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Abstract

Substantial evidence suggests the dorsal hippocampus play an important role in spatial learning
and memory formation. Whereas, the ventral hippocampus is related with stress, emotion and af-
fect. However, studies in the contextual fear conditioning paradigm always produce inconsistent
findings. This article discussed the effect of different study methods such as damage or inactiva-
tion ways, training procedures as well as the boundary of the dorsal hippocampus and ventral
zone. The present review shows that the discrepancy about the function of the hippocampus in the
contextual fear conditioning paradigm might be caused by different lesion and inactivation me-
thods, the number of shocks, all training in one session or scattered over a series of sessions, as
well as the boundary of dorsal and ventral hippocampus. The way to break through the bottleneck
of traditional research is to find out a more reliable, effective and accurate method.
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1. 518§

P2 50 BB F8 R IR SRR S v =6 R - J= %1285 A2 Thse 74k, AT (anterior hippocampus,
aHPC) F: S 154 THIZhfe, J5¥s D (posterior hippocampus, pHPC) 3% & 441120 T i 31 & (Poppenk,
Evensmoen, Moscovitch, & Nadel, 2013). Zh#Hf 78 115 H AR 45 8, RImG U5 885 AR S ok v F R KR 5
- (posterior hippocampus), FZLELINFITIRE; MMM X BT R KR HTHEE-S (anterior hippocampus), 5
B IEEMIERAG L. HEREBSRHERRIES S 5(E BTN L2 XK BEESNERERESZ
Lt a5 A J1 (B A% AR B i) B X AH 9% (Fanselow & Dong, 2010). Murty B A Fe & 30, St
FIEAEEE, NSRS Re s SH 4 FI5E IS 15 256 R iidiZ(Murty, Ritchey, Adcock, & LaBar, 2010). {H/&
Satpute K IAERARZ P s PIRRIBIRAESS b, Rl VAR IS S R g S I EiG B AH G, XN A J5 - 23 X
NELE - INFIThRE 25 4R B T Pk (Satpute, Mumford, Naliboff, & Poldrack, 2012).

BIAT 2 f 2 DA B i R 3R 56 22 5 T A T8 #8541 5 545 15 1l (dorsal) — 4 (ventral) ™ A4
Diesrtt, MRS IR 5 (dorsal hippocampus, DH). H [H] i 5 (intermediate hippocampus) AT & il g 5
(ventral hippocampus, VH) (Fanselow & Dong, 2010; Yoon & Otto, 2007). K7 FKHERE S HEG =
o A2 12 ThBE(Moser, Moser, Forrest, Andersen, & Morris, 1995; Pothuizen, Zhang, Jongen-Relo, Feldon, &
Yee, 2004), JG 05 D517 26 i T AVIE 26 U7 9 A 4075 B 2 fu(Henke, 1990; Kjelstrup et al., 2002). {H
FWAE IR LW RXTIX 4583 H T Hhi%, Ferbinteanu 25 A & B35 S5 15 0 v 5 £ i 3K 23 18] 3C 17 (Ferbinteanu,
Ray, & McDonald, 2003), Rudy &SI A2 S0 T 4 485 HEZAE I (Rudy & Matus-Amat,
2005).

AL 1S R (contextual fear conditioning) & i 7t 2 2 L Z B RH 2 A= W 2 J il DA R Sy 18422

Reff E 247 9. 18 S (context) il ¥ 4 SO F AR & A I [l )30 858 '5 /I\ﬁé 55 A5 43 B9 (1) ST
PR AR S (I S ) R T AR, 16 T SRR AR AN AT 73 B GBS R S AR R S,
TR EOGHR . A, Ak, fiboe, ERAYIEN R 2R . Ti%féﬂﬂ%ﬂﬂ St =t e N E A
A K204 1 (Maren, Phan, & Liberzon, 2013).

TR I ATE R, — Rl ARAER S EL T 524 1H (standard context fear conditioning, SCFC),
WS PRNIN NG SN IR R — B a5, 2RI (), BPF1% 5t (conditioned stimulus, CS)45 IR 3%
Hl¥ (unconditioned stimulus, US)#EATECRT, )5 FRRE BTN LA St (AN FERE L), S fETE RN R
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I B4 [ N, IinAKAE (freezing) (Maren, Aharonov, & Fanselow, 1997). {H ARk R &AL 1% 5 VA TE
ANRERE SN L5 1 5 - B MY Bt 0 89, T 72 Fanselow 5 A\ SCEE HE 1 1 #5911 2576 2 (two-phase
paradigm), Bl1E 5 75 75 12 39 20 (context pre-exposure facilitation effect, CPFE) (Fanselow, 1990; Rudy &
O’Reilly, 2001). fERX—yE N, 5 REWPIERE T RHIHERRRES, W 10~15 728, A45TH
), a7 TR I8 5 SRR, KNS S 5, Sl TR, M e L2
iR B=R, Himdal Bt 5, WS IAREK . (H S — R TEER T H e s s 5 hd
1 5 TE A F G ) I3, BMESE — RAE R E i S 1 R i sy, 38 = RAE s e 1% S5 et
SR HBACKIAREAT . Bk, PIAEE SRR ST 2 58— R RS 5, - RIEERZBE
B2 17— R ISR 5 5 B R s 5 - Bl BeE iz, T wiRar —REA I EEs. Ba, shifE
B U py sy, A R W I IA) 2 4905 5, AR A g 5t - B IEICZ, BT DAZE 38 = RN
i, A2ROH R AERUdy & O’Reilly, 2001).

2. NAEMBSIBDMAREGR

XA R I8 X HEAT 453 S B TU N X DI RE RV B BB, i X Bl W A P AT 3, — R R A AN R]
WA, P A RN RS o AN AT 85 A AE IS I SR AT BT BT IZ 3R AT A AS RN 8] 7K A P 4 55
FARIN D, DA FEHAE 22 SE M2 PR AT, AN AT IS 8% (0 535 2 B4 s A SR M A PR B IR 4 55

2.1 |HZHFA

R SBR R RAE, Pifitese, EEML, RMKEWEREHNE, BIE DR R X
X7 R AR AN IR, A S BR H bR X R FEPR I i X, 2 5 mm 5 AR i X i
BER, [R] I 15 08 1 H bR X A 447 4E (Liu, Zheng, Smith, & Bilkey, 2003). F-A I Fe i A 8 B i3 mf
AEAE H b o DX ) I 2 20 e, DT B U R BRI 2L 4D 1E 3 Th g (Glenin, Nesbitt, & Mumby, 2003) . Y% 1E
BRI F %) A& N-F13E-D-K & 5 2 (N-methyl-D-aspartic acid, NMDA), ‘& & —Ffh M a4 5,
ATCAFI S fE IS B NMDA SZAR G5, JEPEME MR SR A AP, (EK A 28 241 4 AN 1 il A5 473 (Maren et al.,
1997).

22. MIRGR

TEFRE AT AT SR RN SR AT K A S S i 5, 277 AR AT M8 1= (anterograde amnesia), RIJG
S R VIR EE R 8 ST 1SR 59 11 1% = YR (Maren & Fanselow, 1997; Phillips & LeDoux, 1994). {H/&,
WA R IR HERS SRR I GR AT R AVERUSSS MR S, A maiyx i s )% 2. filln, Maren 5§
NEIAENZRHT, H NMDA $35% 5 R 5 584 AN 2 52 M ) ot s 58 R I 21 15 (Maren et al., 1997). 1t
Ab, YR HLA BT M I T ORI 70t 3 B I 2o 0 B4 2 20 155 S5 AR P A S 110 B i) B 2 AN 52 15 S 22
B > 5 (Frankland, Cestari, Filipkowski, McDonald, & Silva, 1998; Phillips & LeDoux, 1994). XfLFA &
RNEF, A2 HEEAT A0 S Wi B 2 7= AR A T s s ) Wt 9 AR R A 7 A J s A S L 1 e BRI 2
Ja 1RO o B ) I B S AR S S B AT MRS S 99 1R 2 (Kim & Fanselow, 1992), X tH it BHER 1
5 RGNE SR TS, BAEEERS UM BENRRS, EARER SRR, kst
KA B RYIEIN T4F H (Sutherland, Sparks, & Lehmann, 2010).

TEFRE SR AT A SRV U255 7K A PR30 5 M i ) 2 7= A 100 47 14 183 X (retrograde aminesia). Kim 7E4%
HERE S RMBINZR G, A AlERE 1 K. 7 R, 14 K. 28 REMESRIED, KIEN 1 K5 RED
SRR SIS 8] (HJ2, (ARG 28 K5 10 BT AR I 1 E AN 1 SR IR G 2 i (Kim - & Fanselow,
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1992). Maren 73 HITEARERS SRR ISR/ 1 K 28 RKLAK 100 KJ5, fHH NMDA #5855, KM
YIRJ5 100 K45 58T AR I 5 58 AR M 1 5 RYME (Maren et al., 1997). b4t Anagnostaras f# F 4% ik P8 % 11,
FEAE 5t A XTSI REATARAERS SRV IIZR, 50 KRG SCK NN 515 5 A 82 AR5 B WET
Sk, WERTERUE S ZRBMENRES, KE— G2 AN 5 A FfE 5t B Wl KINEh
TENE 5t B (I I SERVECIZ) N R B IO A HOR ot BRZL (DY TR A I8 13, i sh e 5t A (G 1 e
TEATAZ) P R A B 5 50 BB 4 6 5. 3 2% 5 (Anagnostaras, Maren, & Fanselow, 1999). iX S6HfF 7 — & BI85 7
MRS R I S S 2 r2 AR s, FRAN e e A2, BIVAS (A1 390 47 14 38t X (temporally  graded
retrograde amnesia). {H/&, AW TR IR SRR I G K ARSI, Toie e i iz
M2 WA A R e AR R A K Rt s, RSP B 0647 148t 5 (flat graded retrograde amnesia) (Lehmann,
Lacanilao, & Sutherland, 2007; Sutherland, O’Brien, & Lehmann, 2008; Sutherland et al., 2010). 1,
Sutherland fEFRHETE StRMB GRS RIBG P REL 12 JEST NMDA #3535 H i 5 (Sutherland, O’Brien, &
Lehmann, 2008); Lehmann £ A7E VI 255 2 ST BG — 8 .3 A~ A .6 /N H 3 51 NMDA 5 8795 HR i 5 (Lehmann,
Lacanilao, & Sutherland, 2007)#B<x 7= A5 [Rl &K P B AT PRI s

Ballesteros 7Efr 1% 5 RUE I 2Rl A B3 SRR MG 5, 2R sh 5 17 5= RYIE Y =) 75 (Ballesteros, de
Oliveira, Maisonette, & Landeira-Fernandez, 2014); 4k, Sutherland 7 A5 7H 17 5t 2R I 25 /5 1R @ 5 R 8K 12
JEESS NMDA 458G B, 285 S Te il I 25 5 403 55 ) (9 TR B K, 45 S M 00 5 2 BRI I K 3047
1E 1% 5 N A B 2 (Sutherland, O’Brien, & Lehmann, 2008). K& I 5t 2 B T 18 2 B 40 B0E & e a P ik
55, S A X 3 B 380 A ), o [ B A R ) 7 3 1) S AR A R 1 (Hunsaker & Kesner, 2008; Rogers,
Hunsaker, & Kesner, 2006). H 575 #F 1.3 B3 45 S BN S5 AN 2> U 3 ) 2 25 T L i (19 S ALK AR,
T3 H. 0T A B AR Bh W B 52 T R EO) 1O JE 2 14 AL {8 (Pentkowski, Blanchard, Lever, Litvin, & Blanchard,
2006).

2.3. ING

K AN T S8 T ORI TS R B, CEARUETS SRR IR T AR A MBS IR D, AN SRS R &
b, B R 2 AR G5 IS SR RRAC. SEUIER 1l 5 RGBT RS, AR R I LA
BRAG, BAIRMEES IR RIIEI T, REFBFREN TR . MARMA RS IRIE SE%
PR SRR SR A DR RIEE T o X T8 SRR JG AR A MBS S ARG B, 27 A= N [R5 B2 1)
TAT PR 8 500 e~ P (AT M S P WU 2 o A AR RS S AR ZRIE X, 7R M40 S50 v 5 )
RERMEHE—E,

KAV S T HAFEIR 2 JRBR, FIRESmstings . wok, Maren f— RFI0FFL R I A1
W S AR R YRR R 5 SO B B R 5 4 S 9 R AR B AR A A G (Maren: &
Fanselow, 1997); Good [ 7t ik B a4 S ite B, 23 T BB W 30 BE 3G I (Good & Honey, 1991); Gewirtz
bR AN SRR 255 B S AR 5 2 AR B O ACABE, {HL2 IR A 22 5 i 2R PR G 1 1k e S
(fear-potentiated startle, W& 24 5 —4845) (Gewirtz, Mcnish, & Davis, 2000), ixLefiff 71 45 H —Hk B
Bl R ARE R RIE, FEARIE SRVEICIZA 5. FOR, S NMDA E¥e 5 2535 Ko K A
(seizure activity), JGit 2 ZNPIHEFUIL & N KA T8 #8R BmUN R AE 2 P E AR A2, 5808t s (Hornberger et
al., 2010; Milton et al., 2010). XARA AT BEML A2 157 5 i 5 S EOYAT VB S B SR B, AT HERHE S 7215 57l
17,9k B iR 458 (Lehmann et al., 2007; Sutherland et al., 2001). Jt4b, Pentkowski HIF 5% A& 45 5% s (2
AN 2= B0 A8 B ) 2 T R IR A AR B, i L RT DA OO S B B T R () 1 AR AR A oA
(Pentkowski et al., 2006), iX— 4k Gk — % 7L S5 A A 1 SRR R B BRI 451052 T Bk
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A2, Kim 58 AN RIUFR R SRR SR E L2188 S AR D, Rl s8R, JRA 2wt /&= 3
FRE(Kim & Fanselow, 1992); Anagnostaras fff FH#% i %1, BISEIRE D)5, sh) R R X
I RE Sl 2B, 50 RZ AT IS 1 S 12 58 B AR B R ok (Anagnostaras et al., 1999); it EAA
REF 492 550 o T B I e RV IR 55 1T B R S5 9 A 7 ORBAT v, TS A S ZE 4 SRV IR b g SR A
WA NS GBI B2 A 2458 1 T s E R R S st g R b ek e iz, A A 588 —EIR
o IRMAHERR AT HIBIE 045 R SER IR T RMBAT N EL. 535k, Sparks 55 AFIH NMDA FI K # 2
(TTX, BB mIE PR AR, E St 1 1) [ i 4o AV 45 0 08 BB it 5 473 g () B 52 o o
i HAEAZ AN BRI AZ R [RIZ , 31X 15 BHAS B 1 SR R A5 NMDA 3 85t 5 5 3501 1% 10 12388 0 VA 45 i
RAEW) 45 B (Sparks, Lehmann, Hernandez, & Sutherland, 2011).

3. AIEMEFEEDHMREGR

AL S W] LR R ARSI AN R, V2 b SR AT FE i X T AE . AT 3 4 2R mT 78 DO g b4
FEEMG X, JF BT DA il R i (], T B SS dOR WA R AVE D Redi s . Al g v SR G AN AT DL A Sk
Ft B AR X AEA A0 [ 2 50429008, FF B AT DU S0 20 XA 10 12 DR 8] 5 A v A FH ek 8] K 45 (Ambrrogi,
Baldi, Bucherelli, Sacchetti, & Tassoni, 1999), ZRifHRFELmT [a]FE BT A A R AT RS 2 15 /Kl 2
ANIREE, fE F K /2 muscimol (GABA 324k sh7) FIZ K (lidocaine, 4Mi@iE BT Tl K EE 2
APV (NMDA S5t 7)) 45 2 3 27 2R 35 7 3

3.1. KERE

Muscimol & GABA HIZIRHENF, '©5 GABALZIRL & Ja, MG R EA L, BRI RE S
TIEIE, ST NN, FEABEENRA, MEvEREAC, R H AR X Ay ks . R 2 R R A2
BEITTR, EZEOR R AR RS, (ER R, BIVER/N, (HJ2EfEXT & dn i /E i Fn, ot b 2f
et/ ()05, 2500, 2006), APV fZ&3i4rtE NMDA ZARFEHIR, &5 NMDA 24 5k 155 Fl
71, HEZ NTEWEYE, 524G e IREANRE = A2 2408 B o5 35 52 7R 45 Srsash 1 s

3.2. BREBIHITNREMSR

AL S A AL RV AT 0 T AR 12 1345 (aquisition) . JLIE (consolidation) . $2HR (retrieval) =N
B S T ) TR o RIS SRR A A FH 0 1 A S R U T SR A A 1 SR R R A 1 R

321 FEBRDIEERNARKER

Maren 7E 5 15 SRR UITZRATIE S muscimol (0.25 pg/side) RIGE LA, AN F2mEhY) 11515 S 2%
H(Maren & Holt, 2004). Daumas Joi fEFRAETE SRV ZRATIE 2N G, REES R Z R H K&,
&P IR 55 1 2V B2 (Daumas, Halley, Francés, & Lassalle, 2004). X8 7 24 G 2im i, H
i X IR TR AN S DR, S R EEA—F. H2, Quinn FEVIZRFTVEST APV (10 pg/ul, 0.5 pl)
BELST T AR ¥ S0 1Y) NMDA 524K, fe 2 35 BRI e B E 2J 45, L RIS o )1 5 P o Bt A R 2 o) 2% 2 1
3R (Quinn, Loya, Ma, & Fanselow, 2005), Stied 55 A\ t.£5 A0 [F] 1 2518 , ZE I ZR T 5 APV 2 S iR 5,
22 SEMNK S PIAAR R KRR ER NGRS BUG SLZIE S APV DL AENNAHT S APV IR
¥ 5 ] 5o 3 4 ) A48 TE %0 (Schenberg & Oliveira, 2008; Czerniawski, Ree, Chia, & Otto, 2012).

FH AL FRAT 175 H A AV 50 1) NMIDA 52440t 15 25 ST 17 e R IH 42 00 L B2, (HURPE T2 I DL A B o 3R
ANETER . BEAh, BEWTE ARV ) NMDA SZ 0 A 35 T i 5 40 XSt 15 S B R n 1, 3X mT RE 2 e
T4 NMDA SZAR PRI, i 507 B B IH R B B AN 4k B2t (B2, N TE NMDA 2R IEH
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WOE S, A7 B 40 1S 3 A RE A IR AT 9B 14 AR 4K (1saac, Buchanan, Muller, & Mellor, 2009). 24 NMDA
FEPIREH T i, D8R a] DA St A7 0 T, S 78 I Rk 72 A s f 3t fn T4 B AR X IR g
RIFG SO THAER, tei B 5 B TAEE IR BT B HISIZ, BBt 7= 42 1 % 2 B AT it s

(anterograde amnesia) (Fanselow & Dong, 2010).

3.2.2. MELEBRANMARER

{20 v 5 VI 253550, Matus-Amat 75175 5= 18 #5 77 7E 5 muscimol (0.5 pg/side) Rk is 15 iR
oy, SRRISMIARER, TIshWxHE 1% 3 (Matus-Amat, Higgins, Barrientos, & Rudy, 2004). X5
Maren 7 kRt 52V E VI ZE BT VESS muscimol (0.25 pg/side) e im i iuE o, R4 gemishy > 1515 5tV R K
S5 AHF J& (Maren & Holt, 2004). 11 muscimol 23 i X R 743 43 2 B 48 A 770 = R0 AS )17 7 2R A [R] 1
gER . TERS R M B U VST muscimol (0.5 pg/side) B ARME D, LARAE AL ISR (5t - ok
RN ZR) AT RVE ARG S, #AN 2 5M IE 5 (1 S RS EMNRAT RIS i S, K sh el
IR I AE % (Matus-Amat et al., 2004). 1 Chang #3770 & BUAE F R 22 15 R E B Z0) o j (15 5% -
7 RIBCHT) R 08 AR S A0 1 5 - L GBI %% 2] (Chang & Liang, 2017), {H&ZF|Z R KLEX
P2 A0 M S FH ) (RN 2 X o 2R e R o IR AMETS =% - i RIS 20 )5, SLZ0VES muscimol (0.5
pg/side 8L 1.25 pg/side) RIEHRIE S, #A M 52 H (Chang & Liang, 2012). Chang % A HAt )
TR, R RAEN 5 AT RAEZMRIZRAT, 1EH NMDA AR Hi7 APV KiE i S#f 2
B SR A AR s TGI8 A2 AE I st ) 58 U I8 2 AE BRI ZR 56 U 18 APV 2R3E 5 g T # AN 22 5
%41k A B (Chang, Chen, & Liang, 2008; Matus-Amat, Higgins, Sprunger, Wright-Hardesty, & Rudy, 2007).
Matus %5 N\ & LS50 IR 5 ) NMDA 32 ARBEAS 23 5 i Zh Voes i S SR I (RD 2 L 5T S APV), A
22N E PG SERVECAZ B SR B BTV S APV) (Matus-Amat et al., 2007). £¢ RIS D i
NMDA SZA43%5 T2 AZ (I PLE FIHE OB A W3 E (R0 T 4 51012 LA R G A 17 S5 A BV IR R QB
HEEH

3.3. e S RThEEM R

{8 F 235 77 NI SO B A S M D Re S+ U % . &5, Bast 3 HARMEIG SBMBIIZRIER, EZRATTE
% muscimol (0.5 pg/side)kid EMIME L, 2R SRV AN 22 52 0 75 % 24E (Bast, Zhang, & Feldon,
2001). 117 Maren {3 FH bR #EE 5t AR N ZRIE X, ZE N ZRATE S muscimol (0.25 pg/0.25ul/side) 2k i 5 ik 1,
S I BN 2> B PR i 3 BRE F AN R M 1 B RV (Maren & Holt, 2004). Esclassan |75 H 7 bR k15
SRR ZRETESS muscimol (0.25 pg/0.25ul/side) 2 v BN - 2= [ i il A 75 2 AR AN 1A = 24 1B (Esclassan,
Coutureau, Di Scala, & Marchand, 2009).

FAbR NS SRR I 25304 SI 1R I8 5% A PE R4 H (trace fear conditioning), 4> 7l[EIFE 1. 7. 28, 42
RIFMHK, 7ENETE A muscimol (0.5 pg/side) G BEMNME S, TEiRIIZRAIRZ [B]a] M 2 A, #i2s MK
BNPIAE NI (AR 2R OF B30k R T HOR 7 RMEAT IX— I #E) (Cox, Czerniawski, Ree, & Otto, 2013).
Czerniawski 7EFR NS SRARIZRATES APV BRI S, SBERShPIRE FRMAM 245, 54h, 72l
BUHT BE T AR 55 ) NMDA SZ2AK S A S0 175 557 R 2R IE (Czerniawski et al., 2012), $-EUZRT 113
(BRI 2 2 R IR 5 1) Are 2% 1374 (Chia & Otto, 2013).

3.4, INGS

ER PR, RTUUABLAE A muscimol 53 ¥ MRS AW FEAEAE S B muscimol FRIE IO A R TMT 7 A:
AFH AR HIEA BRI E muscimol J& I HRHE S AN 2 LD 557 (1457 21, T et AR s s LUK,

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2017.78121 972 o3 2t


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2017.78121

EHET, Ml

FEMRRER 2 R A S BURAT AT, AU I A A AL B2 T B ARk XA 2 DI e S 80, 36
e T X PR I B 22 AT A B A LRI T R B . (2, ] APV BEINTE RIS ) NMDA
R A R T 2, BRI ) NMDA S2 44050 FIc 12 R R AR R AT S AE AT, (R T4
R S ACAZ A G b 7 S5 AR AR ) SR BB = AR

FEARMER S RAR I ZR AT Bl RE IR S, AEAE R AR g M R BRI s sl R EA 25
Mt SRR (E R PR AT 2R A RAR I R BT TT S SRR RIS, S
WEARZMIREREICIZ . —FRROAFR, fefEf SRR, 2L - M EERE S
dr2H), H2, WHEEAFBESR T IBHZ DR, B8 H TR A 2 UL
WS AT T HThEE, ARFEI M HEGFE TAREAER, 25— 50+
TARCIZTEmE; BRI e fa b, HENINGZ 2 A A E 2R 2@t

Ao P PTE SR TR RN S PO AL SR RiE T A R B — AN B K. Bk, RN
HEK BN B IR E 2 S BB LA A, IR 505 48 S MIAH R IR XA o 50 Ik, ek
WOk B R LN, TR BRI AT AR SR G A I AR, e RO IR S AR, BRI S A
REFLIEBON B4, L JUE I 4 5E 5 5 A8 OE# (Vertes, 2006).

4. BN RERNEMESE
4.1, BRBIEINEGERF

KT G SRR R 5 1R 50k 5y, 237 AL I [R] A B 1938647 14 152 X5 (temporally graded retrograde amnesia)
T ST 38 47 P 18 I (Flat graded retrograde amnesia) 4 i AN . o EE &% T5UF 90 & 022 $ R k47 2~5
Yl 5 - BT O I SR ORI 70 #R 2 A P86 BE 0047 4 38 5 (Lehmann et al., 2007; Sparks et al., 2011; Suther-
land et al., 2008) . T 7k 2 22 7= A I (A1 B 00 AT 14 383 0 PR AT 7 A 22 500 2 10 IR B B 2 IR I &= -
T ER X (Anagnostaras et al., 1999; Kim & Fanselow, 1992; Winocur, Frankland, Sekeres, Fogel, & Mosco-
vitch, 2009).

{H2, Lehmann 7E— RN BEAT 10 MG - MEERECXS, JIZR)GE 100 RAERHE S, JIORBIR 1155t
RYEICZ, X i B AC 24 1H 465 5 (Lehmann, Rourke, Booker, & Glenn, 2013). Sparks tHiiF B 7E—
U S5 0 38 S 5t - s FC AN EOAS 2 DA BSOS K S 12 6t ¥ S () 4K S (Sparks, Spanswick, Lehmann, &
Sutherland, 2013). B4k, KEBFFAI, £ KIEFEARIN G SIUR DG T - ddiox, (H27 T
2 — € I [A] TAN RS (S R B — R B B R I Sk, X o 8 A3 (100 1 e AR I R B e K0 1 453 800 AR AZ 1)
IR (Gulbrandsen, Sparks, & Sutherland, 2013; Lehmann & McNamara, 2011; Wang, Teixeira, Wheeler, &
Frankland, 2009).

Ak, Wiltgen KIACAZ 2 B S, FEARRE T ZEcZE iz, MR idie A &
e, RURSERCREE T A7 IR IR IH AR B, T S 283 2 4045 (A A AZ ) ] i S7 Tl )y, X —
SEWELVRX T R DA PO T 1 45 A B 255 (Wiltgen et al., 2010).

4.2. HitER

KT ERE LGSR, —BHEAE AR, WSS CHEREMEETIH, R
RO IRA— o AT KR N SR A T 7T 9 A it L A0 SO S S B ARG b AN, X B
R I R T AT N F TS R A — 5 B AR [ B R AN S0 5 4% Gt S0 7V R, (R TE
7015 AR 55 AN G v 25 22 S A [RL sy, AN 240 e AT 2 [a) AR, 38 4 %1 & K1) 43 (Fanselow & Dong,
2010).
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WCAZAESS AR, B FYE QA [F] 40 23 R 6 S D BRI 8 Lo K& MIFEAT 55 % ST Bl 4 580 5 1)
R, BTSSP AR P2 A AN [ R BE AT PR I8 I, IR 78 20 Ui 1 T S AR IR AN & 7E BT A (e A2 AT
5 R AE RIFE RO AE F (review in Squire, 1992). W 7EiC 2 IVERA ZFh, (HIZ CATHATE S HERE S5 A H
B, KR E S0 B R GA E N TARILAERG, XTmEG R S, EMEEEORIMES: miE R R
SRELIE F BRI E ST AR I T, (R TR W MR AN RE ) ZE RO, TS5
S8 RCAAN 75 BN S5 1) 25 (S EEAT ARSI L, B LA HERR S 7E 2% ) 1 F2 b A B3 R R gk AT T
T, EER N AR O EARIR 2 . RN T SRS ThRE, PIFMES TR BB 78 BORaR
FRAERTE AR EAES, MHERLERER, XL EE RN, EEHR, 27T RATGE D)
BE I IT o

5. RESRE

YU Z A S INRERINT T, TR NI TR RS, TERRAT N MRG0 2 R 2 i 2
TP BHISIRE Tl SRR DI RE AL, (B T MG S A BRI S P A7 X 25 B R E T AT —ELL
KWL BRI OV SEIR AT Fede ot 7 TR, R th Al G ok 1R SRS SRR
Tu I T S MCZ R 2 AW 7 R Al LK S AR IS 12 Dh BE R B AT Ve —, BRI BigffE 4
2 H b

KA S 1 (R F 70 405 R DU R (2 W] BE LR ASOR TR AR bR, BORAT LT FURA SEAN REHERRIX
—ATRE, E U R T AR W SEAE R SR b e A BRI AR S SR R I T
CLAR, AP AER IS AN ARG, BRI S IR R AT DU T, 4RSRHE NS S BRI T AR
e TR R8Iy L 3 7 2 P S D e IR Fo 4 L2, W 9T 05 30 B Ry A T i G b 5
Wi 3 SO A5 SR B R MR S S A XA B R, HAPAE KRR B B, SR A )
FRBARRIL BRZ O X, T8 LT AR SEI AT AR R SO MR A B R 22, IR R R T — AN S S 45
R FEAERE o AT IOVE SR S OB OB S TBOM A T ANRIZEAR, (ER ] APV BT AR
Ity NMDA 32145 B —5, BT IRE S 1) NMDA 2R FiciZ iU E A s B 5 EH, (H2&
X A 15 AT 12 LS A 15 S5 A AR ) S IRk = AR

BEAl, 453 ST ARy T 58 o 7 A I TRDBG B2 A0 AT P38 A 2 16 B ) AT P38 O 2 5 U A
R BARFAMNGREF R, BT TR AR RN GG I 255 AR SRR 45 R B
ARG AL SR A B 10 5T B O A BOHELI ) DR 1 A2 A B 0 (e S 3 2 ST T 5y, 5N A] R 3R TG
K, RERME DL TR R SRt R, (R Bz, BUIRIAE . BEITE 1A
R (AN [F) 0 O S 7 22 AR A 58, (B R ACAZ AT I 1 90 AT 55 0 P2 AN (R, 8 il S AN 2K B PR AR ik 2 S 1
P25 RS SN R BORIG 5t - ALy SRR BT B B, D20 I R T AR I A A B B4 SRR
THRE, (HEMBRURIEHIFAZ, AR S AR Ja etk 2.

B XA S DHREWT FL I ANWTR N, S WSl v J5UA OB OB 70T Ber Biom B . MEtEZ R, A
KSR ST R 17 EEG(IN L) CTOHSEHLITZ BiR) . MRIG R HRAAR) UL & TMRI(Zh ETPERE
HIRAAR), EAREME BB, (HA2 CHUS R R BB D, IX L il H i B AT 707 i S0 T30
WETT T £ et fl LU siPis ik EEG SR N YIWEFOITRE VORI, (HMRG ) 2N, 94y
KGR RER FONBATRIRT FTIT R -
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