RUE G VR
Berridge  Mitton~ Clark = Roth (1999) 3£ 2l i #f Beegrsd = ki 2 1 Fiifi (open field)
BTV B AER R 2 ° DR R[S G0 A MY kLA
PR o TEF i 2 RIS VR FIR HEH P ff(objects) - GREUF RS 5 i 4
(chewing or gnawing)V[fisr= LR » [ | REEL AL BT = VIR R R
G4 o I B BRORETSH > Berridge 57 feqfyi AT LA 20
T )T RO R A A R -

T AR [ RIRER SRS 2 VAT R PR B S (R
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2 (S AT W AR SR I E R D e

TRRL SRIFIEIR= > AL (R~ AP 0 1 R (o i P R DL
8 RTBE P O IR AT AW 0 TR > S RIS A
P R B 7 0 P ORI > (T AR AL
BN 2V VTR SR S0 2 VTR SR R 0T (DR
BT IFE G5 E P o SRR p A BRI IR T 5 R (R T

RN AN L LA TR ﬁlfiﬁ’ﬁ@%*t VAT G L 1 (Quervain,
Roozendaal, & McGaugh, 1998) -

[ AR AL BT S % VR Bl e I VR
T o BESRE ) ] AL 2 VIR R T IS D o ST S
PERHEE R LA RIS e R W 2 R R
SO e [N B (] RS S 2B
IR 1 8355 3 AR R SR AL TV 1 BIA [~ Se f U § 1 5

ne F[J[?j%[z £ 'H

SIPYAT - %ﬂﬁ‘jﬂﬁglﬂﬁ:’: = B
-~ ﬁifﬁﬁﬂ$gﬁﬂﬁif?ﬁﬁ

SRS (I 1 KR R IR B - R 2
R SR RN BB UE TS o (R T AR
eSS E IR E) ﬁﬁﬂ?x%‘m[ﬁgﬁf‘ ﬁiﬁlfl’[‘ﬁfﬁf\ el Iﬁiﬁfﬁiﬁiﬁﬂ—?%‘mu% EiA
*l ﬁjﬂ?é%f_’r i~ £ (Bardo & Bevins, 2000; Carr, Fibiger, & Phillips, 1989; Tzschentke,

1998, 2007) -
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(=)~ FURPUVPIRSBETsd | 8 LV S i 545
S PO — S b PRI TSPy (P IER AR IR
1A e (heroin) ) » EYRLETIRPUTPs COI AP ~ BRIk ~ BRSE RLIE 5 ERE0)
F T SR A INET R B RIS A el 5 1T b Tl B |
TRPUUCPr RS E L s R TR 2 VTR BT AR [(Carr & White,
1983; Di Chiara & Imperato, 1986; Swerdlow, Gilbert, & Koob, 1989; Tzschentke,
1998, 2007) » Fel" B 2 B0 gy | AR BRI 50T (D R AT R
AR R WL ifﬁé’?‘/ﬁi%ﬁfﬂﬁlr i (= £%(Liao, Chang, Wang, & Lan, 2000;
Zavala, Weber, Rice, Alleweireldt, & Neisewander, 2003) o #£15~ fity » 51| 25 Vit
% 6-OHDA LI - QIHE&WE?}J?J:\F& P A i [ R I Tl
7 £l(Spyraki, Fibiger, & Phillips, 1982) ; ¥F“LI' | i 4 3 quinolinic acid fi i #E
LT @ R SYR AR flE  SES IR 7 HIAFR (Tzschentke &
Schmidt, 1999) o (H1 = 471> SRS RLEINI % 5 RLH AR an JFL ey - k5
I R E RS LT et |y Wi [ SRR Ryl 5 1 -

(=)~ 2R IRy Py SE P [ 58V B B ﬁjﬂ%é ]"F.Ji[l = B
e St B L IRPEP9E T RP P (5 2RI
B 7 85 S 7 S5 L ) ISR ) novel
objects)é?ﬁi%%iﬁﬁ]ﬂ%%mﬂﬁﬂ Jr fﬁJE\JJ: ﬁjﬂ?é | (simultaneous conditioning)fiy # V3%
= e o R (RLED R P o ﬁ’[]q—} P77 £ (Bevin, Besheer, Mattew,
Palmatier, Jenson, Pickett, & Eurek, 2002) = fIA* i1 % (novelty) NGIEAE |[4J|%‘5'4\§"F§
Fl 1 VTR RIS (Berridge, et al., 1999) » § 14555 &5 o B b > 4]

ﬁ‘ %ﬁi%ﬁfﬂﬁlr I+ 5 U755 (Besheer, Jensen, & Bevins, 1999) « {19t » F| 472
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WEREIPES 2 RL 22 /) Eﬂjp Ji@% SETEI(wheel- runmng)ua’f— i Jfﬁ LH R
BURLIFSISTISE 5 T EA-lR ) (backward conditioning) =gl > i
ot BByl R 5 F(Lett, Grant, Byrne, & Koh, 2000) « 7 — “Fi1 ] i d4 k&epry
PR F T 2 ] R 5 A K naloxone » [ KB
@ﬁruﬁxg/, R I ﬂ]rﬂjéﬁfpp Jiaaﬂﬁfuﬁ]‘t[i 7 £575Y (Lett, Grant, & Koh,
2001) = P9t > Pl ] U RIS S kL Rl s TS SIS Rl R
540 B 30 53 BRSNS RS RLT DV feh IR
S B IAGR R (YRR > RS - 2007 ) <k LA A B
YRPEIEV Y RLET VM VR H R (e BRI mlﬁru;i}.;ﬁaﬁg{ - [FilF -
S AT e ORGSR

S sl et SNt

& IR 2 BRI S R SRR IR (e 7 B 2 15
Brabant ~ Quertemont > Tirelli (2005)33 3! 'JE&»?;%?,'E (A B | 5 P (e
[N - S R U RIS RIS e S Ry ) g E et o A il
SR o (IR o BRI R R TS SR S T IR
14 =0 U iISEf Jﬁfﬂ—m":f T ) “éﬁfﬂzzaw = 4%%4\Egﬁm »Poleszak
% Malec (2003) 24 70 =B (7~ VIUSRERRSE H6 - 1)

BRI Bl Fpf (7 8 o i 0> ok F IS (i 5 BV o il B 2 5y

(GRSl SRR TS it a]

B i D2 RIS TR ST - Ettenberg ~ Raven »

Danluck ¥ Necessary (1999)7| E'ijﬁ[ﬁﬂxfg?ﬁji"ﬂf % 5 kL 15 j}%?}{fj’?ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ
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Bl ™ (RTINS B 15 SRR B S SRR 5 03 i TS
AR AP IR 5 EL > (15 53 SHAC % S SESHIRSREL T T - Bardo
= Neiswender (1986) & [IS{Ji) [ 3L 29 flla fpff+ = K= (1 SELEE ,é {i=/E
ek BRI R fED  ESTRURHT E S 30 53 SRR o YT R
el L [ R AR SR 1S 15 25 53 81 A IR
PR B BRI e 2 AT e [ Pt B B T R R
SRR TR T S (R 1755« [N S )
5 R H A PR P BRI T2 R P VIR R SRR (B
Epo Ty R Wﬂ@]‘fﬁaﬁ?ﬁmfﬁaﬁ%ﬁﬁ? f [E{?E}Efrlﬁﬁzﬁ(affection)w{%ﬁ%(conditions)
d5fg(Bardo & Bevins, 2000) «

S SR ES A i 5 R (R 0 R (2 BRI AR (3 st
RGOS o PR TR v BT T HE R R Y ek 2 T
1 » Blanchard - Blanchard * Rodgers (1991) £V s34 i (threat i i = 1 £3
R ESVHOED T BHEEIEGT | - ﬁlf’ﬂ?ihg TR R SR 1l AT REE S
[ » TR £ B i 2 T R LB ER (=N i PR
] AT = 0 o 2 BT R PRy o f AR R
o TSR E (R JRHASR s - fv%J‘J%ﬁ%ﬁiﬁtﬂ'ﬁ’ﬁ@éﬁﬁ?ﬁqfi <]y
TR T RS e e R 2 R L [ S R TR
[ ﬁruﬁlbﬁ% £% o J[1 Cain ~ Chou * Ralph (2004)F[]"' | hiﬁﬁ%‘ﬂ&ﬁﬂ HR&
I O [ BRI B AR 1S -

PR A FUIRPUEPY - SRR TIRPEEP ~ VRS R
e 2 A S UL Ao s O R 1 2

28



TR 3 2 5 7 5 S 5 0
“Ejf%go?t’pmﬁu Ui fr i 5 Vi T ’l[ﬂ ?“?‘1 A [T J SRS YR 54

BRI 7 KBRS o S 8 VR M 0 B

Y2 )~ PR R

AR ivia STIRCURIC RS oL A i CIEIE S S s A S
I RS o RS R (R NS LY BRI T R B
[ORTACRR (A > P 2 VR FV B YRR T i i R R RS
BRI BIRTUIEOSLG) o P RIS W 20 R R 1 - £R0]
= [ 2 VR ARSI R Rl BRI S TR A
SRS (4 R A R PR « by s
b I EEPRIRE S RIRER LTS A D YRR R 5 R B
P - S RPN o I AR R PR R LT RS R
ARSI B o P IRE 2 VH  fAE V H T ORER T R
PR PSSR R PR IS I = SR o 2R T PRI AR

RRTLAVET I P R B IRV RIASAE R - AP TR R -
PR SRS M ISP (PR 0 R DR Y R R 5
SRR 30 53 ARSI VRIS RIS 2 5 hER 5 ISR VRS
A 2 2B THAEY kL BRI Rl PR o HORRT PRS- HoAwke 0 TR O R
B VR [ S Pl s 5 K (B P22 e e o ST IN) T IR il o kL T
RS S TS B RS fpgl 7 RIS > AT IR IR T R
bk 2 VTR - pUSE > T RR T DT PR a2 TR
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8] yohimbine S5 2G| VRIER 2 SR IlAG OB - 1) (50 20 iR
A AR

BrkE= W PRSP A8 AL B 2 R JEIU%%J (S AR B RS
IR TR (g 5 FR T I IR FII2 PR EI T
HETSR R OB T ST P bR B A I R
SLEBBIRS T £ N [ ) BRI 9 I IR AR LR 2 VT
PR BGRR[0 ] €0 32 4 e g™ i

i 2 ‘%’Ej G i B SR S A e
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5V T P
wV¢?%ww@ﬁ%wm@Hm’ﬂ\ﬁm:z\wﬁ$mﬁawm%ﬂ

T SR g~-¢ AR R (R OR A R 5

AR Wistar il V2SS IR BT EGEY 10 2 1250 < ORI
RS ROl L B - [REER E ESR R E  T o
SRR - B HBR 2 W ok 53 o AP BT - R [ 12012 )
[ FOF( T CR1E 7:30 E[ b 7:30 HB I - FBAER] 7 22+ 2C - iR
TR FI AR BT TR A PR R R R i
i (EASEBT PSPPI R TR WA R SR P
PSSR TR B U0 1) R B Ao ERg 1) % 5 National

Institute of Health (NIH)EIQ?FEIETQ%J o

C1- | N
LI PSS VRS - MRV ] (R 0.5 em) BUIEEEER

S IEI lqu_: 8 5y ,th 18 5y 0 E F]JJFF'J[ [/F—VT’;'QI — [[—{ J 1@ (ﬁ[ I'” 1.5 cm)

—

7.

CEERLIR

FPERTR S ORI I BRI S DR A
b A RATRIACES 1 45 om x 45 om x 45 om)!' | % [l T2 HER( 20 om x 10 em
x 12 cm) o PRI #  ELARESERHET 2 53 B RIS > o
BERIRL - FIERF 1o S RS RS 2 R -
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RIS EL ST R (0.2 em) S EE[ > AL 0.5 2250 5 7 iRl
RSP RSBABIBS S AR 15 0.5 2150 - [ eI
A5 P R T RIS 91 > B3 B 1 O (AR P I SRR RS - T
RALATI B (7 RTINSt
AL AR R IR AR R R R BN © iR T Fl
PIFRIEEBGE B 7 LI U 35 om X35 om x 35 om) M HIA R £
( Charge Coupled Device, fij##%i CCD) % - CCD #IF%& PHESR VB er”ﬁff
52 253 b L POl RS e B Sl TR PV R e RN
A (I CERHRE o R P H RRI  h T p
FEFUAEHAS » B UERHTOE £, 2 f(mm) A= A "o bl BIRIE
TR ERRED > 7 kL~ (= B S S [FIpY 1 B RN 43em
x 23cm x 20cm)f] lf;ﬁgr%"é | A JESE (R TR (Infrared Motion Activity
System > Coulbourn Instrument Co.; U.S.A.E) - l%ﬁﬁ HF I J“lﬁdf,gw FI\J?‘F',
&=~ P B E Vg (number of small movements) : HEF AT EE u;ﬁu‘a?ﬁ%é}ﬁﬂj&.
PR VFPH L] P T SIRGEIR 30 3 S pRaR S R s )
) [ 31 [H] (duration of small movements) » $ERFIEHEf I (77| ] g el & 5 1]
AORAF =~ A {E R (number of large movements) » ) (R4S 1
PR B T el TR R T S (R S ARV R P SRR ]
(duration of large movements) » §FHLEI PRI [F7°F |~ B (g o LA -
AL R At T RIAE HRREN = (RARRE 7 T (50em x 10em )
WIRIR L 1S 2T IRES o 2 ARSI A [ RSSEE A g
T A% TR R Iy A5 = POl BiT 40 2550 @y poh AR - R T
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by TR [ aphdia BT A% » R T S T S o 2550 el e
Ty B ERERR L ED R o ARG« BT RR EE

PO 50 255 e

37> zﬁ isﬁl,i*'jﬁf[[ 4[’]:, i = BV AR R
%ﬂﬁms%?W@Wﬂéﬁzi’ﬁWﬂWﬁmW‘ﬁﬁwﬂm@wg

l:l

E:

\

= (RS o 2T «guﬂ;%ﬁlﬂﬁuf[l ' STHIES BT bWJpJEJ th[n o BJTRE

—m

IR < R e il AP P A ARl 0 TN BN 10 S5 A
BRI (TR T S SRR 5 T (RIR AT B PRI R 2 7
(AT AR YE (TR = f%*7@¢WF I TR PR B
FIRIE] o PR b o e O SR RS B R PR - R PO PR
T SRR B O - RO IRAE 2 ML IRV
(unbiased design; Carr et al., 1989) » " (NS i1 32 17 SHT i
(counterbalance)[|— 4 o Eh SRR RLA ﬁl f’*ﬁ jﬁru_[_}f-F”Wla:j‘ﬁ?”_l_J bl
o SRR DI R (AT S SR « 5 5T =i R R
UREE T R ERAREE A R DS S SRR P [
ORI « 2 W o@Ep s Ty 5= T O RR  laR
R B OPORETATED 30 55 G o ARSI R OO IR O RS AR PR
(8 (2 (e B oy, > AN E o B o Ry el P[RSS R R
F oo Y= SRR Y SRR > R R R B AP Pl AR
FEUF P AL AT 1 10 5 8 o HBRE RS ™ P IR

BARHIEGE] » ORE PRER 0 g0 [ I O,
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ST - AR
BRI R ’F'; fgj’?kﬁ/?‘“] 50(Zolet11 50; Virbac
Laboratories, France) ° rﬂjﬁffﬁﬁy ”T"‘Filf L[ EUgR== Fjﬂﬂ'@?ﬁgﬁ[ﬁj’?ﬁ‘{%@
[ (stereotaxic apparatus > DKI-900) - - Eﬁﬁ[ﬁjﬁjiy % o S IRFIRE R A R
P Prat s I [+ ff](bregma) [=EE G EET?EIU’FL%W@]%ZPaXinos 1 Watson(2005)
g E‘sﬂ% R
TR RVE AR RAEAY O E T LS mm ot JAR S P R(E

I AT L BTG AP: 42,7 mm, ML i+ 0.7 mm, DV: —5.5

—y]

mm °

i S

FREHREAT FH E{f@gfg}» . ﬁﬁ%{ﬂﬂsﬁﬁfg‘f( bﬂffﬁt} 23G9t # 0.63 mm> [*]% 0.33 mm)

el IS ey TElR E, s it .&}{_Jifjl AR & (i 7| E(dental cement)[#il LA
=P g RV AT RRRET F o = PSR B RRE P VRS AT 5T 0.2 B2 Y

. S (penicillin, 20,0001U) » I3 D (] 1 {2 [FE[05E 5 B - FrERo Rt = 15

E IH THp R Y A ﬁﬁ)ﬁ%ﬁfu# ﬂ;‘[ﬁu i RIS

517 AT~ Sy
i’JIU'“ ffi ™ IpvBEPsEE SCH23390 ~ raclopride ~ yohimbine &~ 7 {"(lidocaine
hydrocholoride)(Sigma chemical Co., St. Louis, Mo., USA)Z o iy gPria . gy

R IE] » 1) 2 R AUERT(0.9% NaCDfSEuiiln (NI ERATH HORIRLS 1k -

ST+ ]  BePRE R
AERS RS O R REI L SR 1) O 31908 IR A RPE20)
Y BRI R(Hamilton microsyringe, 2u).V - < T 5V iR ST
S T % 2 AT FR A OB S R CRRT )=
SAVIHIBE T 2 S AER 1 JRER S S AR o R
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[ > SR ROl (o VLR IR SR ] SRR S PR i o R
SREHE " ST 2 QI SRR AR TR AT 1.5 mm o SR T R
[FIRDR P 31 P RIPVEERT * FRGA ]« 1 0l 15 53 5 0.25 il -
SEIEE VNI RU e g e R Ly R e b Ul SRR b e R Y -
Ferde 53 P | USR] o

57 A ~ B e g LR ahO T R
] AT RS LA S B RS 96 ALy Bt 1 - BAergh o
200pl > HEEEN Bty 30 ST EE fF['ii” 4 c%ﬁﬁy Bl > =ERRIAEITUE o T 24
TIPSR = 5o TR B SaRA BLI i Qs o opt seRE
Ve 3001 I o R B 525 R 30 73 S BG4
BURLFI— AP E SRS
A R BT R S VR LY T TR VLR AR TNES 30 55
T ETEEARGEE D ot P ST TR ERR R, i AT A
Fﬁ 50pl > BESI 150pl &W@ﬁﬁ # 3 PR (cortisol-horseradish peroxidase,
F-HRP) < 5236 Bl 20 53 S F |1 G TR Bk o B Bk sr 8l s
B[ 200ul i OPD (o-phenylene diamine) {53 [ €700 » 047 %95 ™ 523 20
53R L B U o e AT S0l Y SNHLSO, 1) fA [t 7 s o
I'| ELISA reader 7t 595nm = JfJEl sk fifr » 2|58 Lk g 1 e fify -
BRI R R L e - & U AR S BRI SRR - T
PR A I SR RELL < EERSEHI > AT T AR AT
ERRE -
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N

| SR ST R S R DR - s
RE EVIEIRI > R A TR P S T 0.9%19 5 B AR
0 B TR R 2R ARV i 1] 24% 19 RS Efk(formalin buffer)
SR AR S O R R AT B < T
TR > ZoaRanirs el e DA (2 b= =) SRE- T e
T A7 vRL e 165mIATfHl153 [P 100ml [ 24%1E Fo A ~ 12.2 bl -
HE 2k 2R QU FRCl<8E 4, (phosphate buffered saline tablet; Sigma chemical Co., St. Louis,
Mo., USA)EL £ 155 o B RRITAIRE 708 b 5ecrig gl o 4 R TR el
‘{ﬁfﬁ&”kﬁ FS(Leica, Jung CM1800)f[1 > I'] 50pm PR A [l 5&5" 74, (coronal
section) » {Af[1] f‘%’zi"ﬁff'ﬁz]’?v* f=IA, ‘FF'[' TR i f VB ECE (coating)UEVAA, oo I
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B o BRI T SN £ R O RL N AR IR AT R - BRI
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- R TR 2 R o R I P, o2
Wﬁmﬁwﬁ%@@@ﬁ@%%ﬁpﬁ@@%%ﬁ@ﬁ—a@@mﬁﬁﬁwo
S AP R Y 3 38 T 2. amiety) T Foan) >
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48 [ e o PISFEFAIR SR ORI F SRR -
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i IFU EE

5V 8] - U
i AT B AR RS BRI TR S LT [0y

#E o LIPS R R T Fr U R = AT OO R SRR TR 2 RIS

\LH
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SypEE CESTRIAIR S @ TESIRD R SRR B p<0.01 - TS
VRIS == PRSI i g VPR S BER 2 E  p<0.05 -
T S s i S U S e e L (2
= A TSNS R R AT A S A R S R AR
[T B o AR FFh | = RIS AR B 5 F (3, 75) = 36. 86, p < 0.001 °
PRETE] ) Rl T (R SR R S BN (p > 0.05) o I') LSD yE S Hi i R o 5
PUARER 0 TR RS ) VIR B R R (p > 0.05) » HER S
P MO PR S B p < 0.01 < [T BBEIR S -
TRTHIE 24 TRV RIRRORER o 1SS R BT AT O

PR EREAR ER [ SRR TR TR L T [ P R TR
B (p>0.05) « [l C IBLIRE WS bl F TFT I 48 T ET
IRSFORE N » ST~ IE A RRHREI L T AT RIS TR ) 2 IRl R
Z B F(1,11)=5.25,p<0.05" ?ﬁ}hﬁ&iﬂ\ (R o E B 2 B (p > 0.05)
A EJFHH;H 73 GRS RS O E AR 2 PO
8L > AR F el

1= EDHCER B [V VR S U R 2 1 KRR AR
J DR R e Bl APoh e A A e oA o AR [ B SN R AR
= s B A R (p > 0.05) o AFTARR U LS B M= C vk
IR BT3RS i TR 24 LI 48 (LR ETI PRI ORED (0 >
0.05) -

AP ER - C FOIREIRIFEEAE R o 1 RIP R B AR O T
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51= &y %ﬁﬁ

HESRSE . | T e B 15 e[ D P R VAR [ B [
RS o (Ep O R RTEE AL RV IR RL HPA. 5 i ABEP SRR
ElRR(~El fﬂﬁﬁﬂ ?@E{WrﬁlﬁfféjT&”[‘_ﬂﬁﬁ??ﬁ%(Huang, et al., 2009; Shors, 2001) °
FPHAER AR 30 53 GRS ARfIORq S R A
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E A Sl S B A’E"ﬂ TR o Tl SRR SRS RS ST o
pid N TR H RS TR B A R - R R PR SRR e~ PR
TREBERIRLE - W AR P E AR5 (Der-Avakian, Wll,
Bland, Deak, Nguyen, Schmid, Spencer, Watkins, & Maier, 2005; Shors, 2001;

Sullivan & Gratton, 1998) -
FPHHP ] FEERUEA T H (REI R

2005) » SPREPRE]ARAT I RREIPIPV T IS AR - TR B VIR T AR
[ BB TR, e BRAT e BT D YT SRR A
RV IR B SR S E R R AR Pl B
SEEFIRS 1 Martijena ~ Calvo ~ Volosin % Molina (1997)5835 7 15 55 &z
S NRER IS (24 T ) - EREDPI QB DS AR Tk

(clevated plus maze) I3 5 (B4 - Padovan % Guimaraes (2000)7: 2
| OB ERES VRRERR 24 0] A RL 48 ([ > < BRI DI FORAN S
B BRI - AR RN RS T A E B A S [
A (anxiogenic effect)™ [ 7445 5 i(ceiling effect) = SEET [IH= B fl1 - £
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R3O ISR OB PR SR - RS Al S
T 30 53 SRS R T ( ﬁ n=7-8) THERIZEE O 30 ST
VR E R IR C n=6-7) g TSR B (F =6
-7) = MW RIRT A DRI Fp) ST DL A R A A
SCH23390(0, 0.025, 0.05 mg/kg)y D2 ff i i fff ¥ raclopride(0, 0.05, 0.1
mg/kg) o PR FREREALFA T o (EI5 B DR R o ] B A
A RN L Y A AT ) YRR S s ,ﬁgﬁkaﬁmﬁrm& AR
WERS A RIS TV TR %0 VR DI AL D2 S
AT T B R ZIF R il BBl « R et Y
REHBRENT Y > TR EORRT U YRR SRR U SRR A B

T HERD B VRO NIRRT A (SRR TR 0
FHFISE - RO AR R BRI SR TV
n=T7)f Y (Fn=6-7) 53 HIEE S FEE 4 D1 RS B i SCH23390(0,
0.025 mg/kg)fis D2 B g5 §4; ] raclopride(0, 0.05 mg/kg) T BRAC 1941
AW LS T RIS 30 53 SIS A FHGE iR -

Bl g4 giRerl > 2% Vi D1 fv D2 EJ' G Tl ﬁjﬂ;@ =
BRI Ry Y FISERI IR = A BRI i 5 g R
B A RS GEOE 30 5 ST AR IR ) H5T iR
VR R R AR OGO R AT () n=6) 0 = VA
R 30 53 SRR YRR 170 IR o TR A e R e (2 2B K
<) + SCH23390(0.025 mg/kg)fi¥ k. raclopride(0.05 mg/kg) % » fif * R BLHS 1%

7 30 53 EEE LT T RO ¢ PISH 3 AP SR o BRI SR

44



ERNCIESUSE L

B ¥ 4 'ﬁa@w@m s YR BASIRR  H g O )
U EEE r[f[ Ejjﬁ‘_“'m‘J L J "I\—-*IEI[ ]zl 3= S =N F\ ; Efl'%y:hL#EF? Rk
02 “SHEHM yohimbine(0.5 mefke) » 1 (545 4 1 I 08PV RTUSHEHe ER
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512 &Y~ IR
A A FRa T T ) (i T AR T DL R

R SCH23390(0, 0.025, 0.05 me/kg)fy D2 {7 i ;7] raclopride(0, 0.05,
0.1 meg/kg) > ST B PaIRC gl 5 KR - 55 DI F T B i SCH23390
RIS = P RBRI G T o SR SRR TSy o RSB EIRER A B F (1,
42)=5.83,p<0.05 > " SEPAIE! |~ T Ef ) I USRI RLE P 2 {ER R B
A SRR AEE(R > 0.05) o (T T {OESIRGECL B A ORI il 3

R o P R RRR ] - S A e IE"Jﬁ“Uﬂmﬂ SRR T BE
thr R w%hﬂﬁﬂ&&u’g{ PR B e TR
PRFT R THIREE 200 b3 2R 1(7)=-2.75,p < 0.05 » B €359
RIS (e 1 1 AR AR ORI B2 A R EIRER (> 0.05) 3 ) = [K=
ARG TS D2 B AR raclopride A6 S 7 H L& I Tt B
PEEPORIRL TS ST RO RLE [ D[RR T S R T (p >
0.05) » S35 AL T Py IR IS BLET tAEBER - | U 5 iR
RSy B > B o s YRS AR P R IR 244 PR
AT » (6) = - 5.56,p < 0.01 » B3 € 5 o BLicaijf 1 4% « H1 Bk RO
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[Ef] 2 o o S AR, A< (p > 0.05) -

[P B TR 1 TR T 30 ST B R g
IR oA i W =5 D1 ;jfgﬁ% }ﬁwﬁj SCH23390(0, 0.025 mg/kg)
fy D2 15 Ly éé}ﬁﬁuiﬁj raclopride(0, 0.05 mg/kg) - Hfg jﬁfaﬂﬁ[r, {15 KR8
B PSP TR BT e T RS T R
P T (R R B (p > 0.05) » BIIF - ST Ry RIIR RO
%ﬁ%%ﬁgﬁtﬁﬁﬂﬁ’ﬁﬁwﬂﬁgﬁﬁ%WﬁW%W%e%’ﬁlﬁ&
%WWW%W%%WW%%ﬁ%%%%KM~@%ﬁ%ﬁ*u®=amm<
0.05 » 1= iFﬁ”“y:@ £ ﬁéﬁ&ﬁ;}f&ﬁf 5 ’ﬂf’* FET o flg{gﬁ;“ frop feles gl o S E R

H ¥ (p > 0.05) -

= C AT TR o T SRR ST IR e S 4] DI

HY PO R 1 SCH23390(0, 0.025 mefkg) i D2 {1 i ;7] raclopride(0,
0.05 mg/kg) » FFE - BRI 5 EBORYAT o = P RBE BT M R T 8k
Po TR S RIS TP S TR 0T T (ER SRR 2 R F (2,
30) =16.99, p <0.001; F (1, 30) =522, p < 0.05; F (2, 30)=5.29, p< 0.05 o {f! [
SF U RIS ESRLE P T (R0 B BT (D > 0.05) « ') LSD 4
B B Py 5T T S ﬁ%‘#ﬁtﬂaﬂﬁ’um”ﬁmﬁ SCH23390 7' 7Y raclopride
RV REIPSE BUE EREE, 5 p < 0.001 5 SCH23390 7% raclopride 52 ™ 3 |18
A EAIE(p > 0.05) o B V]S B T B R S R R

Rl aﬁlﬁﬁ?‘i?x ]Ejﬁ“[jq—}f«ﬁﬁ Jﬁﬂjf o HFSEF T Py R TNy | pUTD T (R ijﬁ?
IS B B (LA S e R {5 TS T HE R B e
FEE (p>0.05) = pIgE S R RIIRARTR EE BLE T tEEY
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R JESLEUE ﬁ'iﬁﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁjﬂiﬁﬁf@f} VHERRA > B T YRSl AR 1 R
I E | 2H0 b RZEHRAR#SE > t(5)=-1.70,p=0.07 - ﬁg,%w”gugaﬁr 1ES
B A SRR 1R (p > 0.05)

i AR SIS TR R T LR DR
A SCH23390(0, 0.025 mg/kg)fiy D2 "%TJ' g 7 P raclopride(0, 0.05
mg/kg) - SIS (g ERAORYRS o FI[H] = [N SR TR T
Poy py TSR TR SR GLRET] TEE ) 03 R T R
0 F(2,36) =4.27, p < 0.05 - BRI BT AT AT (> 0.05) -
GIEFTEEYS — o T LSD S i P skl SR e =2 SCH23390
TG B p<0.01 < B raclopride i fY SCH23390 7%
raclopride A7 IV 1 232 E SR EIREF J35(p > 0.05)  PI9H > S A A R R
TR 2 RS CRE bR S8 i o Rl ] e e
P VRS A O B R R b RIZBRIR > 1(6)=
-3.43,p < 0.05 » R SGAT Oy B fufl oS o B iR AT PR R B2

SR ¥ (p > 0.05) -

[pih B R RIS = T ST IR R R R
DI § s B 7] SCH23390(0, 0.025 meg/kg)fiy D2 {0 8 74| raclopride(0,
0.05 me/kg) » S5l Ky AORYRY o = P R RIE T T N R R T 3
oy puz s AR A B 0 F(2,34)=5.14,p<0.05 > TES]y g5 TR, 57
= PSS RLE P T (R POz B2 A REE U (p > 0.05) o '] LSD H%
"8l — RS PR SR I;I;Fk;‘zﬂiﬁfu&”@ SCH23390 7~  [Hi]poz

o Z[EEE <Y > p < 0.01 ; SCH23390 7= ralcopride #™ V[l Z[BHF = > p <
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0.05 ; 1%ﬁ%ﬂﬁkum”@ raclopride &' | o S BFH 5% BI-<¥(p > 0.05) © pI9} >
%Jr‘é*':\fﬁ? PRI Rl B thRE ke S F Jiﬁﬁi@ﬁjﬂ
TR gl g B YRS A S B IR 20 p - IR
AT 1(6) =-3.43,p < 0.05 » BT i SRE YIS 8 o B 9
FOR ] 20 4 S E R -5 (p > 0.05)

[ BBl 2 ”ﬁfﬁ B é‘éﬁtﬁ@ ST R SRR AR
ERFIEPEIVRR - T TSR, () i - SNSRI R LT

WS IE) TES]y ) = RIS ORI > F(1,30)=7.72,p<0.01 > "85, 2
D[RR E SRR A EE(p > 0.05) o B TS BT P g 5

[0 R I < PR b 5 AU BHEE -
[ B TR T R T PRk a2 SR
7] yohimbine(0, 0.5 mg/kg) » SRV EIH | 58 il [ ERRY < AP
= SRREIGs i TRy~ Bk g TR ST SN L TR
2B R TR IR > 0.05)  PIIE 53 I A R R AR T
AENES thr R AN ST ﬁ’iﬁﬁ%ﬂ’fﬁﬂifiﬁ?}ﬁ‘fﬁﬂi a?2 ;%g'}ﬁﬁru
] yohimbine(0.5 mg/kg) [ B B RRA™ » E it o B RIS R 1o B
R TIRE 240 bl RIZRGIRIT - 1(6) =-3.43,p <0.05;1(6) =-2.34,p=0.059 »
B i;wzp VR, P B O AL B RS I 1 £ - B BRRgRE PR

u‘k

B4 AR TE(p > 0.05) ©

10 H Tk @ 2 <O B yohimbine(0, 0.5 me/ke) -
BRI 1S 5 S B OB - ) FFERB RIS S i s ()
SRR ST ARG TR R ST B (D > 0.05) KT e 4t

48
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- RRHERT SR HHE L) (5 SRR MV (BT A
1) » i R 2 P R ] = s T 00 TR - B A
P -2 AL PSR R ] B R Rl 2 T
AV 1(7) =-2.95,p <0.05; (7) = - 2.66, p < 0.05 T FA-fiflis T HERTZE
K30 55 SRR SRER R 0 PO - b UF] raclopride-g7 il
ElfJE\JJ‘FEFJ%‘; AR Y 1(5) =-4.26,p<0.01 - 7 f?Jﬁ'»ﬁjU,%’%l N EIfJﬁBj} ’
THER - A~ TATRAE B oA SCH23390-4 il o e fjlacs b s
PO LI 4 HeAO RS IRE A0SR ] £(5) = - 2.61,p < 0.05; 1 (5) =~
3.89,p <0.05:1(5)=-2.96,p <0.05 « F[lFf s "V HT iﬁﬁ%ﬂ’ﬁjmfﬁ-@{
“JoA ¥ raclopride- £l (U 1 R EIRETF Y 1(6) = - 3.77, p < 0.015(6) =-
3.36,p<0.05 » Tl Ty Fi5 > HIE B -] RS SCH23390-
;@Wﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%’tmya3jzp<onht@yL34ap<Q%o
H ﬁv’?ﬁi o R AR o o [l il "VH %Ji%ﬁ%fﬁ%ﬁijﬁ‘fﬁﬂi a
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E :ﬁfﬂjﬁ TR o pIYE o T f OV AR J(’W]ﬁéfl "R LT R

RS TR 30 ST SRR KL R L AR 2 ViDL
KL D2 J P AR A R T E PRSI R BSOS < Ag R A 2
i = i TR S LG Ul R LTI ) B = S I
79 DV T T PRk a2 SRR (R 2 VO B
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[ 75 T o

Gk %; LRV }ﬁﬁwﬂ VRIS BT - SCH23390(0.1 mg/kg)fv L
raclopride(0.5 mg/kg) (1 Kl R0 {158 Pkl fRL 7 L (motor
coordination) {=2 | 1147 £33l (Agmo & Soria, 1999; Hillegaart & Ahleinus, 1987;
Hoffman & Beninger, 1985) o P8 {3 o ik [ B I SHER] S50 B0 38 75 A =
E%ﬁ‘ﬂffﬂﬁ% A fﬂjm—ft 3 3% (Cheng & Liao, 2007; Liao, Chang, & Wang,
1998) o 7 B Psos i7 K5 [ 1 o HURIAS o [SS BT %E"‘iif’?j':éﬁ’Dl Y D2 g
SRR EU 2 R R (i R R R T B (Meririnne,
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T G VL RIS AT - Nazarian ~ Russo ~ Festa ~ Karaish %2
Quinones-Jenab (2004)38 1 I lid g A . i 4517 DI Eﬁﬁ"ﬁ'&'
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] SCH23390 gL D2 ff B i #H] raclopride I') M Ag = 2B ™ R I
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e R G I 5 K PSR [
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=54 %% ' DI iRl D2 ?J’ B é‘é%%ﬁ“/ﬂ%ﬁ@% RS E ERRESREN
SRR O3 % VT DI T ] SKF38393 VAL D2 Jf ' i s )
LY171555 08B0 7 SAHRI B © {11 %° 1 DI 'r0 i SCH23390
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IR il Sl = Jfﬂjﬁﬁﬁﬁ Y AR RS 20 Vi DI
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