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Abstract

The ability of appropriate reaction to different kinds of external stimuli as well as
behavioral flexibility in cases of response reinforcement contingencies being changed
are essential for survival. Such behaviors involved in reward motivation and
associative learning are known to be mediated by the mesolimbic dopamine (DA)
systems. In terms of anatomy and behavioral neuroscience, the lateral habenula
(LHDb) has been suggested to modulate reward-related behaviors that are mediated
by the mesolimbic DA systems. While there have been a number of studies using
operant conditioning task to Investigate the role of the LHb in reward-related
behavior, less work has attended on the role of the LHb in reward-related behavior as
measured by the tasks based on classical conditioning theory. Therefore, in the
present study, we investigated the effects of inactivation of the LHb by using GABA
agonists on place conditioning task. The results of Experiment 1 show that intra-LHb
infusion of muscimol, a GABAa agonist, did not produce any significant place
conditioning. The results of Experiment 2 show that a mixture of the GABAb and
GABAa agonists, baclofen and muscimol (B/M), infused into the LHb did not
establish any significant place conditioning; even with the enhanced locomotor
activity observed in drug-paired chamber during the conditioning sessions. In
Experiment 3, we examined the dose effects of d-amphetamine (d-AMP; 0, 0.5, 1, or
2 mg/kg; IP) on place conditioning, and there was no drug-induced conditioned place
preference (CPP). Locomotor activity was enhanced by d-AMP in drug-paired
chamber during the conditioning session. The results of Experiment 4 show that intra-
LHb infusion of B/M combined with IP injection of d-AMP significantly induced CPP.
These data demonstrated that neither intra-LHb infusion of GABA agonists alone nor

systemic injection of d-AMP alone produced significant place conditioning, but a CPP
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was developed by two aforementioned drug treatments administered in combination.
Thus, the inactivation of the LHb is indicated to facilitate the individual in acquiring

task involved classical conditioning of drug reward to contextual cue.

Keywords: conditioned place preference, habenula, GABA receptor agonist,

psychostimulant
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Bl- @ EHir o pBraoe R T kRS % (7 %2 "Veh-Sal, 22 "B/M-Sal

AMP | 2820 5 38) s s e 42

AMP | 520 5 25) oot eeee e et s et e st eeeees 43

Ble : § % - muscimol (Mus)ic® /1543 ¢ RIEBF: &3 1.5 1T £ chig % - Sal #3741

& (n=20) ; Mus #|# 50 ng *(n=4) >~ 100 ng *(n=17) ~ 200 ng . (n=15)# 400 ng ‘=

(N4 e 0 sttt sd e aeumssnas s Sone e e e eeesnseahessereesseesthe Shneessessseesaseeseesereenns 44
I F %- muscimol (Mus)ic& /15 % F R H3 4 QP F p B PEHE P
.................................................................................................................................................. 45

R E B B ettt 47
BN F%= s 2t & (d-AMP) 3-8 $1 9 TP % e, 48
Bl @ Fo%k= %R 220 & (d-AMP)4 >4 B B p g 58 £ @ B 49

B+ @ % %z baclofen ¥2 muscimol i fo;% (B/M);2 » ¢ | #8172 2 % 8.1 53¢ 240 & (d-

AMPY$5 33 $1 6 155 B 88 oo 51

B+ - 9% baclofen & muscimol ;& f=;% (B/M);Z » *t |84 2 % :F 26t 2L v &

YIS E SR TR T T - BT o s N 53

Bl P REEPa SREREH? G T AT BBl 54
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L

BT ETE o 53 P b3 N ERETDELF R e AR R
WSO RPRETLAAIAFEEY et > NFRAMEROFL o § 7%
(dopamine; DA) & 5> x FL5 * *g ¢ hpe § i g (brain reward circuitry) » # % @
¥ 21 73 1 8 % (associative learning) % 4vis & o aA SR8 + 5 ¢ 3B (lateral
habenula)if 4% 70 g > 1%‘gr¥ PRAFBRREEALY % TR RE 7 ﬁ“i&ﬁ 4
HEPERZ o REBPE R RE P t M R Y AR e AL R 1 iR E

(place conditioning task) » #7 34 b I EBAX$FFY P AP M (T S F o iR A o

4L

R L
5 = aef — 4 92 ¥ 5 vesf(catecholamine) o g id 4 7 - B R
fk ¥¢ i (tyrosine hydroxylase) #-fit. /e ik g 4% = 7 = (dopa) » £ #d 7 = 3 #ps

(dopa decarboxylase)#-% = f#& 3 = % = »(Fakhoury and Lépez, 2014) - % = =4l &

3 &€ Pgen 2 A8 (substantia nigra)fe*E ] E ¥ (ventral tegmental area; VTA) »

fon

5t

Bkl 5o ook si(nigrostriatal DA system) » A & 3 2 @ # #4 i o (2) VTA 356+ 3 if

WG P2 E AR fRIED (L)AL B RE AR 54 D) 2k R (striatum) shRs AL S 2,

% & (limbic system)£? iz +% (nucleus accumbens) » # BT HL G @ 5§ T ek
(mesolimbic DA system) » 2 & 7 5o i 2 oy - Q) VTAR L H I EA F
(prefrontal cortex) sz i< i = A B % = %< & ¥i(mesocortical DA system) » H 3 & 7 2
% F# 32407 it (Money and Stanwood, 2013) -

Olds = Milner (1954) &~ v &*o¥ 32 » flgct T4k > T FREQ p 2T D penF
& (intracranial self-stimulation) - F % % % % R~ 0 B V/RAEAE 5 ~ tg3 4v > Bom X &
RN B AT A i o T TR B LY PR S - R (pleasure
center) » *> {3 § ehv pRAFFE R TL HE RS P TR k2 % T £ 4 - Wise

1
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(1982)# i anhedonia hypothesis » ;2.5 % & il (i b w & ph b 3041 jrepd 3 i
#(rewarding value) - 4 B A EE P OpFE > B AR 0 T R g K 4 o KA 7
T ’J B J o ® M % T 5w R Ul (receptor antagonist)drd g 5 = imaff 2 > R
§ 47 1 (blunt) B A 0 DR o A IRIrFI B2 P EARM DS 5 o d 0
TR EREHE > TPy & D7 L g (Salamone and Correa, 2012;
Bromberg-Martin et al., 2010) - Schultz & * (1997)2 & 4 12 F¥ = e P
A G A ER R o RS ER TR AERETEAMT ()R Aol g
BEREEF R EFSERENFEMYREHINEY R 2 S omgl g
BEd I g chpE A BRI T 3%k 4] 5 Tl (conditioned stimulus) & LpE 0 @ A 5 A BB
EEERE g TATR G R o T b B AR > PE A B ERE I IR
7 2L 1) 3 (reward omission) s B gt BF 5 ¥ Bl & S s e B OIRALPEHOE B o 5T B
FRG TR EBEER AR FRP Y AL v T AFY e FRpYAg
3% 4 (reward prediction error) » i & 7 ¥ *o % TRk AR e 5 Y (reward

learning) ¥ #/F &€ & ehd & o

= . B

BaRFETE O BPA- BET ANy XRTR o AR IMshT il Y R
VUG R T“uiiﬁ’f“ o BT RO SRR E & 4 d (Proulx et al.,
2014) - {7 =3 ARLE (thalamus) & =4 % Rlehiz B - 4835 % = "9 » ¥ 2 % i (pineal
body) & # 5 + ¥ *a(epithalamus) - E:d =1 o @ » h(afferent)#? 5 2 &g (stria
medullaris) » & r2 {8 B & (fasciculus retroflexus) = 31%1 dven(efferent)#! 5 > B2 5L ig L
IR o P BA KRB R B AL ST RIFRBE AR
(dorsal diencephalic conduction system) (Hikosaka, 2010; Fakhoury and L6pez,

2014) -

By ALT HA LA B R P RIEE(medial habenula)fe #t 88 1% > 3
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FEE AR Efer i B ek o TR RIE A0 RUBP AR > T

w\‘«\-

PREEIR L LR R 5O o W Pnif ik sue? LK 1% (basal ganglia) it s d REk @y R o
RIERY: o P RIEBY A} PN % ¢ 7 1 ¢t Rl T 4R F (lateral hypothalamus) ~ p ] E v 3%
(globus pallidus interna; & # # 4= B entopeduncular nucleus) ~ p = 5 £ 4 B
(medial prefrontal cortex) ~ Broca = # % & (diagonal band of Broca) ~ "2 ] £ & 3
(ventral pallidum) ~ VTA ~ iz 4% ~ BRI+ % (lateral preoptic area) ~ *t ] ® [§ 1% (lateral
septal nuclei) ~ # % & % (bed nucleus of stria terminalis) (Hikosaka et al.,2008; Lecca
etal ., 2014; Proulx et al., 2014) - ¢t Q8B 5 d & Bkt Bl R &t > B gligix g v
Holt H oA it B 5 F 3 Mo S Pi(monoaminergic nuclei) e 7 ¢ 14 5-3d ik
(serotoninergic)#! 5 < & 4 en# g4 +% (dorsal raphe nucleus) 2 p ] 44+% (median
raphe nucleus) ; 12 ¢ fig"%4& (cholinergic) # 5~ % 41 «h#% "8 ¥ % (laterodorsal
tegmental nucleus) ; ™ i ¥+ 9:]1% (noradrenergic)#? &~ 3 1 ehgEma%(locus
coeruleus) ; 1§ ¥ rpd g L3 e VTA - 2OF R 5 % #8(Substantia nigra

compacta) ; ' y-% A7 E(GABA)# & i A aaph R4 F 12 (rostromedial tegmental
nucleus; > # % tail of the VTA) (Lecca et al ., 2014, Velasquez et al., 2014) - # ¢ ¢t
RIERY T A B RS PRGNSR VTA TRl g hiE i £ o E RS0 Rl
P s 8 B A 58 T (excitatory neurotransmitter) 4% =4 (glutamate) 3| VTA
Pyl g GABAA S BRI RIERPR SRR T P RIARER 0 B
;ggl MORIAR F PR SRR A 5@ 4 T (inhibitory neurotransmitter) GABA 1 VTA »
Frdl b oo A o RIEBPEAAL I B R O ORKA F 5 A u’&,‘f‘gﬂ
WP RARET 0 TR i T vk i A Dl o T sz ¢k s VTA 7=
€ L 5T epl - GABA I ¢F RISBTY: 0 B I2% M % 0 0% #+ (Omelchenko et al., 20009;

Matsumoto and Hikosaka, 2007; Baker et al., 2016) -

v RIER A S
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RHVEFELAE M ETy > RPN GAEN BT S A RE
(heterogeneous populations) » H ¢ i & Z $9%fA 5 o Y RIEBf R AR R T
5% % 8 B4 1 3 (excitatory transmission) £ #4114 & % (inhibitory transmission) %%
Ho@ppPidgi g %‘ﬁz‘ $OREE PR B R o & %ﬁd GABA o d *: #h pliB+E K §
&5 4> GABA ¢ B A g~ (interneuron) » Ft 4 & 3 ok p i R R b £
£ (Smith et al., 1987; Weiss and Veh, 2011; Lecca et al., 2014) -

FEHERFL D P RIEBY O PR e 7 C RITARE - ) RIZ 9 Ik - VTA (Baker et
al., 2016) - *t pIERPA G b R LR X 5 © AMPA < #8(a-amino-3-
hydroxy-5-methyl-4-isoxazolepropionic acid receptor, AMPA R) ~ NMDA = %#(N-
methyl-D-aspartate receptor, NMDA R) ~ %3547 45 3ifit % %8 (metabotropic glutamate
receptor) e AMPAR 5 *t REBP B 1 R @ B X1 > B3 a3
(ionotropic glutamate receptor) » # £-:i# & 4 5 = 3 {& it (depolarization) - AMPAR #
1952 F 7 7 GIuA2 subunit > » % 47 325 ¥ /% i |4 (calcium-permeable, CP-AMPAR)
fr4f 3+ 7 ¥ 7% & 4 (calcium-impermeable) » # ¢ 12 CP-AMPAR % ¢t 8812 5 5 4
#h(Fakhoury and Lépez, 2014) - NMDA R &>t a3 i 1 4] X 48 > (2 A ¢F RIEBY: 4 0
£ 03 AMPAR o PGSR S MR G Y BA RS At R oA E T
53 AMPAR -

b GABA I ¢F RIEBIE R P50 % S 7 M RIE 9 Bk > PRI E 6 Ik ~ Broca X ¥
b~ RIARA TR > R S VTIA S TARE o ¢HplERPA S~ v & IR GABA X 183
GABAa % % {- GABAD % 1% - GABAa % %8 >4+ i if A X 88 > £ At RIEEY o0
RfffsA ig b oo g iE 1 GABAa X MPF 0 & BSOS iER T
(hyperpolarization)#r 4 g~ e ds o &< Bligles e > bl “7& Ie GABAa
A 29 o1,B1-2 foy3 = f& subunit =22 - GABAD £ # >t G v 84 &%
o 2MAdpEBPORATE RPEH Swrent o GABAb £ 84 GABAbL v
GABAD2 = & subunits = » 3 ¥4 5iEH ¢ gl B IR 4] 3] % S (Meye et al.,

2013) -
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T - BT AN RIER Y GABA X M4E A B chiF 5 # a0 o Winter & 4
(2011) 7 = 1 GABA % 2 E 4 e ¢t RlEBY > LI PR W rdF 2 28
JEAR R B F IR * 1 s GABA &o(agonist) T ¢F RIEBY: 0 W ouee L B W 7
5o Hogs B plEEY: GABA R B R rh 2 eniF A # i # 7 1 % BFie(Mathis et

., 2015) ~ 4 & 7|3z B (Tomaiuolo et al., 2014) ~ 1 i*3z g (working memory) (Mathis
et al., 2016) - firé {7 5 (Zapata et al., 2017) ~ {7 % s&{+(Baker et al., 2017) - F i = ;;Je
¥ AR L 5 GABA ROnH| 17 8 o iR R E P Frd] b RIEBPEY B AT S R R

Woow g ARG R AN S

I RIEBPEP MG

% 1950 & & 7.%7% AR RS S W PR C R S N N S LS
i & BT o S RIEBPERT R R hiF L H ARG FlEE o B FITH o
Matsumoto fr Hikosaka (2007)% * B >t ¢ RI¥By Y FERIFL 2 B M e g > £
ATalAcF 14 e % hi 1 (Velasquez et al., 2014; Hikosaka, 2010) - *F | &g +*
HEeniF LA ¢ 7 EFAREP Y B E Tka L g2 (Bromberg-Martin and
Hikosaka, 2011) ~ # & {7 % (Stamatakis et al., 2016) ~ ~ "G ¥ 42 A K
(Stopper and Floresco, 2014) ~ 3% % 4| G 8 ¥ &y K% (Song et al., 2017) - ¥ ¢k » ¢
PlEBYE L A AR - R B i £ # = (Winter et al., 2011; Shabel et al.,
2014) ~ # 4 » %] (Lecourtier et al., 2004) ~ % 4 = 7ig(Meye et al., 2016) ~ ;1 & 4 #
%_i§ ¥ 5z (Lee and Goto, 2011) -

PRI T S B RS T RREAEY R TR c R R R R
By pIF4 VTIA fe 2 e cn 5 = wedd i = % #+ (Christoph et al., 1986; Matsumoto
and Hikosaka, 2007) o & B3 & 4] ¢t RIEBFIA G o aEds o Pl 4§ = v e g 5 4
(Lecourtier et al., 2008; Tian and Uchida, 2015) - Lecourtier & * (2008)4] * #&i% 47 #

#e(microdialysis) 4 & ¥ Bl & et Fdrd) b RIEBY 0 DEEERA T kP o ki
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iz ok T MRk RO o B 5% % B 2 AMPA £ 83 Fud) LY293558 4 ¢ ] iR
Pro g PR ez Brawh s kR S ApF 0 R TEE T RIBY > RIR ZP
5 T MR RTEM o PR FER AT N REBP O KEET U T RS RE .
Matsumoto {= Hikosaka (2007) ™ & 2 12 & %3 é e+ b plERy & 2 0 8 codd 0%
# 0 ¥R H e (7 AR SE #F AR T £ (visual saccade task) - F % F BT ¢ F L R T
F R E DMUR (cue)pF > g0t RIERY i AR R ARSI R B X BB
FLREE R B o B3 A R RIEBP A G A BB EREEF o ¥ b AT
PFET AEEPY 0 g F IR R R A E R R R e S 2R G R
GCE: Skt e R R B R LR SR R R A
VA S A EE R R ARE B e R R o B R Y T JIKE R IR 0 s D 2 T
P oAl g AR B ORARS R NE g o Spth h RIERPI JRd gl B T v g
2R SERIGEA AP M 7 5 o3 45 o Tian 4 Uchida (2015) 14 & &7 #L3% (electrolytic
lesion)| &7t plEBY: > B & T AR Fiesk VIA § = veid (g 2 ojade > 3 Rplg o)
RERP A R S e g A A d#E $e (baseline) B iR w0 2 4 R RIEEA AR
BESUBLR AR o ip S 4 oh RIERYT S8 § 2 v 5 A i enp SRR BEA 3U5L - Wang
% 4 (2017) 12 gz 4x(fiber photometry) 7 Fe 55 tlgc™ o ¢ RIEBF ad Siad g1 o
Frekls o ¥ 2§ A g Y (reward-Pavlovian conditioning) 7
¢ thRIEBP R SRR g REE F Y il ARn % 0 TP N RIBP FE PR A M
By RAE o 1 i m—a}g S-SR - Rl sl o S OF VR A L s s
B 5 BRIk RIERYE 0 B 4§ T R & A B B OIS A ek fE (disinhibition) o ¢F fpl¥g
PP AR R P T v g e B R i B R AR RIEA UL 0 SERUELY Bl S
FLOF Y a2 s B3 oot RUERP R SR d 0 4 R A RIBPIHOY R R o A
RO E AR E TR o pE TRRREL B E £ - A5 ¥ 4 B e B (teaching
signal) » i 883 & (7 5 & JeAk J& 8 4§ (Schultz, 2013) - 3% 3 b RIEBY: dd S5E 6
PR ERGEAREL ) TR B Ap M E ¥ 7 5 (Lecca et al., 2014) -

Friedman% 4 (2010) 4 %] 12 3§l A 5 & % rfepk pi(quinolinic acid)sk 3k E ]«
6
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hplERY 0 RBIELE B ¥ tFhw e dk(cocaine) p AL st (self-administration) {7
B P S R BT L MO (L0AR R) R {0t RIEBY > R RAEF B4 5 B A
[gceh IR 0 P B BB R B M F Mg 2 3 (10044 %2 10

o 0 OIRE 1S 4 e $r(extinction) {7
M e dk p AL s R o (reinstatement) 7 A o i& 4 7 A R e n g RIER

o g7 ARBELFEH TR Lok o F

(1004 %) T in

H) R B R R R R F R

’
-

2o o FLERCh RIER R B R
WA FE

NETT G o ipEP h RIERY A A € R BT L E 7 L (drug-
seeking behavior)s#: # - Friedman% 4 (2011):h¥ - A2 7 @ * F e 24 F o
IR > B FAR DR S 7SR 0 R AP S d ¢ ek T S BB R (Sucrose) ;5 &

f;%nriﬁiﬂ?#mﬁ%\: %A oo Pd%g,,v};kpg_g &P

A 7 ‘}\‘
A bfeni 5 TEE 5 B

BT R BRI

woop AR (natural reward) @ £_# - 4§ (drug reward) iF

% 3 % 4~ (reinforcer) » #F Rl ! SEd v R

WBRF LY s F L o
Gill % « (2013)4F 24 &

b E R T > 2 GABA X rcalFr ] ¢

R R - Tl
B P LB T L N T R e o BT % BT e ¢ RIER

(R IRE

+ W& eh
BT 5 0 R ABH B R RITERT o P RUERBF G AR KA G

R P
fALEEE 5 R g0 o SERA 4 RIRP 2 R AN R T B R I

Stopper 3 4 (2014)17 & flpc2 F b pl3Ry > wRI AT BT R

[N tt’}?\é ._.?“ #q‘iﬁ ﬁ:’ "}ql’;
(probability discounting task) % # # R

P BRI E TS RER .

ok

B RO A R TR g 2
s S R R B0 @ H E
Stopper{rFloresco (2014) 11 GABAIX sz | 3|
PELITE PP REY

I A
FEE W R

B0 74P I ihde
g e RIERP TR ML R DR R Ak o TP F BT~
%+ & 22 4] ¥ (cost and benefit) % & z_ 4§ FrAzpF

HRERY: € A BAER O G
Gifuni % «

(2012) i * #¢ 54 % 48F ¥ % pi(ibotenic acid)st 3 *t
@~ {5 p)® "5(posterior mesencephalon) s

bundle) » £

B g
/}1’}4

@l RA 5 & (medial forebrain

VIRER AT R AR R R EBP  SE R R AT &

(amphetamine; AMP)f § 1% a2 58 o #7175 Bom ALK ° RIERYE 7 2 AMP ¢
7
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W
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F_L
Tl
N
=
e
0
Wi
(w

B WEOEC RIEY 7 B2 AMP opd 2% - Duchesne fr
Boye (2013) 14 + v Bl his ] ¢ #oie FAEP p AT flg T E > KRR L AMP T 7
RIEBY: - F33 0 RIEBF S T e g p AT g B R T B R BT M
AMP ;i » ¢ ip|EB # SRR BT A AR A RIS T ORI BB
BER R Hl g

pel e g ipa 50 IR PR RS A SR L E L
fE TRRIRE A UL o ok R cnds 8§ 8 (motivational value) -z 5 B 88 e Ap
B 17 5 (Baker etal., 2016) o fe £z A4 * T ik ~ B S AE P hE L

RERP AR M R M S LR RS HAGF R R 0 A RR IR

Wi

o

PHY T2 {9 F 3P e AR AN s LN HHFEE - FEH o plEy o §

R AN Y 7 R

B AAGHEELAESY o BRI ERR LR R Y ONFEFE T
L [+ B (Sanchis-Segura and Spanagel, 2006) o ¢ % #. 3 & 45 d a3t 5ok
PR IR IR Y o 202 Paviov (1927)4 9 she & 198 ¥ 0% L R R b
75 F¥ o (F¥ ¢ Bk iv 5 254 5 {1k (unconditioned stimulus) ; & % $ s %
w PR RIS h2b4] 9 K k(unconditioned response) £ 48 4817 (approach) 4
TR RPET L o 5 Bk BRPIATRRDFCE TR R AR SY 2
fligc(neutral stimulus)# % 5 19§k o 2T HB (k= 5 B T | By 4 -
e A B T B (substitute) ZE - flgenR & 0 a5 BRARBIT R
B o s s H8 419 R4 (conditioned place preference; CPP) = 5 4p & > & 25415 11
FAHERT > Sensg {EREE > €318 B g (avoidance)Z kR B B o
LHEAHEE o

Tl CPP enZEd 4 ivh 29 g § o s kb £ H  Ry4phl e o
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Spyraki % 4 (1982) te 34 4] X iv £ 5T 3 ¢ > #3288 B F|(psychostimulants) AMP
FFAST 0 B GRS 35 8 T ORDEDREH B EF fiRE - T RS
FRMPERED VLG k2 LB CPP e R R kP § T R 54 % 6-
OHDA #L3:g = X 7#F &2 % # AMP 51 ++ CPP(AMP-CPP) » T i& {545 B ik crfe & &2
SRF LSRR fApM o ¥ ¢ > B2 AMP-CPP 42 'S 4] chfE st 0 5 =
1t R 4B 4uA) SCH23390 ¢ spiperone % i i3 &4 ¢ #r4] AMP-CPP (Liao et al.,
1998) - Liao % * (2000)it— # # AMP & = 7 dk /264 T f % 6 Blenikfs o 7 515 £ 2
11 CPP - Liao (2008) 17 % = »ex 8 3= Fus] SCH23390 2 raclopride x5 3 % 4% - i3
SR PEEFEE S AMP L A P ars 1 ch CPP o 28 a o RIEBY 2% %4 % = v gp
AANGE 5 TR B RRE TG S BT HF L A o Friedman % £ (2011)12 T 7
Tt RIERY: 17 5 250 9 1l > B R B nfl N Pt TR > 5% 518 3 $1 54k
E o ¥ -y i+ kifl @5 (optogenetics)Hikria it ¢h RIERFZ ¥ § & 9%k SLehE i T
(LHb-VTA) £ & 255 /= (LHb-RMTQ) » 7= 314 T 48 e 4] %) 4% & (Stamatakis and
Stuber, 2012; Lammel et al., 2012) o B % & & F # 7 FF 31 #r4] oh Q8B o G 5
BHEY IO FELPE 2 BT R RPN §RE LT PR BE

* AMP-CPP -

LR B R SRR

HRIERP ST R Y e S TR s A PP AR MR s T L o e
Bov JeAri g TR0 F L TR ERR VG R ek R RIBPIH
b vkiph 2 v kS A F AR e AR IO TR Y 0 A RERP O g
BT BARE 2 R HIOKE XA VR T R RIERE S ] s £ 4
GEEE Y hd & o LAY A B S NS T o 3R e GABA £ 48 > i e
FIHRIERY R SRS o HE Y FE FIO RSP

AR R ERK LA RIERPE T W P G S T reen e R A 4 0 R BRED s
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e J e T i o F - 1 GABAa X R IR aoH|IL ~ ¢h RIEBYE 0 P X FEY CPP

A%
¥

o AP e REy T e RMY FCPP Ay g BR&R - H L u[oER
7

8 Y o = 12 GABAa ¥7 GABAD £ 1 chi s R &1~ o RIEBYE 0 thRl K B
W CPP ch& ¥ o 8= 1% 364 AMP > # 8] AMP-CPP ch#| 8 F Ji o F ke @ %
i1 5 AMP & & GABA % % # 5o R & 73 ~ «F RIERY: » Hipldrd] o RIERP AT AL

e B A Y @ AMP-CPP -

10
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AT Wistar &k il A v BLA P B R i AT SAFOR G R
PR BRSNS RO BT AR E b 5 P
B4 5 Nk R 12/12 ) PEE iE (5 1 8:00 FluL b 8:00 H k) %R A aEs
D22 oA L ERAWEBARLIY 0 FER AT NG I Bk FRIDAY % i

S 1 10:00 2T = 6:000 AFT A G BB PR BRE 4T 0 279 2 ey
TP ’ﬁFF'”"%E"kJ* AHBE L XRIMY X RG3 L5440 BY ‘Tﬁ’?%ﬁfﬁ
FRRLB PRI > 1 MR T 5 R %Y Ve A2 m?ffrg o iy EHP B (S TR TEFR B
FF SRR AL OB RAFE R GER e PR E |
FRALE M T2 £pen T BRASE G FrR B L g MR R

B 0% &) > I %% £ B National Institute of Health (NIH)z#s 4 & * % P&z 2 4p B 2 2o

B Ha 4l EaplARE

AFLATERY ORI T BELA BT oA RFIHEDETF T S 37 cmX
36cmx60.5cm: HY - HG4aubEiTd S 4cm B2 PR EER > TR ERE S
0.5cm T (T 7| enifRagif > Lz 2485 ¥V - RIAIOH e F i F 0 TR ERBR G

s B D VR E S 050m A2y fi e A FORPET bR LT 2 A

4

R4 — 15cmx15cm e 25300 » L E X R AT R SRIET A B kv F A RIF
e bW FRRH § IRA LRI R R RPN Y - Rl 4
BBl 48 B2om el K G R Ak 48 & ~ i% (Charge-coupled Device; CCD) e 8% 45

BR oo F MR B AT R T aEE o

11
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miod ML 300 5o b T E P 4 p g £ jis(intra-cranial cannula
implantation) - 7 £ » + 9 &3 i s Img/kg P4F & 3% Zoletil 50 (Virbac
Laboratories, France) » #* ¢ Bl 2316 - g HARS - £ AR TR
(stereotaxic apparatus; DKI-900)F o rzifghij & gg3% » * 57 JIRF gg L 3 35 !f
i gp @ o R-F (bregma) 1T 5 PPt AR TR B iz y% Paxinos ¥ Watson
(2007) B 3% - = 40 ek e A 5 AP:-3.6 mm, ML: £0.7 mm, DV:-5.0 mm » 3+ 5 o
BARA S 2 lmm ahz WA 7 T HEGER A R P AR SR R o
AP 2 (SRR R 15 mm SRl F (3R 523G hi2 0.63mm s pjZ 0.33
mm)&E S48 ~ PPN ERIE FE R > & {8 % o Rl4n g 2 7 # T (dental cement) &
BETRAREF PR E L o 9 BT iR HTS 0 KR 15 mm 7 4w 5
FABEPN LA R NI RN R TR A d Rend T et 0.2ml il
% (Penicillin-streptomycin, 20,000 [U) » 2 g f# & v 3138 e L 4 o £ jiefs » #0415

SETAPRRAPAEFERA LR

z o E

AT RE LR EATE B 5 GABA # X Rk ¢ GABAa % 8 Rk 2 A
Muscimol (Mus)¥ GABAb = %83 | Baclofen (Bac) - * it = f& % 4 % pt Tocris
Bioscience (Ellisville, MO, USA) - Mus {r Bac L&k cifie B » 912 0.9% 4 12 5 @K
(saline; Sal)zpF skt MEEFe@W » W ELIMPFRN AT L FHFE 4 20 2 30
» 48 (Mathis et al., 2015; Tomaiuolo et al., 2014) - *z ;3 & (intraperitoneal injection) #7
i# * ch#& F L d-amphetamine sulfate (d-AMP): ptp >+ Sigma Chemical Co. (St. Louis,
Mo., USA) » =P %72 #E 12 0.9% Sal @i » B F3 50 E 2 1 mlkkg 5

o 3P AFLFHRBATIHIZES o

R g
12

DOI:10.6814/THE.NCCU.IN.001.2018.C05



RRFEFREP L E SR R (R 31 BL)- s R e % (PE20)id gt
e x5 F (Hamilton microsyringe, 2.0 pl) o ji g4 » v Z &g K SLik i st 4 g o R 2
R R RAHEF R R - PR FRNRCGEN o UIER F RSB
WAFL B ERRHE REFREFS O IHPFARCGEP o
MR A PR R M Y A B R A S S L IS R O S Rl P

AL R AV AT 1OmMmMe £ Fd Mg Fif (microinjection pump; Legacy Series)-

&)
o

Y15 448 0.066 Yl i btik Ko dade B LB A o R B EMII S RIP RN o H
BRI A R BB S 0.2l T3 3 o 4E 5 SRR LA o = A F SIS 0 LS
T8 E RAL30 F) 0 WL EERNAMEE o PREREF I FIEEF T L D

W o W T ML R ALY R E P b R

Aoy Hp | G iTE gl iR

EEARHREFD  BLRFURII P S FELFLRREE AR FR
IR AR Aok %0 FERBEZD AR 2 52 BHEREF G958

(F 2 EP) ~ #1970 ~ 1.9 (2 RICRIEEP) -

F15ER

—

TR RERLD - 2R EE A PR X BEREF PR E
TP E AT G AR I R L (Initial bias) o F & B e pE o B SRR - R P
B O X TAd R R T RIS R R UT NRSESBFT LRI ERS

FREFEH o XEPEW PR TR R EPES L MES o

LIRSELE &R PHLYP X EIRFEISBBHYEY EF L LA P
e I 2L () 2 R (R R TR B T2 et A A H Y
stk o SR 240 K (Unbiased design) - 4R £ B EPTIRRIGE S BT A G

A X pEF M FRFT AT FEFF AL 2 A o kTR E R SR (A - )
13
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7 ¥ #T f7(counter-balanced; Carretal.,1989)% 3+ » T — L F A 98 % 13~
S5 SalisismFEnRRF T % 2426 HX EFP LM R R
i ehia+ 5 ¥ - L ZRlApF o 2 Sal e st RI2L R AF e+ 0 1B e fedt R
B dF g 3 o MR ELR R Bk 0 # GABA RATH| M 15 d-AMP FERVET (S s
LFadlfestiad 30 A4 PR UT et iF bl r? hFEIER . ¥ b &

Ay BT HHE L ER > FEY R #F B % 3* (between-subjects design)

AR LRI RID - R NP S Ll - (% 8 )L A e
W FEERR AT A A FLO TR e L R T R E R P T R e

R EG &R TP B 6o

L Lr
R EB%&— ¢ #-Mus g1 s T ¢ plERE

#1498 /F # Mus (0, 50,100, 200, 400 ng/side) i1t * RliBY: o &5 F i H £ 4
Bl > 5 & R G R - FRIT % R 2 = 2 (amygdala) (Hasanein et al., 2008;
Akirav et al., 2006) ~ VTA (Sun et al., 2011)f-p = #f & £ & (Samson and Chappell,
2001) - Mus #| £ 4% & (& eorig * X 32 & ¥ Sal #7422 (n=43) ; 50 ng % (n=8) -

100 ng & (n=22) -~ 200 ng % (n=20) > 2 400 ng ‘& (n=10) -

V- ¥-Bac 2 Mus R & v BBt ¢t Rl
T HFEFH- A 7 G RIEES T 5 Bac & Mus 2 & (B/M, 50 ng +
50 ng /side) » &4~ & & 2 4l % > ;X %% % L #= 7 (Stopper and Floresco, 2014 ) - & ‘&

TR R Een L iyl e (n=14) ; ¥ % = (n=18) -

%= % st d-AMP
14
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+] % #p B 23 5+ d-AMP (0,0.5, 1, 2 mg/kg) - d-AMP | 8 3% 3 ch 2 s ori * £
# & Sal #1412 (n=12) ; 0.5 mg/kg & (n=8) ~ 1 mg/kg £ (n=8) > 2 2 mg/kg =

(n=8) -

R P flias B/M I ¢ RIERE 2 ¥ s d-AMP

#1598 B ¥R F 4 2271 542 58 5 1 Vehicle (Veh)s B/M (50 ng + 50 ng /side) &
ST oh PIERY S £ Mt 8 d-AMP (0, 0.5, 1 mg/kg) © & Edrié * £ 3kend d : Veh
+ Sal (Veh-Sal) & (n=35) ; B/M + Sal (B/M-Sal) & (n=22) - Veh + 0.5 mg/kg d-AMP
(Veh-0.5 AMP) & (n=19) ~ B/M+ 0.5 mg/kg d-AMP (B/M-0.5 AMP) = (n=18) ~ Veh + 1
mg/kg d-AMP (Veh-1 AMP) & (n=20) > 2 B/M + 1 mg/kg d-AMP (B/M-1 AMP) &

(n=22) -

N R R e %

Bt 73R 0 LR B (perfusion)A2 A 0 2 F B RS R ALEE N L5
=% o 7 A Eipia sbiE £ oo chloral hydrate (30 mg/kg) @ # < 3838 » iF & Frps 0 47
Bod i PRt @ 2@ L 109%hSald 2 wgid rad 9 0 E1aipH
Ik Sal ¥ 3 o (8 3 2 490 paraformaldehyde (PFA)Z » 2w % » F 48 K3 £ ¥
FFERIE E D RS BRUIGES I T %02 3 4900 PFA 2 B 2 (fixation) 2. -
BT RH RN RSB WL - o RN R 4% PRA R HBAGHL
PFA ¥ B~y > #2083 3090 R i ok » 2% r ACk#4 3% > PRFEE 2 F
Mot heipite o R T ML RMAIN ) NERFREY T o R LR g
(Tissue-Tek; Sakura Finetek U.S.A) # 2 Bl 758 » B >4 47 % #(Leica, Jung
CM1800) t » v+ 50 um h5 & i& {7 55 7 & (coronal section) » £ #-P~T e Hir 5
ERET BT 30 B(gelatin)shfi gt B o X R - AR o FREY YR 2R

{8 » 12 Cresylviolet {73 744 » & @ % 35 9 (Histokitt) & {74+ 5 25 o % 4
15
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== {5 0 % PR % B3 (Paxinos and Watson, 2007)sz3u2 » R pids ¢ =8 > 7

REN MR LS B A2 L30T A8y 0 15 N BT R AT -

A
CPP é‘fﬂ:}é 1=

FHE LB BN n P AEPREROFTRER > 25 - FFRERFRE
#m 7 + B% (two-way analyses of variance; two-way ANOVA) (# 4 x # (& B]) o e 5 F
Sew R = FF R £ 2% 3 ANOVA (d-AMP x B/IM X 0 {4 B))i& (7 % 5k o 3 8 % 12
Bonferroni & {7 #r 3 & chE (S 1 f o F X B SRIF A B SR R > 4pt
TRFAEL R OERE o N A LR At a5 CPP -

At AR R R A ] BRI R O R SRR 3
PR FRFARRFT N ESF R OP AR F AR RO L o R
KA EY F CPP e

i b 8 R ey

Ao W ANOVA R b= At 2 Yo & B2 3B2 B ad| 93 R 245
fedtia cnTiofF2pede - F %= BIMiL » *t RIBPIHE 2 Fd 2 OB E b2 At
BT HR S FHR=Z R FAHAAMP HHE F R 75 R0 F bk A H T
+ ANOVA i {7 53t A 47 5 F B&e BIM L »~ ¢h plagds 2 % 1715+ d-AMP (7 5 26 2

R R 2 b2 R A = F1+ ANOVA iE {7 583t 4 47 (B/M x d-AMP) -

N

fat2 th o s M- AR mens B Al R A U L E R s S
A PP B AR RS > R 24P R A = F]5 ANOVA 2 7% % (¥Rl 5 ] X

F152 5 8) » ¥ ¥ 2 Bonferroni i& 7 & {50 fi o

AP Y AT R SRy ia ) T i g (meantsem) & ot 0§ A3 AT anp
16
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-] 5% 0.05 PF » AR Z 32503 4 S E B F 1R o 4p M et TR 4 49 14 GraphPad

Prism 6.01 5= & SPSS 19.0 5%<(SPSS Inc, Chicago, U.S.A.)i& {7 °

17
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N
>
Ji
i
7
4
7\::

-~ ERER%

AP XRBEEFI RPN EFIRREEFNERER%  FIPAT
s g o /R T FRe AR EAER HESE TR 2Bz 0 AR ERE
S5k 27 & (coronal section)£ "5 Bz ¥t B - - = "Veh-Sal | 2% "B/M-Sal | ez
Lo Fpiior bRl R %k %% o Bl- 5 "Veh-05AMP, 22 TB/M-0.5
AMP | fo2 3 Ef3 o~ HRIEBP R %S, o Bz 5 "Veh-1AMP | &z
TBIM-1AMP | ‘ez %28 > B4 id x ok plig m.ﬁl%«?%ﬁ%%% o B3 R TR
frae S F R DL 4 p r BFRP TR o LT RE(E DT R A ldeT
F % - @ Sal 42 (n=20) ; Mus #| £ 50 ng % (n=4) ~ 100 ng &(n=17) ~ 200 ng =
(n=15) » 2 400 ng 2(n=4) - F &= - 412 (n=5): F % = (n=9) - F %= . Sal 77|
#(n=12) ; 0.5 mg/kg £(n=8) ~ 1 mg/kg x(n=8) > 2 2mg/kg £(N=8) - F k= ' i
#1%& "Veh-Sal | #(n=12) ; 9 % % "B/M-Sal ; #(n=9) -"Veh-0.5 AMP ; *#(n=8) -

"B/M-0.5 AMP ; % (n=8) - " Veh-1AMP | (n=9) T B/M-1 AMP , % (n=10) -

Z R E- CMus HcE LS T RIEBY AP Sl ITE LS
Ble 5 Mus i ¢t RIEEBPFESEE $1 9 FE DR EF B * o &8 BAE 5 Mus

G 13RI F e ¥R S F PER L 7 - 515 ANOVA A 45 > % i T # 4

lﬂ\ﬂ

J

m*’;

g T gl eni Bk o TELRE X TR, 23 Frhd s> ¥ Adl
#(p>0.05) o ¥ 7b > F¥tE - B E e B AP R {S R R B HE B Rl eiF T PR AR
HihEtsk 17 thgs d AEH ¥ LT (p>0.05) (erBl- AZ E)-
Bl R Mus &bt adl PR p g HEHFERCAPE BT AL EALS
5 Mus 7 &£ 2 B da p o B EEAE ﬁ.}al’sﬁ?li A 2 D= 515 ANOVA &% &
» B85 TOng,~"50ng,~"100ng, v "200ng , &= = > H T P48 B, %

TR | chd Bk fo TS BIX PO | 22T Fr Tk d A
18
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BF %K (p>0.05) o BT E #r4t4teh 1400 Ng | o2 % 0 I T3 G | i

B2k 2 THRPIES BIXFIHIHE | 2223 (7% T r 2 E LT » F(2,6)=7.54,
p<0.05; F (2, 6) = 65.36, p<0.0001 - & "H&ipl4a5 ] | o0 Bra % Rl AE T & F

(p>0.05) - FH * 31 Erxkp e FRFIGP F - I 9pH(F- &% 2)% 5=

FHRF(FI 225 )P THEFEERE LY I F £ 3 (p<0.001) -

= F &S BM RIS RIERP 3 A1 TER S &

Bl 5 BIMi: » o EBP 4R 31 e R enB 3 &% o & % - 5|3 ANOVA % %

%ok TBM & Tadsp ) ahi Bxek o TBIMX #8223 (8% ehd 5% >

G AR ERE(P>0.05)c T R S L 0 A W] ARl SRR RS Rl

TR AEEF LR (p>0.05) (fiték-Bl= A B)-

Bl- TRBMEF RSP, aq| QP p FHLERERE NPT -B- AL BAY
Sidledod sk btk Rl iR S - 13 ANOVA %% 87 »"Veh, 24 T
BlAaA R 2 TR | A Bankde THRBIHES BIXFI90E | 2 23 (7
YEk o W A ¥ L E(P>0.05) (B= A)-TBIM, ‘b THipl4aS B, chi Bock i
BME KT >F(1,8)=9.67,p<0.05- e T4 9375 | chi Erc% 2 TIPS B X
FILODRE ) 23 8 T %L L F LR (p>0.05) (B~ B)-®- Cin ek
FEEF R OTIOE R P R AU RS O R R R
3% £ B (p>0.05)

2~ FEz % d-AMP A3k 1T g %

B~ 5% 16t d-AMP $351 4] v £ hB| £ F B % o 47 FHE o d-

>

MP Ziwh (5 p|>r E e i ftdg e T RF R 2 (7 - F]3 ANOVA & 47 » %% k7 [ 4 3|

ek

LB TR i Bk e TERRE X B R 2 2 e chy B o b A

¥k #E(P>0.05) c 4Bl AL D RIRE - B E 2 AU A RE SRR Rl
19
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HEPER o R AR T T HRESFR T Img/kg | e B ts R B g Y E b Aot
R 50T - 2L $ 4 erdBd 0 t(7) = 2.22, p=0.062 ("HéxFl = C) - H 4
Lt T A SRS AL E KT (p>0.05)

B4 5 d-AMP 3 %4 4| QP p FPE e 2R hP PB4 AT DA
B 5 d-AMP 7 3R et fe iRl 4 ) enfs BEEAE S R % F15 ANOVA 5% » B % K7
"Sal, it TR Rl 2 THIADRY ) hL Rtk REFF RS
(p>0.05) » Mk gl 3 Rl X F1 R 4 2 23 £% L pd i F-KE > F (2, 22) = 6.05,
P<0.0l-cH ¥R ek FRAYP H =2 X FYRIM(PI 2 L5 2 )hls
FilpEgEg £ F L B (p<0.05) (B4 A)-"05mg/kg | &t T&plEs @ %
THIGPRY ) el Bk fr TR RIS RIX IOV 2T T %o b A

oK (p>0.05) - BT Hipld S B, hi BrekABTE E L & 0 F (1, 7) = 4.90,

p=0.062 (B4 B) -"1mg/kg ; et THipl4a 5 ] | i Brck 2 THRipl4 5 ) X419

IRE 2 TR kR E KT F(1,7)=15.09, p<0.01; F (2, 14) = 8.31,
P<0.01 - "#]G3" 8 | i Bra %k P AEH F L R (p>0.05) S H » 3 &k

2

FRAIGH 2 Z419pE(r - R85 = 2, 2385 2] 5T 28252 2)SiFE
PEAEg it £ ¥ 2k F L B (p<0.05; p<0.001) (Bl4 C)-T2mglkg | 2t "R 43

Bl i BorkE R EKT > F(1,7)=11.99, p<0.05 - " 4] 52 | e & »c %k &2

THeplda s RIX A1 RE ) 223 %% T %Y LG EHF LR (p>0.05) (B4 D) - B
t E 5 L@ AEF R T om e o 2 H 515 ANOVA 4 s e o ¢ enf it e
BHEL R REET THE  PILBEEHEFLE > F(3,104) =35.26, p< 0.001 -

EFsvio FmTSal ) es w2 d-AMP 72 R &£ 22 BFenid By Ehgs kf

(p<0.001) -

T~ F e el IR Y 5 d-AMP e 15 17 E el 5
Bl %7 BIM L~ b RIERPE S £ B vt it d-AMP $ 38 419 (£ 4 58 § B F -
20
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Bl AT P ESF JLEbn SRR ESRFRDOIPFFEGZ 75
ANOVA 447 > 5 F TBIMX % i8] ) 22 2 3 8% chd s ¥ -k 5 F (1, 50)
=4.32,p<0.05>"d-AMP ;~"B/M | &7 T tsp] | 3 B % A FHE 23 8% chi B
TRt EEF KT (p>0.05) B+ BERFHRE P F T EL P HIBET L TR
AR BTN ER RN IR R AD R T ER R R o - 7S
ANOVA # B %3 » 54 TBIM, i B ck E 8 ¥ kT » F (1, 50) = 4.32,
p<0.05>"d-AMP | ¢hi & »c%fr Td-AMPXB/M | 2. 2 3 i¥% Y s A Z A E L B
(p>0.05) - #* ¥t L e b EFFe G HaF AL Y H-o kAt Ty % BT
"B/M-0.5AMP ; 2¢? TB/M-1AMP | &2 54|98 ¥ S FF B8Rk @FR
BB 4 0 1(7)=2.46, p<0.05; 1(9)=3.91, p<0.01 » # 7 &7 ‘o LR B 1 fe st fad =
CPP- Hipr wu|tih 2% % AEF LT (p>0.05) - érBI AT FERF e
PR A e B R BRPRRIES RF TR o R S HIKR T RES TR
"B/M-0.5 AMP | et jppF (F G2t B4 pe i fq en R 3E PR R 4 00 B 40 fie 48 cp

B > 1(7)=2.52, p<0.05 (*44+ 817 D) - TB/IM-1 AMP | i3+ {4 Bl P t B b et 48 e i3
PR 5 ¥ — Rlehzbpe ¥t 4s 0 1(9)=3.93, p<0.01 ("B I F) - H4p 2 et th T8
% % A B F AL P (p>0.05) o s BIM L~ ¢ RIERYE cdp AR 42 (iR - A L B) o Rl
"B/M-0.5AMP | 4r TB/M-1AMP | & % % (B> 4k R4 3 RIPF TR S tHh 2
FHEE T AERF LR (p>0.05) ((exBl- AL B)o

B+t - 5 BM > pEBEEH 9D EF d-AMP 318 7 5 F& & % L o

o BlL- AT FAW L bESEILE RPN NFRIESR; &% - 75
ANOVA ¥ 2% » 25+ B - ATVeh-Sal |, 2 & TH#iplHa R/, 2 T4 0
3 B2k e TIPS RIXFIOPRI ) 2T 0 L% AR F LR
(p>0.05) - 3 H+ - B 1 D 2 i+ - F:nz 715 ANOVA % 3 » %3 [B/M-
Sal |~ "Veh-0.5AMP |~ "B/M-0.5AMP | 4= TB/IM-1AMP | %= & » # T ip[45 5
] | ehi 2% A E KT 5 F (1, 8)=7.11, p <0.05; F (1, 7) = 34.55, p <0.001; F (1,

7) = 36.83, p <0.001; F (1, 9) = 25.46, p <0.001 T 4] 420 gy | chi & 2% &7 (il
21
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A RIXFIA R 2T v SR 2 F L L (p>0.05) - TB/M-Sal, &
i TGRS ) il Rk ABTHIF L& 0 F (2,16)=3.44,p=0.057 - B+ - E

"Veh-1AMP |, ‘e o 317 TRl Rl el ek 2 THRIH S RGP
233w A% ¥ kT o F(1,8)=109.7, p<0.001; F (2, 16) = 7.28, p<0.01 -

PRI | end B2 % ¥ AEHF L E(p>0.05) - SHSA Brakte > FHRAS

i

NP3 THgpi(F- 28522, $238 5 3, $7 385 )N RRHD

W E s T 107 e

W

FRRERSCE IR F L B (p<0.001) - B+- G &
Hroriz Fl+ ANOVA 4 % - w X genim e et & > R % Kr Td-AMP, 3 &
se% %2 Td-AMPXB/M j 2. 23 i7% ¥ v F-KT > F(2,162) =62.06, p<0.001;
F (2, 162) = 7.64, p<0.001 s "B/M | i & »c% p| A iE 25 ¥ £ B (p>0.05) - ‘8 %4 &
>k ¥ T F I "Veh-Sal | =4 w2 TVeh-05AMP | &2 "Veh-1AMP | &z B
4 B it 85 ¥ -k (p<0.001) - TB/M-Sal ; = 4 %] TB/M-0.5AMP | =& B/M-1
AMP | ‘o2 ¥ chi B i A8 % K T (p<0.01; p<0.001) = ¥ ¢ > Veh-1AMP | ‘o :h ka7

EFERETF 52t TB/IM-1AMP | %(p<0.01) «

22
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* N e
AR B A B IR Y R RIERP P A
Mens LR OB Y 2 B 58%% - F5%- R F FAE 9 GABAa X 8 5k 2o Mus i
*oh IR B Pl T E R S > BE AT @Y Mus$rdlt B E S 2 B
R 7 CPP - 4 2% = ;2 £ GABAa ¥ GABAD < 8 5 »c @1 » b p¥B+: » % % T 3 B/M
PR st hRIEBP R X BN CPP o frd SR AFINPE D FiEEE K
tvoo FEZ R A6 d-AMP G 8E T EDR R E 5 BEET P EAHT F
FHENd-AMP ¢ 2251 F %5 0 CPPy R AR X R AFI 9P F iz i EH i
4e o F % jk R GABA #TE W RooHR &3 h RIERH B E Y AMP-CPP g
B % BT L BIM ded] ot RIEBY VO L3Ry ¥ AMP-CPP > @ ¥ jhi¢ * B/IM i
HRIERY LI d-AMP gk i 2 R CPP o 2 gt 2 v BIM L~ ¢ il ER P

it % :§71 5 1 mg/kg d-AMP 2. % 38 & F - e en-T 327 BR3P B 0 o

- ~ GABA # % R Rao@| A > ¢F RIEBY: - 4] (T ¥ i

d R k- 2R B iR FIME L GABA # % SR Fr ] 0k RIERY R
RZFACPP » T MR B Rt ot BB H R L R TR o

GEFe ] RIRPAR AP AR M TS E Y 2 2 gk 32 B TG g
(r @ w4k ~ 85 ~ 422 %) (Gill et al., 2013; Zapata et al., 2017; Stopper and
Floresco, 2014; Golden et al., 2016) - A 3 = ;g% e AR ELITER H B e
hplERY A SRR IR L TR o TR TR S A A HBMA S T
FLOP e, sk ) Z FAEEFHT o @2 F 7 HRIEBEG 4 52 75 58
Je¥ 0 5 ki @ ke TSR i (7 ¥ (real-time place preference) o ¥ p¥
P A (TR B - B TR AR 0 R0 F 1 RFHF SRR G TR
ARG DL LY RFHREF T D TRORRET 0 FRPBENFT
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RS R WA T R R A (o R T E TR O o R R R e st R
BERBS RDR R o FRRAES TP LT R 518 X R ARBT S
BoOMRRALTEESER REEL S F 2 R ROES BHRERTR LR
WSRO SRR RS S EF L o Golden £ £ (2016) 14k {1 g E B i
A & (basal forebrain; BF)3& i1 ¢t g #8845 e G5 & (BF-LHD) » 47 34 24 4 5B T A i3k
514 3 H-be 1] X 17 ¥ (aggression-based place conditioning task) 82 58 - 77 1 % % &
7 BF 35+ GABA I *t RIiB+7 > FE B X R il BF-LHD /% ¢ st ¥ L B h L ¢~ &
H AR E AR o AR PR § BR-LHD B2 ¢ i Rt r g e
e e g S A A R4 5 drd] BR-LHD B SR # R A b B e st oh
RGP A4 o o BF 38 GABA I v RIEBYL § B X B R
THB BB Y E . 2 b 5 BT (A - RITARE fo VTA) ¢ I FF 2z (co-
release)#% "=fit fo GABA I “F RliBF% > F EF & & A4 5@ L5 F i sk (net
effect) » L Fr4| ot QIR codd S5 H > R B AE £ LR - 547 7 5 (Stamatakis et
al., 2013; Stamatakis et al., 2016) o F]* {35 F #EF7 F P > WS RlE e
GABA £ 487 1/ ¥ S BAE w48 i > & 2 3BT P RS e i 5o B
r g (RER REt TSR UP ~ R o 1} R B2 % ArEEor Mus & BIM 2~ ¢ RIEBYE &
FALFEYECPP Pac F12 3% T2 1, s B 72 804 R @R pr o henig
SEBRBE DA S P LY ¥ (Leccaetal., 2014) o ¥ #h > F2bd] &g & T
g e AR ERREFENEE HIOERDEY o - &a 5 o Fil
Hfe¥ten=t Bk 5 > XEARE 5 Y ¥ CPP (Carretal., 1989) » F]pt &9 % ¥ iy £.47
BRI T R EREZ G AL SE Ik o PiERHR Y F
- R R RE -
BHEAINEEY @ ¥ FARESF LT BRI BENRE NS T R

A B EFEARFHRBSAEZ R R ORI MREZEZLFEDCPP
Meye % 4 (2016) 7 zk Fld8 58 Hojiesid 4o N B F 0 3R AL BT A 58 /T (EPN-LHD) e

¥ /¢ GABA #i& 3-v (vesicular GABA transporter) » # 7% B89 sk £ Mt 5
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7 % fie ¥ 45« CPP - Golden % 4 (2016) 1 sk if & & $ope i i BF-LHb B f5 e % 2 32 %
W RHEHHORE LR kA Q}}% F oA RIEBY o GABA X 2 B
BRE THRBEIE ) ORGSO FILFREF T LA CPP ¥4t F % o
TB/IM-0.5AMP | fv TB/M-1 AMP | & ‘& 5 35 B 41 2 18 % 2 4 e $f 4575 =
CPP o F]pt ¥ & F Mus & B/M L » *h plEB{% 3 §2 5859 S b 7 #0308 1 T % FHit
A s WP AL TRY FARBHOS B TR PR B RAEL LM
(salient)¥ £ < #5430 ©

® % kiR B AT b RIEB P B R G 4F T R 0l 8 - Stamatakis % 4
(2013) 2 kR flpr® & 7 5 TH 3 A POl BR(MRNA) 2. VTA 3 ¢ RIEBF: cod SRS
(VTA-LHD) » 513 | & & W@ 32 477 5 - Root % 4 (2014b)7% i 7 4 & f& e
it #& 1& F-v (vesicular glutamate transporter; Vglut2) 2. VTA-LHb g '5 > Zrg -] &
TS EEF S o A Root & 4 (2014a) 5 - A 7 > HiE v A T IE HEA

(retrograde tracer)#f 37 VTA-LHb B2 iz eropd it 5 » 28 %4 SRS 5 374 (24.9

\

96) e VTA 4 5 5 ke % 2 3 VOIUE2 e TH 67 mRNA « $935.48 4 < frdy 02Ut # IR
g H 4 VTA 5 = ixid (g < ch A #5% § £ (Tian and Uchida, 2015) » ## 3 12 Mus 2
B/IM #r#4] ¢k plEBY: il 3 > (A7 avid & VTA 5 = vedpd G5 5 ek L > i
o e AT A fE VTA-LHD ehfd (SRS - R A 2 F SRS ok 2 1)

#2222 X2 CPP - ¥ ¢k > Lammel % 4 (2012) 12 sk 1] i5c 2 B ¢ iR 4L VTA

g G T (LHD-VTA) » & = @ S b o cndide $1 8 E - T 8- B~ 1 3% R LHb-VTA
BT B S TR p BB ITEA T £ N BB IEA T AL el it g 7 5 o

PREL LS o FiY 5T ORI WiESH SCH23390 /2 » p RIMIEEA F 0 g R X
RAEZYEFFHOBE - 27 P RFEERL TS =g o 2 B ALY
PO TEEDE Y 75 o 1RG22 poAET 1 AMPA X RSN LY293558 Fr ] ¢ i
B¢ DHEAYT - kP ok = BreF 0 S ¥ vk & 4 (Lecourtier et al.,
2008) o B2 R ik e § T vk K B 4§ BT B AR Y 7 CPP (Liao et al., 2000) » e & 3

FIh Ry s ERVPGEAFT NS TORERER & TR FEL B ESIE TR
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FEY L SRy AR TR 2 TR SEFITHEFDRTFIZ - o

PRI ehp F P EEE R

F k- k%R % A E 91400 ng Mus j1 o~ F RIEB R X B QP T L E
8 A BeHESMUS ¥ BEL RS FHERFE o BR 1400 Nng | it

B EMA AH OGP F - FHOREE F I XGRS0 R B H

FEB R EdHBABES ML ST T BB R ABRRRE
Wang % % (2017)5 a3 2 A8 5% & Mus /i » *F RIEBY: - R34 ¢ RIEBP & 04

gk ko o F %@ * Mus (0, 150, 300, 600 ng)ic & L b D 2 Rl RIEBYE > TR (T

;H

I A 4menf iy /B EB (open field test) o 2 % &7 Mus i » “F RIEBY: 7 B 5% i ahp
#FFEd R o #iE4 2 e % - % (Tomaiuolo et al., 2014) - iz £ Mathis ¥ + (2015)

Frag & Mus (24 ng)ii » *h plERY: € 4 F % B4~ e & (home cage) {7 & iF #

Ik

#
B oo ALY Y RS IRA-24 ng Mus i3~ P RIERYY § s SR B 0p LR R
v B H FRFRFHEDMUSRIZ s X BENTERBE > BF%- EE- Ko
PR TR TBM ) B F a4l QP F2Ef i aop #2588 5
v B TBM, 22 TVeh | e b EFF i ToF et £2 3 %% %
RIS 8 B P Pt S St RURER S O3 STSE DI S 38
o
Gill % 4 (2013):#-64.1 ng Bac ;& £ 3.4 ng Mus ;i » *} RI$BYE T 38 (7 - /| PFernf
W R BEETEAEOBMII A RIEEP FELROp FHEERFE o van
Kerkhof % % (2013)# * $iz 3 # & 213.7 ng Bac ;2 £ 11.4 ng Mus ;3 » ¢t RliB{5i~ &
RARFNE 5% o R DR R R PR A - RO TR e AT 0RO A
E AR RBIEELRBELES IR G M o ¥ 2t Bressel & 4 (2014)#- AMPA % #35
FA NBQX ix » F RIEBY: » #F X Fehp 3 5 £ # 4 - Stamatakis & 4 (2016)1!
*A A SR A P RIBP O PPN% 0 PIF 7T VOlUt2 hipl T RS A g A T e

735 MRy Bk FERERITRET P Rp F AR E o a Rt
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BEHT 9% F G im0 73 - Reap@ % % % 1 Lee v Huang (1988)
2 Wang & 4 (2013) s 2 SLpsk ¢ RIEBE B R Eehp FREHEH S 0 @ Thornton
F 4 (1990)22 Song % * (2017)e Bk it & P A7 Bk ot RIEBYE 2 22 R P %P H T 5

EH R o R e TN D RIERE i SR B R S A R 2

o

F9 3 - Rehlgk o A ABORC R T RS TR D FEEEEH e o

S d-AMP fds 16) (TE iR
B ok = i % BT VL6 A e AR e d-AMP F 2 515 £ 32 eh CPP o B2 i
AiF 5= FRAF #ow 8 54 d-AMP ¥ 1235 2 CPP (Spyraki et al., 1982; Rademache et
al., 2006; Shen et al., 2014) » e & v 5 ML 5 L IRF - thehf7 2 % % - Lett (1988)
2 d-AMP chE S sk e pEE G R TR ERT 0 A 5 AR PEY RE 0
PAIHESOREY o F AR d-AMP duk B F B % X 5F 2 AMP-CPP 92 3R o ¥
Bzt BRI A-AMP Z P T2 M EB TR B § R R B AT R AT
¥ 8 ¥ 4 7. (Cabib et al., 1996) - Budygin % « (2004) 4 %|i¢ * 2.5 & 5 mg/kg # d-
AMP £ T5 5 T i (73 = e gt - IS B L 3% 24 A, AMP-CPP - R unkorg %
(2006) 4 =i 12 1,2 2 3 mg/kg d-AMP £ Ik 5 {1 it (7w = fedt > 3 R 1 mg/kg
FRAMLNEEF RS BEOES > R E R IREE A ERFLE  HHE D
LRPVEAMP-CPP - A § %= cn3 58 i EFETOFHRERFR P - “,ﬁ%t“
o AT AMDEFER '2mglkg ) X B0 % 15 d-AMP 18 IR
7 & (stereotyped behavior) (t]4c @ £ 454 ™ E) - L < ;g%:ﬂz # 1 5+ 2 mg/kg s d-
AMP % % £ ~ v R & 4 %4 i7 % (Kuczenski and Segal, 1990; Kuczenski et al.,
1991) > @ 3% 17 5 ¥ iy F 3R d-AMP sk B 858 0 38 433 B4 & AMP-CPP &
¥ % Mm(Laviola et al., 1994) - F]pt &+ i & T2 mglkg | &2 £3#iX 7 A5 CPP ik
3 ESE
F o= hiE % BT R B AR S d-AMP ¥ 4 48 RAF 8 B Ef ey
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fFehp FIERE R A > B A 15 d-AMP 2 v;’;&mzﬂ L % — ik (Kuczenski

and Segal, 1990; Bardo et al., 1999) -

=« BIM L~ ¢ RlERE S & Ve 5t d-AMP A HER 414 17 % g 2

e al VNI

F kw5 F IR B/M L~ ¢t RIEBY Y BB Y T AMP-CPP » % £ 8 jpi *
B/M i » *F 3817 & K5 oxia st d-AMP % &% 4 »c# 513 CPP» 219 %= 2 $ 5% =
HFT ] % - R oo F A M-BIM LT b B up AR R B (bl4e D ARE 5 5 )P &
E L XFY H AMP-CPP g4 7 R 8w (hlg kR K p Ar i IRk S 0 ¥t
BHRHAI B N T T ER - VU CPPZ A REFFEA BB PLT N2 R
i #f & ¥ (state dependent learning; SDL) o &4 X8 & & E 4 a3 643k 3 3¢ & F B
Paffad R I FHERFRLRIZNR Y » § 4 LBV EFREIHRBRAL T
AR ERBGPIFFTEFREROI R > PR EH S SDL; 2t pF CPP
A R F R AR Efe P BT a LT HNEFRGRIEIRE R IR
£ P endg 2 (Carr et al., 1989) - Reicher = Holman (1977)4* ¥+ = % 7 AMP-CPP
R FENEPIFL RIS AMP s B 5 F I R X FERAFES RRFHDBRT o

7 AMP X% A2 2 SDL ¢t jg 5 & X AMP #3557 s #: 4~ 2 4 SDL » B & {8 ipp%
IR MR R AR CPP e tp 2 b JUR R RS g b TRk BIMIL
‘hipligtr A 4 SDL e g o 4o %%k S R B A 4 SDL Al § £ X335 CPP - %
E bt andin o WP SRw chig kA d N EL TSk R o R R Y AP M e
WorER o @ 2Ll @ oad EE o FUtdad BIM L~ oh iR ¢ & M vt 4 d-AMP
VOEGEBALL b B B HHBR PR EP AN T L SFOEY A5 o

7R EPE AP EARR Y o p AT R B S ) (TR0 R L i F
FAFEL DR F LT o ApFOT T F o He IO TR ORE AN ERIFT L AR F
PO TR Y ok o P Bt F Y 4T gf(Carr et al., 1989;
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Cunningham et al., 2006) - ;%gc} FaAfEE LR o V- HIFET BTG
AWEGRBEELP Y M 2 7 5 R o Zapata ¥ 4 (2017)#-64.1 ng Bac ®
& 3.4ng Mus iz » “HRIERYY > WeRIALT e R X E e e p A ITR S
ARSI B ER R REF - Gill £ 4 (2013)% 12 4p b A £ < BIM i1~

R FR A REL R AT R AR T E RS o P R ERP

BIM iz » P2 B EFHRBPF U T P WE2 LFF L s o g2k

EA R RAFEATR Y L RSB R AFL AR L LR % D
Sk ZEF L BIM Fred] o RIEBPR BR BRE S 50 d-AMP o E B 0 Blde R 4
#d-AMP 2 (T enac g & o @ R 4t BIM E »~ ch RIERE R £ % #7154 d-AMP
BARBE LSS PR s T ORE R R o B0 4 BWAS Wy B

wa sl CPP -

SR F g FEREE S

FS%w nE % Ao H b BIM L x oF gy 2 £E i b d-AMP 4 % g
R FMEREH S BERR IR TFETEF RV RS FIR
B/M 2 » b ipliB+%:¢ = 1 mg/kg d-AMP 5148 &= (7 5 5 % v £ 50 o Aa Gifuni ¥ £
(2012)#r4n &1 % 382 5 1 mg/kg d-AMP e 3¢ “F RUEBPAR § 2 X i 2 EH 2
% 3T Ch RIEBYE BAR 5 (Sham-lesion)2. X ZEenF 5 F R E o Pk B E i ;F*Je HFFT
THFEF KO T N FART DPHRDEEFLRRET ARG M AT
B E I e N AR et R e SRR 0 TR Hre T E 2 RPIfE T
BIE ;@ Gifuni & A Pl P A A Bkt RIEBY > T B B 4 RIE TR
B ood It sl PR A MR BT i R S Sen e f (7% (compensatory

mechanisms) » F]# &% & 83 F 3 B3 APl R Fl2 - o

o~ b RIERP § T v A
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P G R g T RIERP O AR T ALY B TR e T
Tligc® B ob RIERY: > ¥ drdl @ % § = vRendd 55§ (Christoph et al., 1986) ; & &8 3%
Bl e plERYE > R4 ¢ % F T kgl 5 A% $ £ 3 4 (Tian and Uchida, 2015) -
Bromberg-Martin % 4 (2010)45 & § = "edd S A ¥ 44 30 Q grcnk A & 7 e i
Ao U RER FREBHI RGBS o - KFend TR g AR pobInggeen T4y
BiE o BRI AP RPN RER S TR AR IR R
Mo F 2o IR B > L 3E F T el A g d B IR h R
o FIF I B2 M e S E (b P EY 2 LEFL) V- Emi e
A ST AL B opk vh 3R e T 5 g F 4 (motivational salience) b B 4844 Tl &
F o 2l et 3R (bl e ¢ B IEE R BB > SR S TR S AR B R

G g > FIN A B EE Y R e dE 7 5 o AFTF 11 GABA KT R R | e o)

PIERFE > PIT R P RG S T e A chE B B 4 o AP E B AR B e

T G A2 SFAIE B o ek [ SR A TERE IS The R k) oo
P PR EE AL RGP F B8 0 R EFE 2 CPP e i it £ Mus & B/M

H it o~ b RIERP: &%) 4 CPP s Fl2 - o BIM L~ RIERP: S & % i1 5 d-

AMP > faipl @ B 1 5 Th s & s en? = s 5= o R B rp ¥ & 153

%o iem YW CPP e F T B KT R - B IRE

A kAT

FEAFT ST o Hibik* GABA SFR TR/ ~ ¢F RIER & S LRI 5 d-

it

AMP > ¢ &3 £ %32 2 CPP o e 8 %1 B/IM Fr4| ¢t RlE8Y % & % /15 d-AMP »
TORAE L AR 41 TR B Y ok o PP RS S L A BB sk 3
Falgy i d T R e > £ BHWA L Kep g Bk a 315 CPP(BI = A
IB) e RERAFT IR ESETAZHETZERX > Fli d-AMP 2 8% & § @ i

g s BBH B oy R E S (b4 ¢ & % )(Sitte and Freissmuth,
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IR T i B en

-

B b T MAp B 2w 2

2015) - @ ¢k pl¥BfE B S

Eorfod flap) - A

RIEHR o Rttt R K E G A

5@ 45 VTA ehH g pd 15

AKRFTiE- HEHAFTT PP REF

LB M2 A P (bl

T ohie k kuz B

S04 miEEXROE R RRER
GABAa % 48 « GABAD £ H & 5 X Ml f5 (v % o A k=g 7
LI

oA R E R ok B F R
F R o

BIEFEA A

RAEFERY 20 UFRRBE ORTE o Ay
GABA # % 8 3 »&) 2 » ¢

[E::1
TRRFRER ¥ Mus & B/M Frd| o RIEB: ¥
Z2E8Y > e _B/M L~k RIEBF IR X (T

R EL |

1 ¥ &% GABADb

iF iR #
4 RIERP O S 1 (CE  o p

a
-,ﬂi/

AES 3 O STRTICRLE T

L0E -g_igﬁno ’P’j‘»ﬁﬁi"u&‘g,i

L - "__
St d-AMP il 33 419 (T £ M £ F 0 A7 7 B % BT 2 d-AMP 3 A5 i e

B HHF5E 0 R H 3 S F-3 I ES o)
d-AMP > ¥ 115 »

1§ 2k 4 8 Y @ CPP oy
Yoo e b ikenP Sis S o Hibi * GABA i F i
AMP >

By g e BHEES Y SRR
7 VIR RERPEHP M L v L A aE Y

Sl RS A S A

A IR RN ek - A
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o ¥ BIM L~ ¢k R¥BF R L BT b
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A Microinfusion of Veh Microinfusion of B/M

and injection of Sal D and injection of 0.5 mg/kg AMP
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A Microinfusion of B/M
and injection of 0.5 mg/kg AMP
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