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The Effect of DL-Amphetamine on Inducing Sensitization of

the Acoustic Startle Response

Tsun-Kai Chang

Abstract

Repeated administration of psychostimulants such as amphetamine can lead to a
progressive increase in the drug-activating behavior, which is noted as behavioral
sensitization. It is considered to be a primary cause for drug addiction and stimulant-
related psychosis. Therefore, understanding the mechanism of behavioral sensitization
can improve our knowledge about the mechanism of these abnormal behaviors. The
present study aimed to examine the behavioral sensitization effect of dl-amphetamine,
as this mixed-isomer is widely used in the drug addicts and for the treatment of ADHD.
We used it to investigate the phenomenon of behavioral sensitization and the various
modulating factors of it, such as the administration protocol and the induction context;
as well as the role of amygdala in expression of the sensitization effect. Acoustic startle
responses were used to index behavioral sensitization in this study. We developed a
complete open-source startle system to conduct the behavioral experiments. This home-
made system was verified by empirical data to be reliable and valid for assessing the
startle behavior. Results showed that dl-amphetamine could induce a dose-dependent
enhancing effect on startle, just as the other forms of isomers, but it was less potent than
that of d-amphetamine. A single injection of 5.0 mg/kg of dl-amphetamine could induce

behavioral sensitization after one month of withdrawal, but not after two weeks. Yet the

v
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effect was not very robust and could be altered by certain modulating factors. Repeated
administration of 5.0 mg/kg dl-amphetamine for 7 days induced an immediate form of
sensitization with an inverted-U function, with startle augmented at the middle of the
injection period but subsided at the end of it. A delayed form of sensitization to the
repeated administration paradigm also developed after one month of drug withdrawal.
By comparing the sensitization one month after the induction, the sensitization induced
by the multiple-injection paradigm was more robust than that by the single-injection
paradigm. For example, the effect of the multiple injections was persistent by injecting
the drug at the home cage such that the context between induction and challenge was
different, while the effect of the single injection was abolished when the injection was
given at the home cage. Further, the delayed sensitization induced by the multiple
injections was impervious to suppression of the amygdala with lidocaine, while that
induced by the single injection vanished by the intra-amygdala cannula implantation
and drug infusion procedure. These findings suggest that several factors must be taken
into consideration in analyzing dl-amphetamine-induced sensitization, for example, the
induction paradigm and the context contingency. Further, a habituation process might be
involved in the multiple-injection paradigm that resulted in an immediate form of
sensitization during the induction period. These results could contribute to our
understanding of the neural mechanisms underlying behavioral sensitization and be
applied to clinical practices to minimize the potential negative effects of dl-

amphetamine for its therapeutic use.

Keywords: amygdala, addiction, withdrawal, context consistency, rats
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o
i
EUIAS
~

ARATCFU AL A R FEZAT o B LI A
F R E - $5% T8 (context) ~ ™ % [T F i ¥ % (Carr, Ferrario, & Robinson,

2020; Cole et al., 1990; Kabbaj, Isgor, Watson, & Akil, 2002; T. J. Phillips, Roberts,
=3
AFFE A S B 2 (TG E) 0 B e TR T 5 iE & W ehp S BB R E

PR PUIELR > BT T EET REFHF T P FF o 5 58/

75 ATt .
C F L MAZR (T B RATH

E"‘T"g‘ﬁﬁ"‘&"[f%py_ﬁ TAF LS B ¥ 51 (7 5 RATY > Tt A S #ic

GHTY P /Fﬂ?ij AR LAFELISL B o X9 & Robinson ¥ 4 (1982):h

TP R N & - Aok b HWF 518 & B AR (7 5 L (rotation behavior) s
BRATE > Pk T AR D 0 343 o H B RAT IR G Bt

& e % ¢ 4 4 £ 4§ (Chinen, Faria, & Frussa-Filho, 2006; Robinson, 1984;
Vanderschuren et al., 1999) o % i ¥ =/ 84318 chR AT ¢ X PN 878 £ R

2> Paulson ¥ Robinson (1995)%= 7 # f|* H =t 5.0 mg/kg % 240 &3 b4

Lo BAERD 02 R BRG] WIIF RO > FERE3 2R R% R
TONETH R B BB niF L RAT S R H W FERE S Ao B R

4 g% ~ » K G % (T. ). Phillipsetal., 1997) > 112305 7 ¢ fLm 2 F3H =
1 & e & (Kolta, Scalzo, Ali, & Holson, 1990; Paulson et al., 1991) -
FPRRAEARSE ARE LR s PR A D ELRATDFIHRDILIERY £
AL g0 R 2 RAE DT L RATI o g E et o IR E I R
HER P AWERS D 0 BF 5 LRER R SR E

A
F
o WEF ERecE B A Bb 4 B+ if 5 (Cleck & Blendy, 2008; Wise &
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Koob, 2014) » F]p* 1% 8 =i st o7 B0 LB R R % 20 3 i ) i 20 R

F B e R o T PRI R R AT Y BT B S engE vt Bl & o

N YT

RAETI

TS

f P BRSO R Yt R LR, VARG R E AT 0 - B4R
BEREFHEFOE LR JERBFEN T RECPIERBEWRERILT

S (open field)) » @ A 7 HF AR, PRERBE Y R ERAM 0SB LR o F
Sl d <« AR ENRBEG@RH)EL T FiLs > MEZREEREY A
4 5 it (Tirelli & Terry, 1998) » 4 Fl& $43 4 B eha 1 Rac i+ $ b Hock
(Bell & Kalivas, 1996; Bonate et al., 1996; Post et al., 1981) o
B F) R VA EE Y e BN F P AT (Barnes, 1988) o A E 4F i1

BT B anE AR BT AR S 7 & 4] % (classical conditioning) ¥ 2t X ¢ ke
(unconditioned stimulus, US) ~ &4+ 315 ek B R X P 5 2549 F R
(unconditioned response, UR) ~ @ $2# F5 0] % 415 1] (conditioned stimulus,
CS) - 3 #VrERBEHEHREL > AR -EZBTTTEESF LS. FilFF
¥ % 4] 9 & Ji(conditioned response, CR) » F]pt 5351 ) F & 5 X 5 B iR
BRBEEFafid > AARDPIERF EERDNERIF aRagit > H 3 T
HEBERL - F M {Epnkma &2 iE 2 Fr4(conditioned inhibition) » 1 7
51 eniT 5 4 "% X (Guillory et al., 2022; Vezina & Leyton, 2009) - 5 ¥ =%
W EHRITCDEL PR RRP > BBRTEL? > REEV RN F
% IRagiv end & F]Z (Robinson & Berridge, 2008) -

%”ﬁ”k%4’ﬁ FF 2L TEEHEF BAES R o R4
(stress) B EH PV L A 4 R RAgi > A D EHERF FHE O B A8 §y
AR I F R ERA S ASFER A FE ¥ & 5 % (Cruz, Marin,
Ledo, & Planeta, 2012; Garcia-Keller et al., 2013) » & o7 & 4 313 chikag it 22 & §»
G5k 5 3 4 2 erdd (5 3K # (Saal, Dong, Bonci, & Malenka, 2003) - # %‘r%ﬁ(novel)&
Begrbp gt g R FJo %%¥ﬁﬁ§§%T%W%ﬁ%@§ﬁﬁ

3 X% B 5 7 (Badiani & Robinson, 2004) » = £ 4 635 51 54T #do e B 307
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REDREERE > FHPERARA F D F7 SRR REA

(Trombin et al., 2018) > ig» # MR L PIL AR HER L TREP L1 F

P31 Bt ERA) = 3R A it (Badiani, Anagnostaras, & Robinson, 1995; Wise, Gingras,
& Amit, 1996) > #7348

EROEFRENEFRT FIFRAF o FREENR
Aritend e 3 B %5 L g A E 7 SR ik (buspirone) & fh # E o

% T (mirtazapine) ¥ #r] % 2bis & 87+ o dk 51 8 eh3R AT i & I (Salazar-Juarez et
al., 2016; Ff g 4+, 2002) o

WA i B (R S RS R R L 35 5 E R ¥ DR
PR B RRE L RAT A8 2P 155 47 L F 18 (corticotropin releasing
factor, CRF)¥ 314 B 4 7% 2L e * 5 4a7 i (Cador, Cole, Koob, Stinus, & Le
Moal, 1993) » & 2 ¥ 47§ L B8 % cndE4um| ] & prd | B 4 5148 o7 5 Ragit
(Cole etal., 1990) - £ % Fit 4w (2002)7%7 7 £ - & 7|9 B4k I g Rag
%’ﬂﬁ&%%ﬁ@?%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ@ﬂ&?%iﬁ%@ﬁ%&ﬁ%m’ﬁi
75 RATit A 4 B T EHpREAE L R Jiga PPEL AR
Foo GldeA T EE DR FIZ T EFEF BT M o 380 [T

RAC PP o A LY B R BT b

‘K% =
<
= .
Q
g
]
=
)
=]

et al., 2020; Livingstone, Harper, & Gillanders, 2009) -

=¥

A IRATIY 20 G

»
Lt}
X
N

BAELS IR > BRI E BT A F T R SRS AT
FOR R AR A S o EAFA M DB R R g h TR

BB G BN EZR R I AT

o

Bk Rgd map b BE RS TR A A 4 RATVARDE I EP R
Friveni 5] 29 S RIBE R (ventral tegmental area, VTA) 2 RIE 125 & 4 8] &
EAMTANEPRH RS ABPIGIF DL R EHERRE RS ES
fligrd w3 CFEHPLFEF & > RAACDERPLE X RKIEF R
# {5 5 = e () e R §(Cador, Bjijou, & Stinus, 1995) < % 1 5 7 % 5%

His R4 RF o3k~ pRwIEERL B (medial prefrontal cortex) ~ ¥ # %
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(paraventricular nucleus, PVN) ~ ;& 5 (hippocampus) ~ 2 % % = ¥%(amygdala){l| ¥
P& RAT A2 23 R (A Steketee & Kalivas, 2011 < )I?vf‘wép)

PP < e R R A RS o 4 ARG AR 6 TR 1~ 4p
BT 3 FhFRRDERGT  { AR FIEY hE BT 32 (Vestin et
al., 2022) o # =¥ & FOASIRREA ST LRI E R &2 R IE P (Steketee &
Kalivas, 2011) » + 7 & = Feen~ & & 55 + W dk 49 M 1] cen it (priming) {8 o
¥ & {7 % =¥iehFos 3-v % T ¥ 3 4 (Neisewander et al., 2000) ; % & $1 5+%
2L & I 2 =952 & fp] % (basolateral amygdala, BLA) » = ¥ 8% + 7 4k = e
WA o do Hoorit > HHR Y DR TS E ST o B A
B A PR B AR Y Y A s 2 %

FEPIREEL P SN 2 A SR NER T 0 SRS T
PREET 5B F S F e R E 5 Dl g U 5 S P E P RAT ek (AL A,
2002) - 22d AR FreTRESR L O PRECPHREL R SPTLT - R0 3
TTH TR CR T P RAaTE AR s vy 5 A R 3R S PR 2t
5 g eniaT it i 5 B B(Bjijou, De Deurwaerdere, Spampinato, Stinus, & Cador,
2002; Pierce, Reeder, Hicks, Morgan, & Kalivas, 1997; Wolf et al., 1995) o d >4 #*
FEeh> A EAT imimﬂf*f#ﬁ%’ﬂ¢$ Bard - RAgie B
BiEARY B RIFEEd o TR AP T AE L PRI R LR EY AL T
RAra 27 Vi eh 2 G AR S R R B RATI A A (8 L s e B R

AL e I o
Gl A5 0 S TS 2 U ES
BRE G X F g ehiE L RAC 0 B - BRI GRS i o
R (75 A AR e AAT TR %”%ﬁ%yﬁ%mpﬁ
e IRAT 2 dpth e AEFHEUF T2 FEFES AR AR L PRIULE

;::“J-EA "P/\ﬁﬂlzﬁﬁ’b};f@; "i 5’ L#F]%ﬂ? %%ﬁ‘o

0 uFEFS
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PFEE LR A FE REAGFEOEL S 'R RS
% 4% ' (rearing) ~ #¥ ¥ (gnawing) ~ I £ (grooming) ~ F vi(sniffing) & & o d 3%
WFETARBUBSEER o FTHRFTERTUA I BEROYETL ) #E2
RS R RS AEEREG 3 R 3 R anE L ERAR S
s = > WPERE R R F» 2 H M Fx(Calipari, Ferris, & Jones, 2014; Gaytan,
Lewis, Swann, & Dafny, 1999; Laviola, Wood, Kuhn, Francis, & Spear, 1995) -

&%ﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁj’éiﬁ T BRI R R T B R A T L ) Blen
B2 (IR FlP s RS RERR RTE Y 7 Stk o A AW
Pyl FRHEOg KEEHra®E sl ipk ~ @ 2% B 5 U (inverted-U)

F A5 B¢ x(Calabrese, 2008) » B cn® & E4 € I F g yF (75 > EH @ F

-~

E R AR B AR R o F AR N 7S B R 0TS RATEE G dp iRl
BAPRA AR FFT R IMG - B IR EERY - BF S
N 1K o

AT RERT > XRGRFFLEEHFEL WX RSB N
¥ BBt ¥ fRd(dissociable) s f8 p 7 5 (Leith & Kuczenski, 1982; Pope,
Dean, & Redgrave, 1980) o pt ¢k 300 F 5 vY » F R > * BGEL 2L H1 6
oo BRRLAGEERR A B A > A L AEFEM S EREAAE 0 £
P &g enpr i B s 4 (Browne & Segal, 1977; Segal & Mandell, 1974)

o

it
R FI A XL GEAFFIH RIS REFE S > F A RAFA
SRR A REEFERHER B I -RAFERS] P REERFEORS -
LEFEAAMEES FA ARG AREETE AFERF Y ap I & PR
I (T 5 IRATIt ek I (Browne & Segal, 1977; Laviola et al., 1995; Mueller,
Kunko, Whiteside, & Haskett, 1989; Segal & Mandell, 1974) » iz F] &% AF’K gig =7

o FE g Hk R - o

10
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£ B EBF B 5 R 2 B

%\
ASY
ks
_\g_.
L3
=N

i A S
ag 7] Flgeers | g B4 B FANE IR O 4 F 2 e o B B s
J® o % % RS (noise burst)s 1 F s o BB A BSIEF 2V ERE D
BERGET R NI REYPTHRY BV 2RSS B R ER TR
g F s(sensorimotor gating) »© » ¥ # i LA £ 2 g hds H #73] (Bradley,

TR - B P E S F L 0 v E R el &

Cuthbert, & Lang, 1990; Geyer & Braff, 1987; Geyer, Swerdlow, Mansbach, & Braff,
1990) » & sRagit > ARy 4 BR LAFASE 2R 7 518 <) B Ep
F g enik ag it (Kokkinidis, 1984; Kokkinidis & MacNeill, 1982; F# 4g 4+, 2002) » &
%%&’Bﬁu%WF@ﬁﬁ%%H%ﬁ%@ﬁpiﬁ%*&o

RTERF BT 855 53 dpthndi e L ERF BieR T R
REREH By ﬁviFé‘*”ﬁﬂ ?mi?'lfé_};},%?ﬁgfﬁﬁ’éﬁﬁ?riﬂi%lﬁlp\
AL U RS D TR Ao B R L B bop g ey

FEARE a X200 SHEFRF By 2% g F RN na Y
(Davis, Svensson, & Aghajanian, 1975) o #* * » FCAL Bwr A s edd S48 4040 4 E
Booe g é)]%ﬁgé‘. A B F = oo e i (Gomez-Nieto et al., 2014) » @
-~ Ry XA FRFAE > ot 58~ B 8 2 W §E E ¥ (Eaton, 1984;
Koch & Schnitzler, 1997; Li, Du, Li, Wu, & Wu, 2009) » igd % B2 L5k 2 A0
A WL L ES
%WF%?%$Fé%%ﬁiﬁ&*£WE*’%ﬁﬁé%%ﬁi%*%
88 hp 3 |45 § (spontaneous activity) » @ BB F R F 58 b A S 105
o Ft ERR enakagit Fop e BAREOT AR Dlgs g (7 5 e o
qu,;ml Fk fiF L RAaTi dphi £ = B
SO ERE EL S TEERF G RES T B Gp FE
5 R o Jgrmu AT B i bts VI S BT R S AFRE
RPN NEZpD HE > T EERBARE G AR TR
RIS hp FHER o LR E R e Pt B R A FEF L) R G
Fa@db o g T B RS AP R -
Ho o~ B R R S8 Al > Fpt T K- AR (7 S 34 17 (behavior

11
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execution) s % b= H & o Poulos & Cappell (1991) 32354y 1) # b 2 125 45
fie 48 $1 e $ 1% eh34 {7 (behavioral contingency) # " & 4 o FUFHE & b > PR

¥ Fuk % 2% % (anticonvulsant effect) » & Ak B RlFE T & PR E AR

RLFE o B e g Flad IR brE 11 F 2 F R R R A %A
o R g A 2 PP FuR 8 ok had # 2(Pinel, Kim, & Mana, 1990)  #f52 ¢9
Peks VAR FHRY FR O BFRABLTH BRSO F L FHE
o b e5 e2(apomorphine) ¥ % L1 f s fode m iz BIL DA ¥R AR RS 0 P
{8 § &2 &4 {7 5 kagi (Battisti, Chang, Uretsky, & Wallace, 1999; Mattingly,

Koch, Osborne, & Gotsick, 1997) » & 3 7 & 4 #7313 7 5 L R BRATI 07
e
T B E N e P a BRI AR B E AR BT SR

Bz B F i RETST AN R FERET L FEEY
FRREE ZRAT DB o BpF € b f v 8k i T 43 5 (Cook,
Hawk, Davis, & Stevenson, 1991; Lang, Bradley, & Cuthbert, 1990) - % %E}PF &

Ty PEREgRAF EF o d RS TARG RS R R R
Bl o 4okt g > B KA TR T S B R b B R B

LI R DI ET RATT 07 4R 3 E R (B4R, 2002) 0 FIUARER B (7

F TR

s B BAS T 918 RF T 45 B F 4 (emotion salience) © Fr PF A AT B
b B 2 PG e oo S48 (Ko & Faber, 1996; Rosen,

F RS

Hitchcock, Sananes, Miserendino, & Davis, 1991) » 4% & 7 &% 2 =53 & B Rt F
eI AT 2 f23) &gy o

REMIFL  WMRIFFLEZFEEpFRE > UEPF RITLF S
REC i RLFRIBR A EFLIRAE CFRERZNE BUONEF &
FEBERAC S LEFRE o AT AP RET 23 Mitlde (2002) 5% 5 o
FI% LB F B BRI L N SR PRF . FEAY R
AR o PEBHMESF BOMESR LR AT BERE TR
o WS L ISP ORE 2l ARATT ARATERF A S o FiE R TR
B RATI A 0 BRI IT R T L R L BN E S S
Fe) & (3 f2(Kilts, 2001) -

12
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¥ FpF kLS

AT R g BERR ORTE LG ReE Sk A B RIENE B A 1
GRS Fpt - A B EN S BRERBAFEAL AR
o GE R G BOERE D LHXFIENRY F G R A
BORET TR R ORE 2L A5 (T S R AT 2 v SRR

ST nEEERE Rl S B s R %

L2 FER RIE kB AP OER > G R AL AR R

™
o

% h® &k 5 (SR-LAB, San Diego Instruments, San Diego, CA) 5 & » f/ £ & =<
Food B kA2 M- R AR g bldek B
FAREEA E c RER P REEIT o L £ R PE D 3% A bt
*.(accelerometer)p| & Bt £ ¢ ¥ KR A Boteid R § X RA 2 BIFR R
é@ﬁﬁ%%&@ﬁﬂmﬁﬁxﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂ°@?ﬁ FRARAPFAR A DT R
I TARG > BT RE 2R P e RS RAPE A E L A T AL 2 gk
v H 3¢ iE R H (arbitrary unit) & ¢ H #icE o B v R0 - 7 A AT
REZ L > d W@ RAPIEFH2 @ R Y AL RETRD 2 KE
% (calibrator) 2 §° ji ) 34 Fe o o fhd REE S SRFHRE S RY FRZEES
S REBAREEIS RGP ERKEAL HAP AT LREALS
BRI E S B T B AL 30 8 REL R 7 R
2 R e EE o

Bl 1-1 Bpon % &k sid v B EFpfanfE et o BY & - B Rt iRl
BRre g MM ZGFhrfskw/isoiBE  PrEE? L 580 ET42 T
B2 600 & R g eAfE B LRl 0 U R 1 T A e R E B S (5 en
HBE P REEEOG00 F REF)F - LLIE FRFAT B EM AT %D
RrgeEt  HE ¥y BAG0 v aFpfat Ay E iy L4
(tspr(110) =-2.39, p < .01 ; tspr2 (110) = 4.66, p < .001 ; tsp3(110) = -4.26, p < .001 ;
top(110)= 128, p=10) » 37 357 & s A AL+ chd G H 3 L2 fyo

%O R MBI A o B R 0 B ARG REL R
ZEE

B R T IR ERAE S PR RARS BT T
REEL AR VR T F B R RO R R SRR T RS
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R ik B o @ WA e bl L

SO RAD Y B RFL N AP -

%igm},éfr%""ghj%??ﬁ

£
2 HHMY S
% 3F 5

B AR &

FAp A PR E L&
FER AR LR e - kP R E
B o R

¥ ) %
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B o A it * 2 ARy v 303
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ERNR R S s I

SDI Calibration Result

Bk feAp B 3
EIRNE R N LR 7 I w},gg_
7

’¢ P ]
5
ROTIE

FREDEHF R, S
BIFEERE g

~(load cell) » I ® #7i¢

hPER PO RApRT

AFEZH 3D G P AR R g R R
Erlicdy 4% 3% 75 (Python)»

B L VR e

R e LRI R

SEAN RS =% BU I A
b Sl R R RIRAT ok o

chamber
1

—- 2

- 3

4

e 2R %
< 625
E
s
)]
L
Sao
= 4 620
a
E &
< 0
c E
SIS
2 615
W 1-1:
R ¥
B2V A
IE °/H$"€lv"

T T
Before Experiment After Experiment

S E RN S R A Fo R
oo B ERORRRE R OREE L R TR
AT AER 0 S R S T 39600
SRR ABLRRER  HARRER &

ZEAP )
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AEF LB R RS 2R b R R BRACE £ 7
PAGFEPEE THhHLCPREEHTRAACARDFNES 0 11F 2
RS L2 P 2 RRIAT R DERF AR I8N F R R

;\)K

BWHleIZf2 o A AT L2l KITE RN EFGH Y -ﬁfﬁ'— 7 i
A IR FES o 8 F LR R 2 B (L
rADSE AT G E R e FEN I REEE RS &)
FUib Atk TR TR 0 AR B P RA R £ 1T 818 7L RV

HAWEH - 2R FOERF RRGE SR T EE- LA R%KBEL ok ©
FRINAFLZE LR &Y o BRETE? ARG R DERRIE
HEPE RER ELART AN mE RS SRR REREE > LR

A E T LR
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$o% BREFRFRineH

AP - WA L p l- B REDRE PR RRE S d et b
CER TS CIS IO S

N

GE2 M & B Y AT i
FHHRET IR T eRA- R7 5P 7y > 8
3D Er A& 85 B 0 BEB k Sua B 3R 4045 (open source) s B 1 E B A7 5N 4o 1Y
A AR EHE B Ao A NERI B REE(LYT 5L M)
e f*“p?i'ﬁ*' T FEEe i FABER AR L R 2 B
BIEE 3 BIERER RS BREE 4 BB E TP TR S AE
W RARL T A U2 6 F R R o o AR AH A REEH
BEFALAREAR PR > RS L L AR EA R § 2 T

oo A (LRI AL TP E R Mo AT HR%Y o APRERE
Plenis % L0 EUEPE R A A R 5 foxt PRl R > AP RS L AR P
AR EREEA T L A 0 REA AT YRR R B

R Y RERF P -

»
)
Ead
T
%:‘:
E& \
"
-
33

W2-1 87 p WA B R B2 A 2 2 h BB T ek S
T oA Tjcgrr B FRR T L TR A F BERRY A8 RahER s &
$B5E- wBRA BR BER B HOTREEERS € LI ks ko
R w BT T st AR BERY KRG - o ¥ A2 FRE 2
B g @ 2 B B tlpi-d RS F RS PR ERERETE

%éi%ﬁﬁkﬁé?%}ﬁﬁuﬁﬁhﬁﬁ&%ﬁﬁ@ﬁgéfﬁ%%ﬂ&i

T

l_,t!}:‘/— ﬁ\ﬂﬂ“ ’ﬁx|9-ﬂ—k 5‘u€ﬁ":%§1§ ‘f#l}’ e %Eo
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W)

Sound ’ Data acquisition <+—  Force sensor Chamber 1
generation

L
module ‘ )))

| Data acquisition <«—>  Force sensor Chamber 2

Computer
system ‘ )))
I
Data acquisition «—  Force sensor Chamber 3
)
Data acquisition «—»  Force sensor Chamber 4

W 2-1: Bper sk S AR
A kAd - BRAE LAY PRI RGABE FRTR DN - PR R S
BEBHOE S A BERHPN LG - A2 S ka2 Rl E <
0 OEpE A BRS BRE

e

S

d 3 FE R R A E R S g FIN R TR R RS R
BoenBER LA A Y BTl e A 1T AR 60 24~ F
3 BSOS )ERERARNTIRFAMNETRAIHRRE(B 22 2) &l

Find o FRREAREGAT R TREN PP
s o miEp a2 o AfEF ap ey - kTR TS T 50
2%)-

= X }E’! }&,P E@bka%%:& /P pé‘ﬁ(@z

rTJF'B'_ F—— }ﬁ. ;}13—3}’3

b
gr

=
E

ol
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AR Y 4

BRepliZe » U E R AT REFF OB B FF LPE X RDEFRF &
o X R - 2 Y mRE BE R T A RI RS R A L
Jop i MAFE R ER o AP R Y 2 FRORIE £ A RS (polylactide,
PLA): Rl » 356 3D 76 f W a & (K 2-3) o p ERrRlEg hE B4 ) R %Y
- A E S RAl Y ® et 3 5% (SR-LAB, San Diego Instruments, San Diego,
CA)Z FH&RED T 0 7 FH 600 su £ i p 2~ E(F 24 =) -

PR E A G RINE T FAINAL 3 FF LG IR F ;T AR
FONFRTHRY L AR ARG ENLEFWRE? PR AREL FR L R
BAEKT P E TN IR RSP ES (B 2-3) FRHRLEAET RSN K
Bedy okt s b KRS ERrE A e B A AT 2 il iRR R B R
ot ol RS BR BRI 24 %) Apint BREBLALNERE 0 ARETAT
Fr R g L YIRS R R R S LR o

W 2-3: BavRiE g R
SR T Y R L R R LT

¢ oo
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W 2-4: FHRELRI R
LR G B ERE Y RS BT SNk

R4 BREF

DR S A A o 7 2. j= £ = (TAL220B, SparkFun Electronics,
Colorado, USA) ¥ 5 | & BB F b~ | 2 B4 B B(RI2-5)- e~ 5% L2 R
TRR R AFET R LR mE L TR Byt o AR RIE R DR
BanmEAap It 3 e BRE T (strain gauge)EE = A 27 €T A

(Wheatstone bridge circuit) » § /£ ~ FIf £ A 2 V%P> R T A2 DR gL

§ARIFERPTRE N 6 ST R H R TPE R ] b 5
EHREEE LD o TT R A F AL E

BAFEAFLIRA BRE2Z B AL PRET SR REBEHEY 4o ik
Ho B R A CPEL DR(ERE)L T FRF RAER 0 FEAERES TR
FilragHICG L) WP ISIR -2 FE~TRDRHESFHEL
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FRRITZERTBE(LB 268 1) FIr EiFt ~ag FJF TR iBs o v S
BLRE BE R T IR BITERE &g
W 2-5: R4 PR
B A TR LR RIAR
Red area = Blue area
s
2
Tin;e
W 2:6: FE~RE2 F0F BA LW
EIRFEARRENE IS ER 0§ S0 EARRE T ER L PN £ R0

BlE G HME - 59 AL FPF B FE~E2REKE§4rEY 2
o RS A (SR A IR AR L0k B R L

E E(ed a)EFRCOER(EI ) FRE > FREBERSIE
BFP-T 08T L <o Ben

[
|l

B gtz T

&aﬁaﬂj’dﬁﬁﬁiﬁm TRMEL L S RSB il
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# % (analog-to-digital converter, ADC) & 4% 5 B2 54 FUEFT I A 47 A& F
1% 0 B i B ADS1256 (Texas Instruments, Texas, USA)#-j £ ’uﬁiaa] 3 erE
W R R S B > TG 3 g 41 ® Arduino Uno (manufactured by
Smart Projects, Italy)® (] 2-7) °

ADSI1256 % 24 = et o g i B > H R AT B G BRI 5 1E 30000
Hz> FRFE § pademtcd B> V#3213 643 0 A himy @ o Apias
@i@@;ﬁ@%ﬁﬁﬂ%g%&%ﬁﬁ&%m%Hp%%%K$é4%%ﬂ’
IR mmﬁﬂ MTREF o BT S BFRE 64 B o ANELEITR L > AP
PavpRIlent B REAI2 =25 5 AR 59 ADS1256 B & § 24 i~
fEIT R 0 A U AR BRI R R DS B o

Arduino #_ P % 3F % £ Z Maken) ® (F% + & % 2 * B R4 B
(Arduino.cc., 2015) » Arduino ¥ £ 5 AR P B R EFE-HE ¥ FonlcE o » ¥ #
B~ %%fiﬁisa]*'% His £% cArduino £ 3 2 B B AFTH* EF L
1 Arduino Uno # iz ADS1256 3 B~/#7 5 7 £ ~ cnfic g > & %J I3y etz °

B - i EEE R T 0 ADS1256 Bk (5 o BL € 58 B 7] ¥ i 41 ¢ (Serial
Peripheral Interface, SPT)# i¥ 3 Arduino Uno #775 ° F #L/f i 3 Arduino Uno # 3

7

SR FleT o BT ERR R P s LR EGF o FltE - L R
e € 53— 2 ADS1256 & Arduino Uno % 4r o § # i Arduino Uno Jcér= §
TH - Fpey AT § £ 58 B 7 % £ (Universal Serial Bus, USB)
B-F A ax 3 H 3] T st S /%< (Raspberry Pi 4B+, Raspberry Pi Foundation,
Cambridge, the UK)(®] 2-8) » & 3i— E#eEF >t ? -

'MADE
8a mbﬂlllkﬂl an IN ITALY
& e i Q
oy i :
ﬁ"’“
.

HED@

W 2-7 : g Bk B ADS1256( %)% #cdr 4] B Arduino Uno(%)
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AR

- ERFEDENF AT REET N RIEFIERE R AR ¢ 7 B
Tlgcen T I ~ P PFycsr /B 4 B R B 3L > 2 2 {1 ¥ & iE(Inter-stimulus-
interval, ISI) e & % 3% o Ayt p WenBopl i snd > B H 7 e d) T remE R T L
Pl B BR  epprs o

BEE L i3 M A T (B 2-8) 0 H i 27— AT PR (T linux (FE X
B VAR 4 2 ¥R o E IR R AR MR R
R PRERRE Y F A AT AT B St B AP AME R
7 & * Python #2.;% » ¥ #1452 85 Tk ~ Arduino Uno 3§ B~/& 4 R Jp| B e
PR R TEL BT TR

W 2-8: ¥ 47T T FosE % 4B+

B~ F R HcE R e

RELERF R @A77 - FHOTERT 2 A5 BERET F
AAEYGORPF U FESFOREEFERF R AL TR ZF RN
WAV Trigger (SparkFun Electronics, Colorado, USA)Z # § % ® #75 &5 {1 o
WAV Trigger % 7 iR 3 #4cend 45 50 B (] 2-9) » 8 8L 450 53 342 2050 H,
%%~ et 46~ WAV Trigger & > WAV Trigger # 5 7 F P 3 %8 14 B 4
PLenBf s § X PP E TV ES R B A A & B R L
Tt B 8~12 B i £ G AL EFEY S B RipdliKe

B Tlpeen B H o WAV Trigger 05 RS BEp E 035 F F
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F et B3 YDAISS F ket P2 A 2 1 S e 4
BN RDT f BT 12 TofleN A2 B Do SN F % ¢ ) WAV Trigger
SO € S d TGk SR SRR e

«
I-IﬁU Trque"
robertsonics

W 2-9: 3 #E# F WAV Trigger

A B IR T R B TR 1A S R L
Bl 2-10; 7 Sk BARAPE B4 4RI A 3B 2-11 e 02 A BB dem > g LT fd
TREERTRBREFE 5 FRETIREBARE L &~ F {2 Arduino Uno
fHFEALRUELT HTREINETEIME O F] RELEDHEE
Bix 3 ORE R 0 R f\%“?ﬁ FuLEET @ﬁa?lt". B - SRS AR5 o
S 415 (B 2-11) » M5 7% % 15 4542 Z080EE 01 — SUBEIE 5 WAV Trigger 5045 4
R PR O BRFAS BEEET O OMEFIRELEER S RITRF ENTLES
% 1 Arduino Uno’ Arduino Uno % ¢ B 451x4sd ADS1256 & % i chje £ 7350,
o PEARE %€ 3 % - LS WAV Trigger 2 4 50 £ §) 2 ‘B 5 (55 % RART %
%) 4§ #t1 ArduinoUno fedrz § T ¥ chF it 0 § 158 A 7| it BT
AL @%ﬂ"ﬁ‘ﬁ* P BTE R E RO EE R Y F R D RE Y R DR R
MERHF (R 2-12)
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)
: ‘ ) Data acquisition 1
Sound generation

(]

Arduino Uno +ADS1256

WAV Trigger

)

Data acquisition 2

C

Computer system

Raspberry Pi 4B +

Arduino Uno +ADS1256

)

Data acquisition 4

Arduino Uno +ADS1256

D g AR B L
=

S S AT R TS A g b T

Chamber #1

i

Load cell

Chamber #2

Load cell

Chamber #3

Rle e g TR &

FRe g B R RIE S TRERER gl o § R REFF > F RHES

TG P ed R R SRR e g T
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Startle response
(Force sensor)

@)Data Recording

AD converter ADC converting
& Send data r1\
Arduino Uno
Sound generation
(Noise burst)
| Computer (Raspberry Pi) | >
Trial begin (Trigger) End of trial Time (ms)
0 ms 400 ms

Sound generation

Computer system @ Force sensor and

chamber

—

N
N

Load cell ;

Raspberry Pi 4B+

Ardino Uno + ADS1256
W 211 p WEw b s R FIp RS
R ERE S 0 LW AR S B R TR E R
PR R BEREET 0§ 4] TS RMF R E -
£ 3 Arduino Uno(Bl ® (D) » Arduino Uno T € i% i ADSI1256 ¥ 43 B~

ki

£APRR (R @) RFTE SR HET — 5y LSRR

WAV Trigger(®] ¥ (3)) » WAV Trigger ¥ § #-%-4 AL @ #2142 - &
warR A S (B @) 13l ~ BeanEpe 5 i o {5 % Arduino Uno fcésr
=y TR BT T @ﬁ%]r}"?’?‘" Y (R Q) o BEF IR
%% Arduino Uno &2 WAV Trigger chpF FF 5 e BF > X @ F] WAV Trigger #7%
BRPE G - AR WY BT R TIE R E € 1020 )2

&
(&

o
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192.168.50.83 (raspberrypi) - VNC Viewer
N

Dl@rasobenypn ~/startle ')i\ Figure 1

W2-12: RH%PEERT 0 HOEFPF K

Fo& REEPF R IR
j&-" .“ >

i3

2 p WERF BRI S

HAE Mg} oAER— K 50
B E AT TE Sl

S Bk o AP LA

LAMRE F ATk R
BEEAE R R o A E kAP
e

s p Wk s h
chgg i o

— BHAE K B R B L § BT AR - B MR
BiRlA T HE
_\ﬁ);-‘;,

EN
PR BREDT EEBTAL B

TR B 4T o 500 L EZ BB ENREL L UEBHREE Y ¥
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¥ ST 120 B BREE (G- h ) - E - BERERT > ADS1256 § 1
1000 Hz 5 4 $R4F S $#5~ 400 Ty p chF i o o 2B E R HA T 45 - B
FEhE BT B RRERTLIEBZEEG00 ) SEERREET T E
PER AL S TP 2T gk A B .

= N REES

B 2-13 § b kg 7
F|H 400 & #5p il £ 7
PRETEFIRAETHEART c FHREE A TRE L EHB(E2-13 =

C HS3 BB B2 M 8 60 Hz 224 17 > FIM B ok R T R Flig
FE AR NBRBEINT 0Hz hT B o AA i 6 X TERBE T
o HEPERR E P B 3 0.4% (50042 7)o w}*—ﬁ%&ﬁ@ﬁ?%ﬂ

H

- BERE T AWk ST sD| ik - § AT R
T B g g 217500 o2 anE § 0 Ra Hzbn

FEErTHBERS  BEM BERI LS T T RS Rk
PRk L o B 2-13 ¢ 2 BT 5 T30 BE RS T @RE T s e
P ORETE S o A E S HOTARIRE R R RNH A Y RA L TR
BB bR 0 R TP ARt (signal-to-noise ratio) % g o S A 14 b b d o B g
BRI R R E R RS < o
BFVRITARERE 2 HEEENT | %% > B 2-14 57 2 fp
ﬁ%ﬂO@%Mﬁéaaﬁwiﬁﬁ@oé$@ﬁ%k%ﬂ%@@—¢%i?
B E€F - TARENEKERS > BB > EREMFIFFE D L > RS
FRRApWRFEARIY c FEATFLZEIREETHBZRE > ¢EPFF A2 D5
% (creep) » WE_GITRB RIFRETT ﬁi%] D iE i A o 1395 SparkFun
Electronics (n.d. )3 chE p » AT @ % g £ A B EEH 2 5 248 0.1% 0 4o

PREASRISTRE L ENRARERDE SIRBIEE LI FPER
Bl g I RARRY - XA GE G - URR GRS o Rl L FWDEHS b7

BB T 0S5 RWEE - PR ORBFLF I L2 - o

RBNY o RTRIEY 0 GF R TRR TR D R
oA KRR 4 T SRR TR L 3 B e B - 3R

TR AP AR HARBE F - TehfgEgr > f'p,;'];;npé%gjs G A
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raw result averaged raw result
o 501 & 501
E 0 BEEEE§
2 s00 * 2D 2 500 WMJMMW\N\WWW
= =
2 )
Q @
= 499 = 499
T T T T T T T T T T
0 100 200 300 400 4] 100 200 300 400
Time (ms) Time (ms)
Periodogram Periodogram
> a T > 8 |
2 - 0 BERcH o .
S o | %2 Ty ® o |
L g -
§ © - | ) ¢ - -
w o - ‘..,‘|l‘\.|‘ R P PR R w o - S . |
T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
Frequency (Hz) Frequency (Hz)

W 2-13: #1500 S FpE BT AR
Lz RS E- B RT 20 VRREIEI AL BT E S

HF (2T BN RRT AR P ¥ 60 Hz enP § A3 o d 2T

I

FLP > BR300 BERFIDF BT (w ) TP MY

B TOEF o R T ) BT RASR S RALE M3 S o

Stability test

502 -
—_ chamber
g 501
1
1]
:? 500 —_2
ey
% —_—3
= 499 4
498
T T T T T
0 30 60 90 120
Trial

Wl 2-14: 12 500 5oz BRIz B Bpria 2 A
R 120 BEFEL - F - ER/ES AT B ER -
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B~ BE 8 SRR

RRGFET AR R p WhFpFr B i bl @ HApH IR R hon ik
BlzEe o APl B S SN s W AT LT R RIFI I DB R
Melicid > 2. R ¥ 37 p AT @B AT AR gk o

SR BIE- T 3 ERAuB D p WA ER S Y > B RN S
AR LRI B0 AW ARR R o v Renp R BRIE B R R E

B2 i e o

EF &

ZREFER FFRERFR 1005~ £ L FBER < 2RI R E A1 BB R
EALERBERLEF I ZPFPER I HRE LE1I0BE

WAE o RHREALCVRE BRI T ERNTHEEEFELE T anEA

v

(error) » 8225 1 EREE —FEELE oL P ETHRERREE LT
2EE D —*Z g i #4p B % Bi(Pearson correlation coefficient) > 1 5 & #ic g 114p

Fﬁg I]\i'_ o

I
1
X

Bl 2-15Bgm »x RRGEN 2 R E R T 2384 » B 5 H T 7 b ERH anEL B
SAARE LS o FIGRAFVRPS )P 1% A AP M il > e e
BB R E R EREEE 5 B F DT RAD M (Fohamber (108) = .99, p <.001; 7
chamber2(108) = .99, p < .001; Fehamber3(108) = .99, p < .001; Fehamber4(108) = .99, p
<.001) > #R AL p WenEFp i g RrENE ERFEFELEAAS
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<~ B LB HR -

Deviation from Expected Weight

2_
. - chamber
() 19 P
E _ ____:_.=.-.—-t=‘—'—'=--———-n———l-———-———l-—--I 1
‘5: !—_‘—_.-1--‘ -
2 0+ 2
=
e - 3
m -1 .

T T T T T T T T T T
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900

Weight (grams)
W2-15: pRAEFR AN I FRBER T2 TIOARE
R R B RER M R R ERE R SR E R L L -

FEEd 0290057 ~ 1005 Z IR FRAEEES 7 11 BEFE

T~ R BIREC

BACRRIES P N PR R Y FROp s R sy B B
BB PF R NS JRT RN NP R AT ¢ B ARG
BT g S X EARR g R DB E T o BATRRIES Y 0 AP rip e 0
ot p WOER RN AR RES R L Bk o

I~k

R e A7 arRA RS B %R 1 85dB,95dB, 105dB ¥ 115dB
515 4 9 B3 &~ R E §5F: 430~460 L )nEEEF (R St b L Y =2
F)oFsk A0 HE 25 HFF65dBF B oks hEFMRERY > LET A
4Bl B 15 TR 80 BURAES o & BURAED HEMRL 50T H 0 B 1
e [ E(Inter-stimulus-interval, IS 5 30 f) > = fA %5 % A& £ W[ ER 20 % ~ B3R
Mg B R T B # LT fir(block counter-balanced) 0 1€ 48 e g & B f1ET - R P O7
EANRACES X 0 PR AAFES A RFIRRE - Bps it W EH TS
£ 47 £ 7] % B #ic(one-way repeated measure ANOVA) W $ie % o B3 53 & 513 2. T
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BT F bt ELEEHFLD -

B 2-16 =52 55 AT EBF Br LR > 7 BREFIG ES {lpe ki
SPE o BER g AR e o Bt p WRET BRI R DERR
T o B 2-16 + 5 3 o B3 Tl 5148 B F bt B2 Ti0 R HA 0%
SHT o B3 R AR EREFEBO=1597,p<.01)> L HiBAEF A {7 R E
BeF B B AL T o BEEAE LG - MBS @6)=6.77,p
<.001) o »c BRI HR p Wen AT FAFBATWT T 2 % 0 L fGE B T
BT RDEE G

Startle Response

550 g
. . [
= sound intensity o = 560 -
E 500 | 85 dB o '-'wJ
2 — 95dB 2 H 520
= i — A - . =%
g’l 450 G iy = — 105dB §: g
\
= 115dB o & a0
400 E
7]
T T T T

0 100 200 300 400 85dB 95dB 105 dB 115 dB

Time (msec) Sound Intensity

W2-16: 7 F®FHRAIIFL LFPF BT LH
ﬁ:lﬁéﬂﬂ—%%éQ%ﬁ%ﬂij&mﬁ%k%%ﬁ&Tﬁ§WF@§
Mo tMir AES RAHENF B2 BE BENTED ARV
BAR L PR

¥z 0 8

*%wﬁksﬂﬁﬁﬁwﬁ@fmmimiiﬁﬁ’iu%kwﬁﬁﬁ
BB AR @R g W ke EAETILRIFEY - KT

B S PRR R T 1% 2 1T 5 E R T g S

4?;;

%oif&jﬂmﬁxﬁP"EJ—Lﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ§4+%1%’wm$p
TEL LRBEARL SR ) o AR BEHAS P R LRE
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P REE TV ERIATRIFEOLAEE o AEFMF BOERL 04 F
EAF Rt g s o SR L RIS 0 AR WAL B E £ Rk
g R R RGN L TR ML SRR o FEAN AL R A
Mgt R R A 8 BRI BE R R TR R 2l ersl g e R

s— ¥ YA S
&7 & Ragit o
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S
1Y
i
A}
W
‘ﬂ"
>
(S 1)
1\»
o
P
il
=
-c}

F- & - mppEe

ke
s
£

G

AT 3 % Sprague-Dawley & % 2_ 224 % 9 & f't‘:"a‘?,‘%%ééiﬁ v L8 Bk
s EERA PPN F DT o % M2 2~ p RSP
o FAENLEAECE L E S o R E P2 AR L 12 (S -
BIo CBLRAEH)FF P d 3R AR AR 3R
B 2282 B 0 JRAR AN S50%E T0%; F & k9 R0H e Aty Y o A

i
F_k

P

&

EEBFRYT > G2 EREALBL T F%RE LML el E Y
F300 L EA AT RS ERREIFEFT B P F 2 IR S KB
FRELBCREENZI PE e B R AT ELEGEREN IR AT

FoE R
N RHRRE

Al p B B RRIE L RRE 8 RO E o Pl mE e §
RARF - ARFERIHLE - FRRFIR S AWLAIEA 0 15 AR R
?—’kI@iﬁifé’iéiéﬁhiﬂDﬂﬁﬁUﬂﬁﬁwﬁ%@it£41%f1é
FrEs 2 G M R RA S E SR E 4 RB g LA HEAL Fa

PR TR g B ik B ADS1256 8 G #ci-
WELBE T H L P4 B(Arduino Uno) e # #7F & RF - B Ak Bl
BREARFTHIEIELPTOMFRES LTI CGLE) ZDRT S F e

&ﬁi?%%%ﬁ’ﬁguiﬁ%kﬁiﬁﬁ%«m@mgmmgmmw

800 g)t& it j= & ~ o Arduino Uno ¢ 4% F £ 2B A 4 chT BRI 5E § v i
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T
Y &R *E’ffr B AP RE € 8% - L% Arduino Uno o i #
1000 #% % endd $RAF 5 > 3e4% 400 EFp <~ v B ?%:}HI’F B~ B~ TiEmE i
BrE LA end AT G ff 0 P PF € 518 WAV Trigger 31 50 42 RAF - £ %
FROAFWERTHICE > S pk ovii- LR 2 mBERT 644 RAS
PR Pl e R TR EER TR TS B RS- R R %
3R R EL S SRR WA 0 R IR E (R LA, 2002) -

$F5

75 R * chEL L )% 2L & (dl-amphetamine sulfate salt, Sigma, St.
Louis, MO, USA) > % %+ 0.9%2 i1 &+% 2 @ g @ k¢ > Ef sk R 5 1.0mlkg>
IR * PR Ve bf(intraperitoneal injection, IP injection) > F Sk {54 36 dr el 4 R
(vehicle)R| % 2 12 & H -k o A g p 32§ £ kw9 » £ jivm £ 4 [7 3¢ 5-(atropine sulfate,
Sigma, St. Louis, MO, USA)¥& & jiw{s it 5§ | fi & % (Ketoprofen, Sigma, St. Louis,
MO, USA)¥=3*t 4 g @K@ » 28k R & % % 0.3 mgkg £ 1.0 mgkg ~ 4
15+

T ;1 B (subcutaneous injection, SC injection) 7 iz ¥Z AR P L * G B L
F](lidocaine , Sigma, St. Louis, MO, USA) » ;3 3t fadk & 5 7.2 2 Fapa @ & fird 12

&

% -k (phosphate-buffered saline, PBS)® ~ 53k & 5 4% (W/v) > 3245 3
¥k (vehicle) P 5 FA4 L % 4 74 32 % -k (phosphate-buffered saline, PBS) -

B A pAER R e

RE &M eht v B4 N 4% F 3245 £ jie(intracranial implantation of
canula) > (7 L g > LHFERY € CHR Y F o L EF Lm0 BARL
AT AR R (0.3 mgkg) M RSP EESGE LS RFIEEF E 0 10 44
el F tpps R 4 Ei(Isoflurane, Sigma, St. Louis, MO, USA)#-% EUfrfs - & H

NER R ) Bf AR £ oo ¥ #-H E gt e IR 2 4 T & (stereotaxic
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apparatus ; DKI-900, Kopf, USA) o & jisF 418 » L v if & s 4~ 1% 3 g7
CRFALGHLREFIFET  FEGERFEF L ORE LA H T
F® (bregma) (¥ % = #8 A fRehe = 8L #-E & 15 £ 58 2 23 5L7 &dk ¢ (*HiZ 0.63
EXSPEO033EN)EERZEEEELES AP -2.8 mm, ML: +5mm,DV:
-6.5mm) P PEREEE R A G 2 - 3 = B BR 554017 L 4 e 7 9 (dental cement)

AF 2 AP Bt W TR E o T RSES 0 MR M 12
ERZBSBAHEN 0P LR R EAT N AR L L e

LMMEFTFEAL G > B LT A 3R 2 55(1.0 mg/kg)R K AIE R F o
A REIRERELIC-F O BFGCRARAEFREFST%K

i~ fEN B LSRR

REN B3 2 b AR B 4o 0 L b 0 BT S 4 R Jﬁ ¥ (PE-20)h 2% i 8 51
%+ % (Hamilton microsyringe, 10 microliter) » I #- = = % 4 -k (Distillation-
Distillation HO)¥x » & H v ;% F ¢ JT; TR S RIS I LR Y
*ﬁﬂx&%—*ﬂi%@’ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁgﬁgﬁﬁbﬁggo%&ﬁb%ﬁé
WG -l EEF Fie o Fem S St B Fe s Bl A D S EAK

SEAFERED A AR o AMB Y FF IR F e AMB g o

-%‘

ERE bl g o L BPE %ﬁﬂiﬂﬁa%ﬂhﬂleruiﬁkwm@
B g o Bl R BTSSR Y DA ST o BRI ENE o RIS A

& F 2 F A5 d Meg A SR (microinjection pump, CMA100, Carnegie Medicine,
Stockholm, Sweden)4& 6+ & £ #r & k'fﬁi?’ H-dE LA e B L 45 0.5 fic= (microliter)
ZEFRERI PRISTHR LR ERII O FE L 05T o LR A §
Ry T R PR Y LIRS P LR AT
&@ﬁﬁﬁiiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁgmo

B~ B

Behw R dar) 75 R LB R R IR R R
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i i (perfusion)f2 A > B iR h B R PR AR S F AR RBEAREF o B
R E T A Bt PR L %R T R B R
BEBA LA L Fo R ARABKRBEE2 TRALE HE > 2 10 %45 H
(formalin) s AAph B e T B K> S8 B WA 18 1%
A EEEE BB BN RE T 20 R ABGURS HRRRY 0 FEIRITNIES

W R R 0 BT EE PE R

—ﬂ‘u

A & e 1)

IR R AR X

SRR N RN Sl Al (Ca VN E L papy S A b S I PLap) S K
(optimal cutting temperature compound, O.C.T., Tissue-Tek)z & ¢ % B % > FH =
>4 18 1R Sk (coronal)* w0 E-H 27 2B R 40 fcsk (micrometer) gk o o
5 %_%?‘/}i”ﬁ % &0 (gelatin)z gt * b 5 FH IR I L % 4 2 (Nissl Stain)
ERSG o Rd RIEFRGE L T RRFRA T FO AL TR
PR e o MEMEBRE LI RN 2B P HRAGR RIS
FREF APERERSY ORMEBFIIRERI P CITRERAY R E
>

4
L R NI G IR

*59—

B 3-1: s 8 2 £ 7 LW
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P EFpFREEEER

— TR A Rl

330 REEF B 3h- TRRDOBHLE 2E N FRF LT
gh- 34 X 09T A8 B g R (7T feplzE(matching test) o R F chEE R T B E A
o R BB R e O ER R A PRy TS AR ETF
Bl B o BT TR PR 9 HERITAEF 65 AL 2 HFEE IR
BHF BRRRY LB S~ B E TR0 BRAES ERE O FBR
Aegd g B G 1S 2L PR L5040 & tlEa@ el 30 450 RlRe
Bhsfar Rl FRRedis 29 RgRpEvrdy s 2F2LE
DR P T AT XRBFEFTRRRELEFHRE §RRE L0 RenT o
BeF AR e e O e R 35 A (averaged baseline) 7 T T %

S~ AR A REREITRIEDLRE ERTF RES o
< 5 Rl

AR 287 G RRRIE RS iR B R BilAr (2002)2 A7 o Bl N B
oo BRERE GRS AL A ARG DERF BRERY CRFELRE
BFEIE BB R BRI ¥ - PR RS Ay R 16§ TR 60 S ORA R
Fo B EATE A 30 BERIF R EFAHE  FR-HERELER
ERPNIHELF IR REY > BRFE R OEFRER - BB BY DR

€ 120 SR A R o e RITAEY SRR 32 F & B (kT IRis

5304 %R F &R ET w115 & B o i+ 180 1 Bpr g 38=c 15

20 Bl A B P e B G R RS T A0 B B

5 ko s AR & B 3 (silent trial) o
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Drug injection

Baseline
(30 trials)
[

Time
Acclimatation Before drug: 60 trials Post drug: 120 trials
(5 minutes) (~30 minutes) (~60 minutes)

W 3-2: Bwper RT3 RIBE
2ARNAAER DRDERY R

i%ﬁ%}—k?hlb ol 2 g%:ﬁ’ e b IRAT I ’f”m?gg"é’ "——Fb‘ﬁ" :gg#‘;’él
% ¥ (Induction phase) ~ s %74 (Withdrawal phase) - 14 2 3% &z #* # 87 (Challenge
phase) » %A W AE (S 0 BRCF 2 RRIATIIF 2 PR EF o

F N S

sl g A9 B4 SRR 2 p%-;iéﬁggag@)@; o tn R Bl o B

4 ¥ s:uwg fer BB AREA L PN FHY I ARHERLR
FORERIE RERIRES -FEREAE A0 HERBEHA ML
b g

43D F FK i b e AT Y VR e E AR ¥ 2L RATTC e

\-y\

L‘L
EE
g

2Lt

W’\t

Wa
A

PE O IEHHEY 5 b dz A 0 8 - s (single-injection) £ & 4F i1 5
(repeated-injections) %t o f 8 — JLEHRL T o X9 R4 BE - K% e 4
b R R EATL MR T A G BRI ERLBE - A g e bt
SR R - M) BB R -

I e

SIgH PRGN PSP d AREPENRF P 2 HELE

*

PRHRED - PWHRATFAT LS N & T g FY | (drug-free period) ¥t % 4~

g F A4 75 Ragit 224 M 4&(Paulson & Robinson, 1995) « &3 ¢ > v &
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ERHREPFIFH I (S g,,fﬁ— EEF ol gy A F A9 KRR

WEFEP AL ERER oAU ETREERIF TR T 5 R - B o

NETH SR L RAPRY APLHT 0 AL AR ES RS L EFRF
Mz Bl 2 fask 0 REFHEZE HA S R o Ad X FPRd > K4

B¢ SRR enp s RRRE e B ist > B9 - X1 64% 2L 6 & (AMPH-
challenge)~ ¥ — % Pl/i 5+ 4 1@ § % -k (saline-challenge) *73 =~ & R4FLfF =
PR B X APRIIE T DB R oA BPER > & B ER DA G BI5G -

LEgARLL2EE PR ¥ - XRAREXA RSB REH > AT
(counter-balanced) sV B RIGF # 4 25 d7on %k o (7 5 RATI chfp iR 5 vk b BUH

CHPRGLIOTA 4 ERE o bF A0 R T LE AR ARk
B TR

THRRBEEFE A ERIPERF BEL L H g ik
BERTS A E RERSE o d N E R ¢ R R i R
AR EE A AR A D RS AT & B B R e
FReb* B¢ LR3uxF ehToE (Tt @Rl ale) 735
7% F =t e E B E (startle amplitude)(R] 3-3 =) o & EFRHp IR E R B4R
(2002)2. F7 3 » F A BERF BRREF S 120 B f R T R E
o, TRd H - FFERG 30 BERIBERESTE, TLE LA R ER
L84 7F g s B (change score) © B {2 o H-F & X BLRERICR EE R - 1
B {630 T F =t Bpr i anT 35, W L Bkt b s ¢ (E (percentage change score)

2L 5 =2 ¥
N Fal

b5 BB T 30— 6 30 8 4 B R
F#E5 30 ¥ @ ?%:ﬁ—n e ig T 12

2 % 100% o

IMAREERT oI ERIP R A KL F B G AT

% ## (area under curve, AUC) ¥ 3 {7 5 3 (B 3-3 +) ° FEY AT G 4
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BWERBEBERITA0EHP E BEG TIHRFTLEZ GHELEFY
BT RS fi A I BB g R F L 4000 RS TIRE - )Tk

2 AR B RS CERAEET LTRSS - FERE 30 B B T
s b AT 5 ff 22 ¥ E(AUC change score) ©

AR A LA BIMA —FT LA LR At E N4 B S
KA 2 B PR EETE G AR AR o A 2R p 2 P

bR E AP H A TR S FoR 2 PO B B bl R E TS LR &
A2 RATiv BT ehdp ik -

Eal gy o &L H - 3 sbenE B b2 ¢ # € (independent t-test) Vb & 24
GO R KA ER R B LTERFT LR BRI R
£ A7 R £ % 8 #ics 17 (repeated measure ANOVA) » +& fiiid i = X 3 54% 250 &4t
AR EFR R REZ T ARG o d N X B €SS PR T
g Talg mupr R ES | - F]F R &K% R #ics 17 (two-way mixed-design
ANOVA) > H ¥ 514w w| & 2325 B #79 > PREF QAL B H P #50 LI
TnHE Welch'st # 2(7 B e W PSR HEAE) Vi F 241 & erdt T iR
43 FoRPR AT B F R %&r}b%f“ e s3ENR T p B B2
(Holm’s method) e &t » #73 sz Ag F-R#H p<.05 S % B ¥ 2 SRER -

Startle trial Silent trial
r'y T
Area under curve
# b
(Startle amplitude)
§ — Mean Mean
A
=
Time Time

Bl 3-3: BprF Rt ET AW
L BB ¢ 2 Fopr @ (Startle amplitude)( = Bl & B-F 2 Y ¥ BT 5 ff (Area
under curve)(+ )35 > A7 LB o T35F BE(Mean) 3 400 PN F g
2 T3ms FRE R RAF Bt BR TEE R AT R FRIT
PLARE BB TEOEFRE FLfFA o
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yri FHBE%

Fof B SHRLEWFE BLMEF AW 1

Foh 1 F AR TN St 5 BENF enitiesck > 587 ko
ERE AR M G ARY o LSRR F 2 b AL

“

T~ R HRSE

B LFHF enF 2iu AERS A 6 RERPF Renfi P L9 BiERET
e fEiist2 — 4B R(n=27) % 2L & 3.0 mg/kg (n=06) ~ 5.0 mg/kg
(n=16)% 10.0mgkg(n=16) d X FH LM~ » T+ 0 REL W AT F
PABRLE RS2 LR RS LRERFEGE  FOREF AR
oo G B G- X DT el BRRES > RypE FRPAREAS B TP
BEENF EER ?Pﬁ@i—“&ﬂﬁéiﬁv%ﬁ%éégﬁiﬁﬁé
Pevist s REMES - FRDENF RER - FHRLY 0 F S
kg7 8% & 10.0 mg/kg b+ BE 2 105dB 2 R kS 51 E Bpe R
fo o BaRY A 115dB - 993 8 2 b ik TR T B DIk A 3 B A manE
Bt blpe e S A R R F BARFLR(Q25)=742 (12)=39;p
=238 p=35> A RHREN A BB Re LTt e (lEFELE) T

—=\

PESRARENEE IR AR A MR R B IEE ARG -
oo ¥ FIR BRI G 0 ETETIRNA B R X Hohg B R R(AE
ke 188 X2 & 50mgkg 28 &% 10.0mgkg 214 &)

Bl4-1807 7 b %20 SR EH S HFP L GaREL BT FR AT
J‘%&FTZFE‘QG’J%‘&“LL@ é@my}gﬂti&ﬁ%"(F(359) 341,p=.02) > =@
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AR 7R T - T MMAER L B F (1(59)=2.13,p=.04) - 11 * Dunnett ¥ S # 2
(Dunnett’s test) " $ & 22 4 32 & B Rird| e A Fpt ble R EDLE > SR N
7% b & 100 mghkg B irdledn 2 E LB (p=.03) © 3.0 mgkg £ 5.0
mgkg B RlEfrlea gy L E(p=.12% p=.08)-

Bl428 7T LR EERTL2E0 GREHRAEEFET AT 5 o
RREZEE A A FHERFE2Z 0T c FRELSITDREET 3 BN D A
T oo fAreRiE £ B E R F(F(2,37)=53.90,p <.001) - Dunnett ¥ & # T %
Brom > %258 H 5.0mg/kg 2 10.0 mg/kg & Edd AT g ff 2 i) E_JF’{

B2 Fbothp<.00l)> #7ad HE2 X2LE ol F2 FHEFFHALEIH
karslz ;éﬁ o

SR 0 2R A BUERF B 82 F BB 7 (dose response
relation) > 3.0 mg/kg &2 5.0 mg/kg % 2his & & % B F H % < B ERYS & - 10.0
mg/kg B 7 o 2@ 5.0 mg/kg B & 2 A F W %~ B ERS 0 T OH B S g
FEE o~ 2 10.0mgkg 4pvt 2 Bor B RE I F B *Y(ceiling) o & fA IR AP 2
T TR A LR A4 0 BUERE BB TR R RO p B E R S o

° 75% A
75% group 14 NS
o
sal 33 o NS
O —~ 50% —
49 DL-AMPH 3 mgkg P =
; 50% . 4 DL-AMPH 5 mg/kg o W
DL-AMPH 10 mgig 5 @
B < H o 25%
mE T, | IS %
0 25% " Q 0
+ E T ; o
5 T“ U (S, o l %E 0% |
5 gy | -3 8
- : an
| &
o -25% A
-25% T T T T
Saline 3.0 mglkg 5.0mg/kg  10.0 mg/kg
1 2 3 4
Block DL-AMPH Dose

W 4-1: 8- %240 &2 P RE et bl B2 B P
RIS EC RN R EERFT LR 0 & B % P (block) 7 30 B E
T o + WS L TIHER Gl g E o & 2P Saline: n=27
3.0 mg/kg: n=6~5.0mg/kg: n=16 ~ 10.0 mg/kg: n=14 -
*p <.05.
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10.0 ol
8 l 777777777 # o ek
) 9 = 7.5
- o3
g ® $9 50
BE 2+ ’
gmd _‘.-’ B} Silent Trist: ou E c
5 ' == 5§ 251
5 E Saline
ot § + o E
E H DL-AMPH 5 mgikg 5 _
2 2 DL-AMPH 10 mgrkg < 0.0 -
0 2.5 T T T
Saline 5.0 mg/kg 10.0 mgrkg
! z ® ¢ DL-AMPH Dose

Block

M2 B BERT  E-FAUSRINFPIRATIHLREZHE
HCRMAPFECHY AT LB MR 0 X Bl AT R
T Xy Bef A 0 & B R B (block) s 30 B BE R o LB Lk

%

WART e LR T5o & P Saline: n=18 ~ 5.0 mg/kg: n =8 ~ 10.0
mg/kg: n=14 -
sy < 001,

I
N
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»‘
K
o
"
beics
®=
(3
a8
‘h N
,q\
RS
‘ﬁ
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;—A
-
fE
w,
N}
i
e
®
Mot
=
bl
W
5_
beics
o
¥
i)
\
A\
I

B zb pRlE TR RATT e o PR 22 M H X 2L S bt BT R
P bty A B R
Bpl- BT o %23 PIAROE R Y H 2T 20 6 LT R A
- WYt A RAT o RSN R R 247 0 REFRRIFE SPGB EALTE R

|
-
r=1
5
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ARHRAZFIHRIEFT > R &R 1A N0 R HEF RRREEL I
W2 Bast AuBAEEH R E(n=10)% %226 & 10.0 mgke ©(n=14)2
FOAEEY o WBIFPYRHALA L - B R JIF R H £ 2 5.0 mgkg %
B A TG WK X0 B FHRBE o F 5% 2-1 enEEpbRES o 4
ORE P RA D T LR LA F R R 43 ST o

| |

. 2-week 1-month
Induction challenge challenge

I 2 weeks I I 2 weeks I I
10.0 mg/kg DL-AMPH 5.0 mg/kg DL-AMPH / Saline 5.0mg/kg DL-AMPH / Saline
or Saline in alternative days in alternative days
W 4-3: 95 2-1 542
?‘;3‘_ . '? 2% 2-1 :f%f%’? ,‘:’%Eiif‘? ’ "”\A:‘flj /?pr‘ xé B R E - E‘ LIS 'f'J * 5.0 mg/kg /}J %E\

R P R E I

=~ 25

Bl 4-4 BEon sl 5 8 A % (S Pk 2
CPRES G S
F(1,22)=32,p=

R
%A 515 e
F(1,22)=2.00,p=.17 ; 58) o
CERN T LS
=25 torampn (13) =-137, p= .20) »
Bl 4-5 B>l g8 - B0 (5%
A R R R e PR S

x

p=.01: F(122)=10.82,p=.003) » & & = &

— 40) -

3 (tsatine(9) = -2.88, p = .02 ; tpr-ampr (13) = -1.81, p = .046) -

44

¥ ehd 3 (e

BORPRT B e iEL L

P2
B2
23 (e B B E(F(1,22) =

FUETRET O AINFELINT FPRES T LA R RS

el

ERF - FIF R BB TR
3B E(F(1,22) =
-F*f ’!" i 13|J lsLﬁQ ) E]J,—T‘; El;'z E:i—r’\

R W 4 g‘:ﬁ'— %L_(tSaline(9) =-.70,

72, p=A41;

ZE RS + %R ¥

B (F(1,22) = 7.24,

ESs

ERE A S E 4

IS5, p
ey

,:-.

= 5.0 mg/kg
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BAPRRIEY 0 10.0mgkg ¥ 26 4515 2 BEO Gl EEARE LS
Bokalgle gk o et LR AN AEHTF A K

R KPR TG REFLAR > A WA BARPR P DERF TR
YR E D R bl g B IRy 2 f B o F 1 E - 4 1k T(one

Al

sample ¢ test)+t #5143 B w A 5.0 mg/kg ¥ i PR T enTISL R FHF
B 0% (TrEP RS2 AR EILR) A EB K F R RAEHEFW9) =
42, p=66) » 10.0 mg/kg % 25 & 515 0 p|iE A F(((13) = 1.93, p = .04)

40% -

20% -
challenge

saline

. DL-AMPH 5.0 mgrkg
0%

S

T T
Saline DL-AMPH 10.0 mg/kg

Percentage Change Score %
(mean + SEM)

Induction Group

Wl 4-4: EZ3s31 8108 FIRLE5
L OH i3t 100 mg/kg 2L HiEA B > F 2l & 5.0 mg/kg P2 B
% o & ®#cp : Saline: n=10 ~ DL-AMPH 10.0 mg/kg: n= 14 -

40% - *

. DL-AMPH 5.0 mglkg

[ —
A
20%
challenge
0% — + saline

-20% -

Percentage Change Score %
(mean + SEM)

-40%

T

Saline DL-AMPH 10.0 mg/kg

Induction Group
W45 B350 818- B2 PR2ZES
3 H L1 et 10.0mgkg X 2 pfE- B (S0 %o A F 2R & 5.0 mgkg
PeE 2z % o & wHcp : Saline: n=10 ~ DL-AMPH 10.0 mg/kg: n =14 -
*p<.05. 4p<.05. BB E 0% -
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P 2-1 B B s T I iR - B G R % 0 FiEA Y B A
FFEHES B CRHE- PR AFTHRY 0 HEIE AT 58K
Friatem 8- B 2 2%l % - i AP 0 R 2 PERIEL
iR A PRI R o AR SR 3R R R (e
3 £ (5.0 mg/kg) a3 A bt 0 BT it FRIGHE APRY DIRRAT sk o

~RERARR

ABHOERT AR LIS B AUBRA RSB L E(n=15% %
b 50mgkg m(n=15) 7P % P 1 2 HEF BRRELIFEY2 =
AEF > TN B 5.0mgkg X 2 A A G BEEFHR o F SRR
Yo 4-6 1 o

1-month

Induction challenge

1 month

=

5.0 mg/ke DL-AMPH
or Saline

5.0mg/kg DL-AMPH / Saline
in alternative days

B 4-6 : % 2-2 A
MR 22/ T % 1 (Exp )27 o >0H B RIFEE- B 1A% 5.0 mgkg
L

/)J EEN N :_/ﬁ;% Kig 7P °
-~ B25
46
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Bl 4-7 B2 m 1% 5.0 mg/kg % 2L SP Rz BEk R EXI D FF R EA
Yk S BT 0 31 E S ] d ok 3 B E (F(1,28) =049, p= 49) ~ P E fe
R MF(F(1,28)=T7.11,p=01) > & Ed 5l pu| @ P REFLH S F2 3 (o0
PEEF(128)=44,p=52)c FUEH IR LW A FPRELF T2 LB

F 2 b 50mekg 3l F B R AR B AW AP R DL BEREF (In
anpr(14)=-2.60,p=.02) > @ 4 18 & B-k 515 2 B F (faine(14) =-131, p=.11) ¢

RS R BT TR R B E LA - K T h- B RETL S 0 U
PR RIERAC sck 0 R AT A B4 E BBRF en 5.0 mekg % XV 0 £ BpR

50% -

25% challenge

saline

. DL-AMPH 5.0 mg/kg

Percentage Change Score %
(mean + SEM)
2
=
1

oo

T T
Saline DL-AMPH 5.0 mg/kg

-25% -

Induction Group
W4-7:  EX3sq- B SPR2LEE
L H A S0mgkg X2 HiE- B 2l & 5.0 mgkg P2
% o % w4 p : Saline: n =15~ DL-AMPH 5.0 mg/kg: n =15 -
*p <.05.

FRE2IAEF I - ASHITFTE R (FT

Foetased - L8437 o S enBER I AT R Ay S .
TR & 2-1 8 2-2 g AT —Mﬂma%mw BERT AL - B
LIRATIV o F 237 o APKRBRE LB R I AL HBLE
AW e R G BB 2 Rl LTS A R RAC o LR

2P AR F WA SR R B P e FRRIE TR TSR SRR
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AR HBEELS AR A TSR R e(n=8) B E H -T2l & 5.0
k& 5.0

mg/kg % L0 L et (2 SR SRR EehR R 0 Xt - B Gl o

N

mg/kg 2(n=8) $ P A FH A EHL WBEIHE I T EH

fl* 2@ e @ ke 50mgkg & 2L HIEFPRPIE o F BRITARACE 4-8 -

1 - month
challenge

I 1 month I I

Induction

Home cage

A

>

5.0 mg/kg DL-AMPH / Saline
in alternative days

5.0 mg/kg DL-AMPH
or Saline

W 4-8 : F % 2-3ndR
A BN EHELE X S0mgkg L 2B AN A TG BRI ¥
- BT sl 5.0 mg/kg i EE 2L 2 A 1T G oK B R RGP
PLER o

=~ 25

B 49873 ¥ &4]% 43283k 50mgkg % 246 AP Rengd o8
ERF - FFRBEAFSEH I F A nk  PREL Dk 0 25K
cha 3 1 2 BEE(F(1,14)=.16,p=.70 : F(1,14)=.01,p=.92 ; F(1,14) =
3.94,p=07)c F* £H L RIHRS B X BN A FPRESTHARLEF AL
28 F (tHomessatind(7) = -1.54, p = 14 ; thome/pr-ampr (7) = 1.64, p = .14) o pL F % kg7 &
b R SEERRIGE 0 - B R A2 B R

L bt— A2 &2t
T o R gy pH - ALY > FHREERRRET LRI NE

&y
2
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20% -

10%

09 - challenge
-

saline

. DL-AMPH 5.0 mg/kg

-10%

-20% - I

T T

Home Home
Saline DL-AMPH 5.0

Percentage Change Score %
(mean + SEM)

Induction Group
W49: X HE- 23 FTIRLES
iSRRI IS B 0 AR KB LR H 5.0mgkg P2 B
% o & 2 #cp : Home/Saline: n =8 ~ Home/DL-AMPH 5.0 mg/kg: n =8 o

3

B R 2-ARYE CHENE - A58 F LR PP

F ok 2-4Wskird| 2 CH AR HE LR F R AR P 228
FH AN AT BV SBILGE A RAT o FRL AF RF R
AL o - B BHPRBRET 0 A E PN SR SRR 5+ 7
NS et AR R EEE ) Fed 2 e s A R

R e 8 Zir s34 7 R RATI A R o

~ R AR

ARspIT 13 LEP L A BRI BHPR NN RA
P T ERYSFS R AL PPN S IR AR D SRR
- B REFR PP A9 HELE X 5.0mgkg & 2L & i SRR
B s BR > F0- B AaR A B S AT AR KPR o AT
PP L w X o SRS BRIBER AT o § L GEP LS PR R i
k154 F] s FESERAFD SLL  F R LS Bk
foo PR A AN L EP L § S BRI PRES > ke file
& (PBS-Saline, PBS-DL-AMPH, Lidocaine-Saline % Lidocaine- DL-AMPH) » #¢ >

=\=

E{a

A
W

g
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ﬁiﬁﬁaﬁ°Ew*ﬁﬁﬂﬂlk&%%ﬁ*%ﬂ@ﬁ%ﬁiﬁ’milk

<
2
&
?

LARFE - X o Bk ARR 4B 4-10 o

1 - month
challenge

M

Amygdala 1P inj.

PBS  + Saline

PBS  + 5.0mgkg DL-AMPH
Lidocaine + Saline

Lidocaine + 5.0 mg/kg DL-AMPH
\ 4 challenges in alternative dayy

Induction

5.0 mgrkg DL-AMPH

W 4-10: R 2% 2-4 in 4%

G REE Y LR anh 9 BER B S 5.0mglkg i EE bl AR ER R ORE
oD B PRI CPREP LA S P AR A L
ok R 5.0mg/kg R s S A e BOREIEIE R L 2K
H K

5

1

R

T 24P SRR 411 1 = FlF £ RIE R o0k

RET BEPN BRI Ak S PREL IR E A X PRI IEF S EF

i)

(F(1,12)=.01,p=.92; F(1,12)=.17,p=.69 ; F(1,12)=3.95,p=.07) - | * ¥
WL S AN LT A RSB RPRE L SRR LR SSkT
EHAEPN L ER L S FFINGRBE RS TR L X2 SPREL TG

ﬁ ’J(:I'»)(“ ﬁk} Pﬁh ) %‘E %"(tPBS(lz) = '1.87,p = 09 ; tLidg(;aine(lz) = ‘.74,p - .24) ° Eﬂl}b j‘ —?

A%

R R RRINLAEL SRR E AT - 35 B SFEET

A A2 P EGDIEY o
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PBS Lidocaine

10% -

2 _
o

S 0% -

52 L]
2o

8 4 -10% o

O c

o 0

& E 0 A4
£ = 20%

[0}

e

()

o -30% o

T T T T
Saline  DL-AMPH 5.0 Saline  DL-AMPH 5.0

Challenge Drug
W 4-11: X264 248 & 5.0mgkgt6- B » fJFP LR BEFE 2
k&4 5+ FIH 5.0 mg/kg X i HPR2 B
E LR e L R N BONEEEELEY (WS T
F] > B R] LA AP RES o n=13 - FEEBHENK

T~R&21 %

B2 MUFERMH 2 A R E R 2L g iF A RAY > F I
MFPHFBRE 2 PR HE R F RO E AR 217 5 LK
S TR R AT NG ERPE I Pk 1 H L2 R
HAFY BRI B B SR FPR o %M H =026 10.0 mgkg % 2
s s B EMS50mg/kg PH o BEARAATIEE KT TR E L AERF

AE IR - B £ 0t 5.0 mgkg P RIF R IR H 5.0 mglkg € 2

R 22 R EAFPRIRA B F o EF 1T 5.0 mgkg % 24 H L b
PRl M- B AT S 5.0 mg/kg ¥ 2hB & infT L RATT o

?%26ﬁ$?%24f’?ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬂ%mﬁi“ﬁﬂggﬂﬂﬁﬂm“

BB PR FH% 237 &6 BN eE Ha2 H = 5.0 mgkg
@%émﬁ%WF@ﬁﬁﬁ’*—ﬁﬂ%&ﬂﬁﬁé%WFW§$?u R A A
TR ERGFENF BRRCHR T BRLEL I T RZN- B BER
NRATI g o T LR RGBS ()T B R B T AR 2 R

- kg d e

EF R SRR
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BRSNS i B St 5.0mg/kg X 2L i st ¥ — BV S AR P
GER SRR ERY L R SR LT R N g

-
i}
PoI
i
3
NN
4
i
>
I
Wi
\\‘I"\.
=
A
e
el
=hg
~
=
1
é—f_
a0
S
e
>
=
o
*
"
~

FEM Y R kEE > Mo R e S5 B BRI RG A

R v FE- AT A @R DL FHEROEE A P
}L:_SF‘? LR L CRE N AR NS VA RS ERA 2R A AR

FEHRIFEAT AT E 2L b5 FRF BRI 220k o FEF %2 D

41

Rl
ﬂrn

Bor o B - st 5.0mgkg ¥ L6 macfg A2 - B Y R ETE 0T 5 RAT
IERTES P i ) e
SHE o W LT G 2 PUERARAT ek o bR 310 Al
2164 5.0 mglkg % 2L p g pe B R BB 0 WSk T 2LE B orilg e T
RATY S B4 F RATS o R ok 32H %51 2 ) AR R PP

Ao Hrxk BIRT A FET o F]P T %3V

—h

\,

FoF A N HEL R - X 5.0mgkg £ 228 pirst > BRI T F iR
SA L EHF RRACT o %331 B PR LS RIS ER

A FRBR G 2l &I i 5 RATIE o

P 5 3-1 FF 3 EAF A SN 515 ni7 3 AT > I @S X ahd e b
AR B R R R o BLE S X P EF I 2 T L RAT o H - B
B 2in SPR s st § RATIVZ ) o
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SRR

AFBEEA G BA LA SR K em=13)% %28 & 5.0mgkg &(n=
1®’a£+éﬂ?@ﬁ%;iﬁﬁiﬁéﬁ%ﬁﬁ’aawgwﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ

— 2R

‘(
M
3
|
e
a
i
7_
W
o
=i
as
~
(4]
AV
W
\:-
3
F.}:
X
|4
_\:)_ %ﬁ'
m
J‘%‘A“
\;1
=
=
:1,,

F 2 & 3.0mg/kg PR o FRF- B LA X RE

# ¢ 3.0 mg/kg &2 % 2Lis ¢ 5.0 mg/kg B 0 A e P BRH E

w\m
wm:;'\\
hn
ﬁf
o
R
beis
«-\-t-
8

freod AP REXR I ¥ Bre i oujid- §2 @k

i

Al R PR RS F YRR s 2R Bkl @y o 11
EFRLIE 7 AT o F B AR A o] 4-12 ¢

nE
ok
3&3

Induction 2-day 1-month

for 7 days challenge challenge

I I I I I 2 days I I I month I I I

5.0 mg/kg DL-AMPH
or Saline
for 7 days

3.0 mg/kg DL-AMPH /Saline
In alternative days

Saline

3.0 mg/kg DL-AMPH /

5.0 mg/kg DL-AMPH/
In alternative days

W 4-12: 2 %% 3-1 042
A HBELAF - X 5.0mgkg g sbe H 2 1S BRI SHaE R B
Meiplid o 304 %0 BN WA X 2 3.0mgkg R e AL
WoRPR o 3 B AT K8 BRF L 3.0mgkg i EE 2L & 5.0
mg/kg i L A pr A T8 oK RS BRI

RS

1y

Bl 4-13 TS e &3 g - 2 1648 mégfykwb BlacgE o
RERF - FF REHEAATRS BN R AT L ES DEP b
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B0 Egal g e sk A F(F(1,23)=9.41,p=.005) » ;16 = i &2k &
EEEF6,138)=1.12,p=31)» 6|8 X #ecna 3 (6% 4 & id 5 % (F(6,138) =
L1L,p=236) FeamEm 7 st T T AW G R R e B X2 o
BeFE AR o d R R T 28355 (homogeneous) © #fl* Welch's 7 # 4
FRdROBRATE X 5T A EE 2 A EHFL P (liw(18.50)=-2.59,p
= .046 ; t4qy5(21.33) =-2.83, p= .03 ; tuays(17.13) =-3.80, p < .01) » H &% B¢ & &
B LB (tawi(21.37) =87, p = 20 ; tagy2(16.53) = -1.64, p = 22 ; taay3(14.81) = -
1.62, p = 22 ; tagy7(14.75) =-1.70, p = 22) » FH+ % -0 b w2 FRF o= = ¥
EREUFAESR » L PFudE i e ntad st i e FARE A
17 o BEE TR X LT 2R @«;‘:}fﬂ’ﬁgbﬁ Jeerrchk L5 B F s Ak
((78) = -2.06, p = .04) -

Ba4-148r0F- 58P 2L 2 FEFTREpFRLERLES S REXK
o TS HBEA IR ER I B2 36X i ek EHEEFWFE1,23) =
256.96, p <.001 ; F(6,138)=3.59, p=.002) » %] % $cena 5 (5% Q| A E ¥
(F(6,138)=191,p=.08) c N E % ' ] F i bf X T 2 B R e T 2L 0 &

Ed AT R TR d e R BT 2L > 1% Welch's £t =R B
d R BEFRE AIIIEEF LB (taw1(22.61)=-3.50, p < .01 ; tigy2(23.16) = -
2.81, p <.01 ; taa3(14.02) = -5.34, p < .001 ; t4uy4(18.90) = -5.46, p < .001 ;
taays(13.61) = -5.36, p < .001 ; taays(14.86) = -5.39, p < .001 ; taay7(14.06) = -3.35, p
<.01)

Bl 4-15Bg 730 X EN I P LR i8a TPz % o R L% FF
REEAPIFEY D 2 BPROEE - BERTEL G ou] PR ES A K
ik 2 23 (Er ¥ R EF(F(1,9)=4.80,p=.056 ; F(1,9)=.05,p=.83;
F(1,9)=3.72,p=.09)c £ Em i f&d 2 X M2 FHEPR2L L5 > 7% A
B F (tatine(4) = 1.90, p = .13 ; tpr-ampu(5) = -1.10, p = .16) °

Bl4-16 Jgr 51 8 — B P {8 P2 2% o R £33 F]3 % B ek 1991
FEIE - B EPR o RN ES P Enh ok AR F(F(,25 =93,
p=34) PR E S 1 sk B E(F(2,50)=7.69, p=.001) » Ef 515 m w2 e
e 30T B A B E(F(2,50)=1.65, p=20) ° £ 12 E % 1L s 515 w2t
5 5.0mgkg PRI A TG AP LB KoL 5.0mgkg il B
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25 LR EREF13)=-2.62,p
=.08)c @ Ew LKA

A3 BETAET

=33) -

60% -
40% -

20%

(mean + SEM)

0% -

Percentage Change Score %

-20%

04)> 2@ @Rl e pF((12)=-2.12,p
Balg % 2his p 3.0 mg/kg P 4 12 & FoLPH 2

BE 3K (fs1ine(12) = -1.76, p = .10 ; tpr-ampr(13) = -.45, p

group

saline

. DL-AMPH 5.0 mg/kg

Day

& ®¥cp saline: n=13 - DL-AMPH 5.0 mg/kg: n=14 -

*p < .05. **p < 0L.

<o
|

B

AUC Change Score
(mean + SEM)

I

*%

ok

*kk

*kk

*%

*k

kK

group

saline

. DL-AMPH 5.0 mgfkg

IIIIIII

UPSTEETE S

L

el
. II
T T T
6

1 2 3 4 5 7

Day

EAFLM 5.0mg/kg X A4S AHREENETE AT HFBE

VAT R AR Y R p g AR E 0 & P isaline:n=13 ~ DL-

AMPH 5.0 mg/kg: n=14 -

*Ep <.01. ***p < .001.
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20% -

0% -
challenge

saline

700/ -
20% . DL-AMPH 3.0 mg/kg

-40% -

Percentage Change Score %
(mean = SEM)

T T
Saline DL-AMPH 5.0

Induction Group
W4-15: 51 FHEHFAMBEREI IPR2ZESE
X0 & %P : Saline: n=5 -~ DL-AMPH 5.0 mg/kg: n=6 °

50% —

25%
challenge

saline

0% DL-AMPH 3.0 mg/kg
‘J' ‘|' . DL-AMPH 5.0 mg/kg

-25% :I:

Percentage Change Score %
(mean + SEM)

T T
Saline DL-AMPH 5.0

Induction Group
W 4-16: 3IFHEHIHRRL- BT PR %
3x 0 % %P : Saline: n=13 ~ DL-AMPH 5.0 mg/kg: n=14 -

*p <.05.

B 324% f LA LHHN T 5 R 2182

AFHRFA AR ERIEFL RS L T A F R DER - F 5% 3]
R LA ANE L’éﬁv?él?%“‘ﬁ@ii Lo, B oplaE T RATIV R T NI A
RET— BT PR > KA HRET AR R FT R p TR 2L g BT

A

LARR ehE AR o T A
N E AR LD

N

RATIY s & 1E 2 o

Wi
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SRR

AA RS w4 8o 40k H/% 26 & o (Home/DL-AMPH, n = 10):=
PREN AR ERLEE - X 50mgkg TR A1kt a4 H/FEEBK
2 (Home/Saline, n=10)f| A% HEZE L@ F- T 2 B H LT 6> 5 2ER
Rl R RIS P S ER S RRRERR 0 T A B S
@ RE 50mgkg %2l GPR o wERE LT AL R RRAN o A HRAER
4o @) 4-17 -

1 - month
challenge

I I I I I I I 1 month II

Induction

Home cage

ﬂ

i

5.0 mg/kg DL-AMPH
or Saline
for 7 days

5.0 mg/kg DL-AMPH / Saline
in alternative days

m4-17: ?% 3'2 (u ii
e BN AR HRBERRY S X 5.0mgkg i ek bl AR A e B K T

- 7 2 5.0mg/kg A 2L S 4 TG BOR R BRSO RRIEPR

=~ 25

B 4-18 BILA -k B R 4304 72 & Bk 5.0mgkg & 21 AP R
ZAMEE CRERF I FFREEA TG IR T ER I F e xk T i
F(F(1,18)=.07, p=.79) » ¥+ T &4 chi »c % B ¥ (F(1,18) = 6.53, p=.02) » ‘e
BPRES A KT T B F(F(1,18)= 86, p=.37) » F U F T Fofe LA
HERNAW AR LA TS EPRT LR AR/ AR b EEELR

(#(9)=-3.32,p<.01) &% /2 2 S B -L 2P| (#9)=-96,p=.18) -

57
doi:10.6342/NTU202203460



40%

*k

20%

challenge
0% - saline
. DL-AMPH 5.0 mglkg

-20%

Percentage Change Score %
(mean + SEM)

T T
Home/ Home/
Saline DL-AMPH 5.0

Induction Group

W4-18: WX FRF- X EHLHE- B IRZE%
31 & & %P : Home/Saline: n =10 ~ Home/DL-AMPH 5.0 mg/kg: n =10 -
*¥p < 01 -

R 3IBPrd CHRENWEFLMIE TR R PP

L P 5 2-4 ¢ i FERAE S S PSS B RAC
L E EEEE 1 fﬁ%ﬁ%@%?ﬁ@&%ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁ%
Moo AP FHI1E 32T FH ARG AT AL AT B SERF

AT > IR IBNPRI AT B PR LIS F FIABL R

M

2 %

Ko fwBRIrd| F SR e T T G P EAF LS T S RATI R IR o

- ~REE%RAAFR

ARBGREY - BXEH(I2 L) H2RPBEFPFHRA T oML AR HRA L
ﬁ’%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ$iiﬁ¢4ruﬁ&mmﬁ o RERIFH SR
= % 5.0mg/kg % 2t ﬁ&%%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁwﬁ’j*—%@@ﬂ“wkwi
ﬁiﬂﬂéﬁiﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁoi?%ﬁﬁﬁ%m%’&%Wﬁ@wﬁﬁﬁ
o g AR ISR RS S WRRS ) ST FENERARSSA

o RS IR G BoRA LN oo PRI S RN LS ES Y & e
B AL PR B~ £ v 46 e & (PBS-Saline, PBS-DL-AMPH, Lidocaine-
Saline 2 Lidocaine- DL-AMPH) » # * > % ;é—'ﬁ MK A L EPE RO E R
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FHAT I MR B R PRI EEL T 8T RS
HFEREFAT o FHRARS AR 419

1 - month
challenge

A

Q

Induction

=

5.0 mgrkg DL-AMPH
for 7 days

Amygdala 1P inj.

PBS  + Saline

PBS + 5.0mg/kg DL-AMPH
Lidocaine + Saline

Lidocaine + 5.0 mg/kg DL-AMPH
\ 4 challenges in alternative dayJ

W 4-19: F % 3-3 inde

g pR g Nt 9 BRGNS X 5.0mgkg i R b &R ER
BB @ T30 B2 SPRPFL PN LR RS S R

15+ 5] Hpe 5.0 mgkg R 2 bR TLE Bk DR SR
S L

=~ 25

A 33 PR R F R S SR B CF 420 - B )5 £ 4

RS TP R AT - LA Ol 2 HUF(F6.66) =272, p = .02) -
uﬁ%gﬁﬁ@ﬁg&%i%m@ﬁgwﬁﬁiﬁ%,%%ﬁﬁgg§¥ﬁ:
= AR (1(66) = -3.05, p=.003) o E BT 5% - XX LI RAME > EH 1
NRE DI REAME - T2 AR B ASZ I ST A 240
B K (tig3(11) =298, p = .04 5 taays(11)=-291,p=.04) » B4 = ¥ XL HF
(taay2(11) =-91, p =19 : tagys(11) = -2.54, p = .06 3 taays(11) =-2.26, p = .07 ;
taayr(11) =-1.05, p = .17) °

B IIPRD LB F 4200 1 - )T £ R RS R A g

S ERT 0 RN EFOLBA 00K 2 B F(F(1,7)=1.26,p=.30) » R EFF 1ok
BHE(F(1,7)=754,p=.03) fI} FH 2@ PREFS A Fh2 3 (5% 3 ¥
(F(1L,7)=.50,p = .50) = % % 1" Jus fATP /L3472 72 & BoRPRET L 20 G o
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\\3

oo L8 > SRAT RBATN LHER LA+ AL RS B B > %
L

tLidocaine(7) = '336,p = .012) °

90% - *
% 60%
5z
{,E g 30%
-30% - T T T T T T T
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Day
W 4-20: 2 =P fEp 2 ERF - X €475 5.0 mg/kg ¥ s GRS B2
[T
Hn= 120 REEEE PR
*p <.05.
PBS Lidocaine
90% | * _

60% -

30% -

0% - I I

-30% - . ‘

T T
Saline DL-AMPH 5.0 Saline DL-AMPH 5.0

Percentage Change Score %
(mean + SEM)

Challenge Drug
W 4-21: 2 CRARP A HRF AT AN S F RPN
TR AL AP MM AE G AL B L L LN AT S+ Flon=
R S -
*p <.05.
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E~fF%3 R

Fo3- %y GFAME 2R &7 518 <0 REFPF BRAT
o PR R TR R 31T S.0mgke % 26 bl i iR E
BPEOBRR] BFRA LN AR ERE Bk i X den #1 B R
%;sc”\fy":st,wkq‘*gt*J’d‘i‘%‘“"“ﬁ"f”‘—"&/ﬂ}\ ek L 3
HURF (Y S T 35 ) o A B S R4 0 Bor 2 2 T (immediate) 5%
SOt LR DR RS TS BRI T AR B U Al o a1

T R T R E L B kS S EIE S S SO Iy,

~

Z 2t

)

FOLH R 3.0 mg/kg % 2 PR o> TR P B ORAC o — B0 (5% 10 3.0

2L PR o v E RATIY Ak M o E v B A £ 5.0 mg/kg B

BHKI2FEFE 0 BN R H G YA 5.0mgkeg % 2 s T SIE
- BT R R R BRAT > ARS8 322 8% 0 Bor i IRl
TOER R RIRAT A R R L D5 B ﬁqggfgs o E L RE H 3-1 &
322k > DV REIGIFHGEFERF BN BT HE B R 6
T ERE s T R ARG - B NGERAT ik B ARE LR F A ERF

R 3-3 Bl poim P aiE B U S S 1 2 B R R RATT e
LA @I T o TR I3 49 BEREF - % 5.0 mgkg hE 2Ll Lt
FRe s R I E 2L S ERF e % R BT 8 U 30
AR o Ml B REL - B S nPRIDA J]5F FEF 2 AR T B
A 5.0me/kg % 258 & nRATIE > B AR K i st PBS FER IS 0 fe B
AR FFEE 2 B 5 Fl4e 4 LG BoRPR IR R 0 R R T
FEF
FEN P RREE EFRBNF AR ATV 2 g B

i

RAgis o P ORATIY dhd X PR F|

lﬂ\ﬂ

B Al ap ot AB (R
Bovs. BBl )~ 2 = 1E (PBS vs. Lidocaine) & B o it B % w5 m £AF L
Bfywl T AT mﬂ/ﬁﬁaﬁ,\%'}] S~ Ed B F)E SRR
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AETERGES AL 22 - FREV YRR ERF BRI
Fus ez 20 U g Wk Ak RX b Sl maﬁ’f&u; RIATis » T 4F 2

7%%ﬁﬁ*??ﬁ%“ﬁ%§°

Eﬁ%giﬂ@’* ST AR NERF R

AR

Ff_k\:l ) ﬂ\ﬁﬁ

- N /}J ’Lf;’:

=\
Srie A AR R IOV - AP R REME YRR RT
FIN R EERFEFTL &KLY

F
1P
SiE- kAR mEE e p e iﬁﬁ%*ﬁﬁ%?ﬁ’i

SR A G BB F s okt L EAEF BN G(F %

1) > 3.0 mg/kg & 5.0 mg/kg crij g% 2his a2 B F R B <~ v B gfhg@)b;

@l

0.0 mg/kg e %% 2his SR 7 B FH % L 9 BDER R

S HRASYRA L FF I AR > Ra R - A@EFA S o

SIS P PR BRI (F R 2-1) LE>- B2 8150

mg/kg % 2t

CIGE &

2
7
gl

B4R R (3 5% 2-1 2 222) -

S H i hiT s RACIVIRA MR o F A0 BB S ERLE X

5.0 mg/kg i RE 2i St~ @ 2 G EER BRI - B R R
mmﬁﬁfwﬁﬁzﬁyw*f#MgnwnvﬁM@somggd SN
H

g8 8 > - B (S enP i Y B AE PN L8] 5+ TR B

62
doi:10.6342/NTU202203460



B LH L PRZBERIERHE LG poaRagit > B B

S35 ERIAT L T AL T AR B SRR L2 sk @ kg (R S 2-4) -

oS XA 5.0mgkg i EE 2L AEAFANT A2 2 T Eu g aEat i
R 2 WRAN A S A P T RBIENF R L ORGP
AUT- B BEI S - ARELPRESHE

=

F_k

RATit R
RIS P EY SESTUTELY 'S 00 SR
to B TR AT (F Bk 3-2) o ATHRRE L A - PUFEP L] 5+ Tl AR

o

B AR F I RERAT DL (R % 3-3) 0 BT EAF L

%
B2 B A3 NBHT AL - B (S hut g A ERF RRAT 0 KA 4p
Z
AARE H IR EE ST E ST T %Pﬁ@mm
TRA e pRACM R RE > A0 REGRD ':1‘*2”"? Vi =D TR AR

R RS BEAFASIE > P RERIFE F LR 0 E A PR LR

P A EEd s 2 BERAT 2 AR B EAF I R AR

%A LA ATRE B PUE R o T AR B S ARG
B ASRE T DT S RAT 0 B3 L3I E P AFBEE AWMEL 2

a

~

1;F_i'
LF A PR bR EAARANFH T T RR 2 TR IR
iy

(EN

M H =51 s
o FHFORRRE AR

Fprr i b AE R Y hiT Stk AR T EBH TR G P
A pFeE- BREA LG G R B BRI LR DR EREY N

U o Sk EE 2L b N ERE RERAC 0 EE - kS| dmnk o
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% A% Cassella 22 Davis (1986) 3% i p % e EEpl i S8 7 F B 0 7 & 9
—i%@ﬁ@}ﬁ@%@&%jﬁﬂﬁ%%’i@ﬁ#??fﬁu%k*ﬁ%
Bl # < o) RehE gt F ls(Fawcett, Cooper, Longenecker, & Walton, 2020;
McKerchar, Zarcone, & Fowler, 2006) * X @ fipd 73 ¢ #13 H #rig * 2 N
B TEXBR, 0 R sd 5 MAHMEZE 5B » S ER¥ 5
PR LR R 0 Pl Y R P TP NG R AR Y R
ER A rH RN WAARBE 2R AR BAFTEFF FRAT £
PR ZR P PR PP REAESE

Ap d%%f?é%fﬁ%ﬁwﬂiﬁ FETREE g ARRIES > A
THEYORARREBFEATRIEREIN FhEHIEGoL) fART & )

SR deig BRI h @&niﬁ%:&@i#nm@ﬁv%f&%)#wh
ZTAGANF RS CE s BEREFORE S BT IR PEFFL

AEANMNPFRHEEFLREESD AREPAZTRYIAFELEEIRBEETRE

<l

2WF AR AR R REFEFS oI FEARITLIE S R ER DY -
BRF A TR ERFERT AT RRBZRFATIAL BFFIE - 4%
SRkmE o GEEEF-BERTEF L %&ﬁm ER )-8 L0 S I A I
T ?;f;g.hg BFp A kB2 RERA S PR A EFD T 5k E T LR
P2 ML - FSERPF - BERTOTEE BTG CRITFEREASA
AHERPALTY 0 F 2 F R R RPN R AFE BENT R
WE-BERTARIIIAREREY  ER NI HREAEL I REER

RIR iAo Ak s % 2 SBFEE AT AR 5 Bk

ORGP o AR S o A RSRATR Y A T AT g R > R4

—u»

3D A BT ity Fod p;ﬁ—‘ﬁg FEHI PR R 3 L AEmn

FEFHE o A APRE D R
MR > FPEEELRF IR L EERFR Mk = > A AT 247
FE S AR DB TRRYTTHEFIG AL A P A
PPk F kAR BRI 2 RZ WD G R bk AT %
K XA LR RRET e 0 &
YUTE G OHPR S

A

hERAS T L Map F S

.
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WP AR MR St o N Al s T A fu;““ﬁj\%‘l’rif‘?ﬁtﬁfﬁfﬁ °
P S IS A B P PSR AP S oA AT LE B
PP RFLFLFY > I AP BN TR AT - R F] AR R
ok o BUnERE B RO 1%) 0 AR %R VEE S B Y EA T e K
ERS R PR (R B A SR RIS 0 T R A R 0 BLER R
ME R FEE S FEAFTREFRAT R BER FOEL TR
&&ﬁﬁﬁiﬁj’ipfﬁﬂﬁéw%lﬁﬁﬁéi’?ﬁﬁﬂﬁéi

Y
=

B
W
&
ﬁ?”
J}.
)
%
%
=
5
b
&
~=i
B
#
3
I
F
AA,

&mgi*iﬁ’%ﬁﬁéiiﬁw“%%ﬁ%ﬁi’iﬁﬁﬁ@j?%?ﬁ
FAROFEA I REREBRIES c FEFFLF TR S HRL KE
BT A S BT M i ehd ABE (detrend)F i 0 RE KRB AL D ik ®
Bl e BAFLY o N EMEGS R FE S R0 1% AR E A
ARl -

FEM b o Ap Wk FE AR R R ER LR
BB RIRIEES R L ANET R BF R ARG BB F R
Aeit g ¢ e BRI GF O ARG R IVA AR L EL § T
BAZ Rag SRR AR R L2 1% o I PR 2 B R Fﬁ?.‘Fiﬂ
PHEDFRRFIR AR R RE SRR R IV “?ﬁ
Bt 2 H 8 g gg A e F % ¢ 0 b4o a4 (T * (prepulse inhibition, PPI)

N~

n

g 84 £ Fp & S (fear potentiated startle) ~ 11 2 T F & R p|F 4 4 i R 0P %
doe AR TS g WER S BRI AR AEAEN 2 HERRF L
WRIp s FRHFEFE CAFRNL G- P AT e iy @ % 2 f250 4
2 3D A Er ARk T B 1 R 4egg g PRAET & GitHub (https://github.com/chang-
TK/Startle_system) » #.f5 S+ € %t AR k52 (@ % WP 2 F B T 4
ZVREAAPMASE L F TR o

65
doi:10.6342/NTU202203460



F 28 PRE e AR B2 o

énhn
"-‘"fﬁ
i~

WELR®RY O AY S F RFHOLE AR A ERE R
- o Fk 1l k%k= %é_i)i‘ 4z HAE(3.0,5.0 2 10.0 mg/kg) 2% AT -,ti H
o r oo spsck & Apg BB 5 RM oo R e &30 F i 100
mg/kg 1 ¥ B FH % BRSO 0 @ 5.0 mg/kg 11T (7 )i0E| £ R A

A7 3 Davis % A (1975)%7 7 ¢ P + %% 2his @ 22X 2416 3040
BnEp R Rt BEF R MR B R EE 94158 4.0

A

7o

34}7.

mg/kg & 2L ST AT ERGE S 6 RehERRE b 2 RE 2L %
16,0 mg/kg 4 7 A FH 55 9 EUDERF o B AT Y 2R T 20

G LB L2 ) REERE - L B 10.0 mg/kg (i EE

A
W
\ .~
o

i

bis £ ARG 5.0 mgkg ehv e 2 & 2 2R & 5 5.0 mg/kg e a2t
TG 2.5mgkg e LA 2 2R S o kB Davis & 4 (1975)F
TRRERE T @407 % 0 10.0 mgkg i EE 2L AP 7 w2 R (5.0
mg/kg)® & 4.0 mg/kg > ¥ BOFH 5 ERF B 5.0 mgkg i e 2 &7
2.5mg/kg - FELS 0 FR B AV B TR a2 - 2 Bt
B0 BRI E TR S 3125 m/kg (2.542.5/4) 5% A 2k 0 BT T 4.0
mg/kg 7% A E o

BEAFTERIENgR 2l GOREF B G BRI R DT RG
R 2R R R R e etk > TG R 2 & 2R A
Hfpededisndk o R EEF M G2 HT TS Ef TR EFT
2y 5 o on {FHwmR R M GRG FRET R L B e
HEL PR EFENEFLERDHEF M PG AR ER 2 F
] o FHEA L T AT At Bl Rk R o R CREFE R LR D
¥

IR A E 0 5 A R 2 o R Hon it BlAp te

P& e &3 FRLEF BRI 28
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by orA R o B SRR BT RE Ll hlg

o &
RACE g LA ABFIF OB E 0 B - Wk

Ei&%ﬂh@@ﬁﬁ}%wéﬁﬁgwﬁﬁgﬁ * 5 R R R
AOIC(R R 2-2) R pr H - Ak - B FRER(T &
- PREEHFIATIFTY > BT RN HuE 2 AR T BIFEAF LA
1A Rwm B SRS e RATTE R F & - R R N 978 o ¢ A I (Paulson
& Robinson, 1995; Robinson et al., 1982; 1t 4w, 2002) » Flpt 8 - fAuf 7 3% iR
ACTE® o fak a2 EA4FI ) 5.0 mg/kg i RL LR & TT 51 2 TehEE
BeF BIRATIY 5 P - RATIE A% - X R R AN B B ERTB (T &
3-1) > 4o% = TRATIV B - B NETS chit 7 RATTY URTAR R REAR > B T
- L AR ST A 0 FEERE G R SRR e

FOLRA T AR R AT hRATTY > P H - IS REAF LT R R
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