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%ﬁﬁ%é(ﬁﬁ%%@&%mowrﬁ T T2 14 #4212 Mandius 17 & -

2USHNTED, 18I, Swedenborg (1780) MEMERERE M S 3]
«@Kﬁ%tE£U%AU\®E5¥%Z LTEBLTWE 2w (Divac and Oberg,
1979), Ly LA s, AENICEREOBRENEE 2B UL L5k 270K,
N—F VY VROV TOBKFENFER L OBFEICSWTTH Y, [EIESE
FIDFEL L b IBRENEHRINDE XD o7 (KkE, 1984), 2D K>Sk
BEHERLHY, BETHE OMRECHRESY, EFREB L OBECS
W, BEBIEBLTWS, Thbb, /N—F Y VEOTEES motor plan
DBEE, NV F VTN ERBRZ YR, BREBECRESASNZ L2505 (E
AEHH, 1985) HRE &b RKFREERLTFENTLIRRBEIZ DOV TH Z0H
gE1d, EB MBI WOHELS LS Z6NTER, UL, BETE, Ei
BWEEEIL Tid, RILRRETH-TH, BRI L D bERORL THRENK
<, BBRE, BRI, BE, RBERORLITREANVKEV L2
SWHIZENTW S (KEF, 1984 ; #0)Il, 1985),

b, BREICOWTDE OERIZ, I ORNIBAIEICES - iIH D8
BECBIS L TWaHEIT TR, I5RZFOMOBIELXEDLEROILE2EE
TERWIERRL TS, EF) - IFREEHOERE bR o7 —F 2V
REEICDOVLTY, HMEREECHAREL S ORANZEEN RO 2L
PRBEN TS (kEF, 1984 ; 8K, 1985), E&Eh- HIEI LIS DRSAAE DAL &
LT, H<256, BREPHERE, BECEZLE280TMNLEE L »EE
&N T & 72 (Divac & Oberg, 1979), KBTI, BREDZD & 5 LHEED 5 5,
SHE, FER RS, FUERTORABEEIC DLW TEET LT
%,

1 BIREOBWIC BT 5 AE

BiIR#% (nucleus caudatus) I, KIXELERZ (basal ganglia) BT 2O
EETHY, DELEIIOEREFOLOBRELZSTEDL I REIM S
A, REMEERE, KBEETORWEMCHY, B, v v A% (nucleus
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len tiformis) & FijfE (claustrum), - F#k{k (corpus amygdaloideum) Sk - ¢
W3, L AKIEE 5 (putamen) & %EFER (globus pallidus) 124313 5
na, i, HREBREEZELY THEEE (neostriatum), 5 2\ (3 BIZE
FREERZ b FV> (Graybiel & Ragsdale, 1979 ; Carpenter, 1982),
EREORE S PHAICB L THED BB, Bli-oTRL->TEY, B
FLHRBETE, EECKEY, 7y ORI S ¥EE (hippocampus) & & 4

WKHAIZBWT, RELEIE2EHED T3 (Webster, 1979),

2 NEHEEE

BRSO REESED LD kiR X VLS THuih VS T L
DWW T, Ramomy Cajal (1911) LISk, t b, vV X, v¥¥F, Fv b, 4
2, FNEEEDOTE OFFESTONT & 1ebs, B, 5MHEOMES,
FEENTWEH, ThiZoWTuHEZEMDH D (Pasik & DiFiglia, 1979), #)1
WBIL Tid, Pasik (1979) 28, RWEAR CHERZEED H 2 Spiny 1, 11 & K2
D72 Aspiny 1, 11, 111 8 X ¢f Neurogliform |2 348 L Tuwv 328, 2,
Cajal (1911) @ long axon, short axon ¥ W5 3E L —~&T 2, v McBELT
i3, Lu & Brown(1977) 12 & i h R TR DO E < BPRER O H 2 #§4 (medium,
long axon, medium spindery ; Pasik & Spiny 1 i2#15) &, @ TEHRZSED H
% #ifg (medium spindle : Pasik @ Spiny 11 iz#4f%), AEHAL (large, Spiny 11
WX, FETEIROBIRER D H 2 #AT (medium, varic. dendrites ; Aspiny 1
W3S, PEITCHIE WEIR DM (medium, longslender dendrites ; Aspiny 111 iz
M) B & UU/NEHIEE (small ; Neurogliform i i) 1238 & 3 v 5 (Pasik,
1979), BAED & Z %, Spiny 1 i3 GABA 2ZEWME L LTHE D, BEAEATH
HEORIFAIMEI%{T->TH Y, Spiny 11 i3, Substance P i L, BEMOIER
ERTEVDNTWS, Aspiny 1113, 7 F 1 a V) Y 2BHL TWE I L55H
5T %735, Aspiny 1, 111 iBIL Tk, MEIMEDIERZHD L\ 5 KBRS
H5b00, ZOEEYEE, HoMITER TR,
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3 RMEELS

A RDE

v N DB R SR IL, T2, AR E (cortex), S5 (substansia nigra),
R (tharamus), HfX&E1E4% (midbrain raphe) » & (RSB 51 T 3 48,
ZDIED», RGPS B ANTERITTWBR I LN, TVIVERERC L Z2ENER
#DEE > HRP (horseradish peroxidase) 7z ¥ DT H:EHRRHE 12 & 2 B
FRORE L3P SEHODICINTE:, IOUS5OMFEERICINE, F
CERRERICH>TH, £-57:<, FHE (homogenous) ZigHEERKHH 2 DT
372 <, 7 b 5EH (heterogenous) ke 3% L TE YD, FAURBIREAD 5 »iF,
TWRATH > THEFIC X DEIR, BE, BEBRORRZ2EO0AN2RD
TWwBZ e, MTRBRZEI TH 3.

(1) HERKGR

IR AL, BISERTEF, BHIAZE, BREHEE, QT2 LB LA 2 TORMK
BoroDANDD 20, AURFETH > THHERICIT, EBHEEF(4, 3,1,
2%) BXOEHHIY, HEESHT»oDOANH S (Kemp & Powell, 1970),
ZOHIRIE, YVRDOWTDHIDTH 2, 7y PDOWTHEERD Z & 53H]
5NTWw3, Tihbb, Webster (1961) O TV YEkEEHAWEHRICLINE, K
MEBEDIZIZ2ED S BIREADANTEH D, LrbZhBEEOEVE®S
TH5Z kH Veening 5 (1980) @ HRP 2 W stic L > THHohIZENT
w3, REIOEED > DRREADRE X, B 28A0 o DREBEHL T
WBIZENDHZHOD, 2UMITIIEMLRENRTINR NS, I-FIEEE
DB D & KA D BIREADKRE B H 2 Z L HERD 5TV 5 (Veening et
al., 1980),
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2) REkEREER
COMMEELZZ DV T, HE VSN T, Veening 512 & hid, R
M DO EEAAIEE (basolateral nucleus) > & /MR #elit s, BB O HLE
HIER (centro dorsal) ICESH SN DB L\,

() BEMRRER
BRP S|MFECANBDHZZ L, UALAONTWRIETHEH, [
CREETH->TH, ZOHMC LY, BROEDOELS, ANERTI TS
i, ARCTR AW, $4bb, BREOEEIZ, §81KPI% (intralaminar nuclei)
D 5 H O ANAIFLM (centromedian nucleus), EHL{M% (para‘fascicular nucleus),
Z4% (rhomboid nucleus), ZFANEI#% (mediodorsal nucleus) 2 & D A S %21}
S TWw3 S, BREOS.OERE, HulMAIEE (centrolateral nucleus) 7> & f&f2S
» 3 (Sato et al., 1979),

@) BREREER

BE»oi), PV ROBESBRFEFCRFEL T2 I eBHo T3,
BHEBUEK (pars compacta) 5 & X RI{AIB & CRHAIOHSRMAEI, fBEE (pars
reticulata) 2 51, /INNRTIXH 23, FRIORFEIZIRET L T3 (Veening et
al, 1980), BRESMil» S ZHEROEEIC, BEODLES 5, BEROMEHEE
WHeEt A 5 (Carpenter & Peter, 1972),

(5) REBRIZIREDHEE

BREEOBBIOBERIERL, S5 o b=V ROBHEERKH D 5 (Sato et
al, 1979 ; Veening et al., 1980),

B R

&P S, BE L UBRAGESEH L TV REESIZ-E D LTw
3,
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(1) IREERTHRE

BIRG L HR e T, RERTRESKRILET 28R E25. Tabb, B
PIZEDHSMEIER 5> S DIFHEIZREERDO AT & A EHHRIET 328, WENTIZIE
EAEBREL TR, UL, BREOFLE? S ORMEZ, PIHIIC SE
WHHELLE-TWS, 72, EPH»oORHITIEZEACHAEICKS, K
b o O ITRBIROBIICIKIE L T3 (Szabo, 1962),

(2 BEGRER

BEAOKRS L BREOHEE,» &1k, BHEOEBAE->TBY, #HE»SOD
LD, BEORTAEL-> TS, &5, HHROEAERE, BEOIMAIER
2, BERIERIE, PBIERc#ETd 2 (Carpenter & Peter, 1972 ; Szabo, 1962), E
REDIE L AL EDESD S b BEIREL Tw5H, ROEFRLZTIEE
WRE L Tl wnwdEi4Esk 2 (Bunney & Aghajanian, 1976),

4 BIRED [FBHI] BEEIC DWW T

ORI DOV TITbhTWwa & 312, BREKICcOWTYH, ZOREEL
TENCB T 2BETOVTHESHIIL & D kv ) ERNLRA G, I,
HrwiF, =2—orOBREHOEHE LOFEEAVTITOATEL, T
CHIBADERIZ, BIRES & U, EH - MEIBIE L Tw3 2 L OIER
LRBERERED L LI bDZ W, HlziE, Magendie(1840) i, #R&MA%E
GEEcbR Y K EBE LYY FIE, Iz 2hkuEBHCr»SATVE D
D& 3 EHIANRUB R LW ERER 2B T, BRI, EBHL50id %
OMEZES L T3 L # 21 (Divac & Oberg, 1979), FE T, BEHEOZR
ELTEMESRIGE T ERY EFTWARER R, LDk, BE
%, BRI, KINEED» S ORE8H2 I EMNESLIIRB LR
2, EERFERLCHELTWAELEZONTLIHIEEPEE R LE
REOITENCB T 2 RE L BHEEINE I NS kothoThHb, ZD&
S REBRNPERD Z LI L D IRBEREOEE LIS OBEENEA S » I
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BoT&R, iz, B, <&, 7y M ETRIBEICLY, b —F
VI VRICHEOND LI REBEEE OV RT I EBES TREVI LD,
ZO—HTH25Ez260n5, ZFETIE [RA] ARCEZTINLEEOEY
BT BREDT, ¥FBOBRD L VIR EDRBREOBHNNBEE L R
EEZONDZEBOI B 5, 79 POWTO D EFLICEET 5.

A BEFER

YL TR, BIBARTEF & R DORE & LLBE 3 2 B S, BT 38 (Butt ers
& Rosvold, 1968), go, no-go 3RFE (Battig et al, 1962), #FIZRRE (Rosvold et
al, 1958) o LI RIIBBIIEER b6 T, IS OB, T bR
LEHREEZIC L > THREORITY, HESNL EREz oMY, L A&MHH
HPRED /N7 5 A MOV TORBIEELREER LTS LEELR
5.

Zy Mo THH L DIEBEERE? 1960 ERr 6T TWw5, 7, 22
KRS NIFHDO VDO bRE > —HORYID 6, FERIBORRTIZY
I—AORYINICHRITE I itk ), BERERBETHL2EELEWT 20D
—AAOEBEFE I RIZTERZBHOHRIC OV, HESED s
(Wino cur & Mills, 1969) &5 ke L HERSED Sz L v G £
» 5 (Mitcham & Thomas, 1972 ; Studelska & Beatty, 1978), Zth & D—Z L /-
RROBON B P - RBROBRREBEOHA I LS FT LR TIR%S,
Winocur (1974) i3 % Dk, B CHIEIORRETH - T o HREOEBGIZ 2 DF
BrEEL2VY, BRHOBGRESEREZ 0T LV IBREREL T
w3, BEERUROEELREFNETILIC2O2ORIID DI bDRA»5
b —ANERBEREDL S 2 AAOREBHEREEF OV TR, BEEGLE
Aizh, BREEGR, FEOFGCHENREIZT L) —HL KR
BohTwvwb (Green et al,, 1967 ; Micham & Thomas, 1972 ; Winocur, 1974 ; Neil
& Gross, 1970 ; Studelska & Beatty, 1978), S EMEEEEE TIX, F v ML,
RIEETOROIENBERENS, ThbbEY vy METOZENERESE T
X, TNETEREZRD L >RBHANMT LSEREEE2RIZDT, Uo
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LR LIEICED, TRERERICERT S I ENBEREND, IDLD
R BREEGEEERNR % 7253 (Winocur & Mills, 1969 ; Mitcham
& Thomas, 1972), L L, ZEMEMEE TH->TL T v b E L THEWE
FTciT GBE, v REDEIRBF2FE) LEBER I TS L) step
through B D 2B EREE TR, HEMREBAONZVEVLIRELDH D
(Winocur & Mills, 1969), %7z, RIUBKRE TH > THERIMOEBE X, 28
MEEEEXEET 25, BHHMOBEHEEIEELZVEVLIHENDH D
(Winocur, 1974 ; Studelska & Beatty, 1978), DI FOEHEERIZ VTN EME
B 3BECIVITObRI D THE05, BRZEOYMICT bozh
—a—VRBLTESL, —BOMFNEGE2To L 25, ZENERFEE
HIHE LN LHEIN TV 3 (Prado-Alcala et al., 1984),

BYERCB L TR T 2EEEE AL 0ICE, LU IEREFEE
BEVONTVL S, EERRC X 2E#EERZT T, BYRMIC L 2%
By RIAGEBEBREET 5, T4bb, Rt (anterodorsal) D EIRLIE
#5513, Hebb-williams KD EE #HET 5. (Kirkby,1978) %7z, &L & < I
BYOTELBECOWTORANEN2HET 200K EL L TEHSN
T % REHR KRR ERE (Olton, 1978) 12 DWW T H Z D BB ICIIHERIR 2 Rz &
TEuah (35, 1983), BEOHFEREEEE T % (Winocur, 1980 ; Masuda & lwasaki,
1984), Lo L, MEPREREEIC OV TR, BREEGIFEEOREEZHEEL
7\ (Becker et al,, 1980) w3 HEHH B, LrL, ThiE, —DZiF, X
BhE O RS SHERSICEATHADRE I DREELTWAH EEZS
3, BEBROYZORA TR, BREEGOPIRISBIES NS HAEAHA S
h3 (Winocur, 1980 ; 36, 1982), RAHZ, HEFE®E U TEITHIIRER G
ZHHEIC I, HESHRSRD SN\ (GEH, 1984), 72, BH#FETHRS
hizk >, ACEBRENTS > T EIEEA~OBE X BEHRERED ZT 2 M
E3 20, EEOBERIEEL 532 ELIBHUECLIZEDEZSN
% (Masuda & Iwasaki, 1984),

RREEEZ, XBUAOZEMBREOXTREET S, A#izhl L,
EADAIE (ego centric) DFF (Potegal, 1972) %, ZBHNIE TN/ HATH
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5DH & DIFFIADEFE (passive tranport) (Abraham et al., 1983), HEHIR¥K
BERAOLEGDMBERD (FH, 1984) 2 LU THESR 2 6Tk
DBEHRESIN TS, F7, BREEGE, BHREA5(Kirkby, 1969), Grice 12
LB UBZEMOARFER (Mitchell et al, 1984), ZDWxFE 2HET 2
(Thompson & Young, 1982 ; Hannon & Bader, 1974 ; Mitchell et al,, 1984), ¥ 7-,
ERTRDEAZRE DRL BE O ZRITICHEEHR # Rz 3 (Neil et al, 1974),
ZDE»AFF—FEIC BT 5 DRL I HEFERR % XX $ (Schmarz & Isaacson,
1968) C MmESINT VB,

IS ORREIBHEOZIRIC DOV T, 6K, T TEEAS RGN
BEELV LRERE LT A SN T &0, BREMEREHLET 28
BREODEETH I L b E2 6N 5, RITIE, ABOREHRICES-T, B
YD EEIC DT b BIBECE (reference memory) & fE2E01E (working memory)
EVWSGHENRENTWS, Tabb, ZRERL AR UERTTHL, ME
R LELRBERIARTICb bR > THEHMTH DXL, fFETE:
BRICKRBROHTH MERRICLE L RBERE, 52 —-RT0HTLLrERY
TROEREIET (ERETFE, 1982), 20 X5 20k 3 %5, BRED
RIS REOBGRIFELIBCH T 2HEEEATVR2EELONS, EVID
3, AUE#FEETH-> THEREE L REOF 001 & > TEITVAEER
— A E OB EEEE CHHESRD ST, BRETEREZI 2 VLB
BT EDb 2 2 AAORENEREE S, FORITTELED 5 5 25%EIR
Liehen) BIBOLELZEAREHRE, BENELNLTORUBEDRLEILE
7%z passive transport 3L SWHEDRNED SN EZ 0O TH S, ZOHY
3, EREREAET 2HNLEBE L U TEE STV 2 RGPRKEERE IR
T B HERNE (Winocur, 1980 ; masuda & Iwasaki, 1984) <, FEHIRERE % v
TAFEERBEC L TEELROMEEE D L E 2 SN A RKIGHEMT
2EVIEER (M, 1985 METEX2HDET 3,

B RI#ER
EREOBSAIBE, FEREOREEMET 2 LV IWMENDH D, KEH
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Bl LTu—HHLE2IEL, HEAEBIELLBCECEERLY523L, 24
RERORRET A PZBWT, @%, 7v M, BBE2RULIE2ERLT
WERHRVN-FLELIIELEZWY, LL, BEL2EZ2-0bCERK
PRIBL7Zy b, BRFEETAMNIBOLTRADEDSWH KL, LN—FHL
ZLEIETBLEWS (Wyerset al, 1968 ; Wyers & Deadwyler, 1971) [@lfk7%
BRI & 2 BB ORI 3 3 [HERD R 28 step-douwn, step-through #J
DOEWMEBORFICOVWTH R 513 (Zornetzer & Chronister, 1973 ; Wyers et
al, 1968), % 7-, 18598 ¥ FkE 1, Lashlley 111 BOKEFEBRLEMEB O
E¥E W BEIRZORIBUIEERR % 72 57, (Peeke & Herz, 1971 ; Liversey
& Muter, 1976) RJ#IC & 2 RIRORFET A b ADHEDEE L, RIBOMED
(Deanwyler et al.,, 1974), RIEsSEFEHE TH 5 D0rEFH, BN LB TH
5D H &5 (Peeke & Herz, 1971), —M#IC i3, BEFEOREICIZEERE
BROHRBEORBE ) ITHEMR 2 B3 (Peeke & Herz, 1971), %7z,
Rl x 5 2 2R3, BEOKERD»S 5 ALUNTHINIEIENTH 543, 15 5L
HEBAT B EMBRBRVEVLIRE S H B (Wyers & Deadwyler, 1971), L7
2o CTERREMBIIEHOESEZEORFCHESREZ L ObDEELSN
3, BEOHE LRKICHBOMBIZ OV T HEMESTD bh, BHREETE
RO BRI T 2 RBE, BHRBFE2HEET 245, BEOBERECT
ZHRIBUIE CHEEEHEE L 5\ 2 & (Leversey & Muter, 1976) %, EREOHI
Bz, REOERBUSEILT B Ik Ers, BIREHEIC & 5 RED
FEZ, RERSEROBEEELBERNSIEEZOND, kB, BRIHKL
AHNDOD 5 BEORE S BERREORELHET 2. Lo L, BEEETRE,
RENERHFZZOZE/PRFICHEL L\ & Z 3205 (Fibiger & Phillips, 1976 ;
Ruttenberg & Holzman, 1973) BEREDOZIR 1T, REBSEBEREICEIZ TR
INVZHRHNCELBLEZBNS,

C BEREHFRIIRE

B, $20IEERESUBRERC OV TOEREEEWHESTONS
LI o7DiF, 1970 FLIETH D, FIHADOHIETRE, BEED =2 —o
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TEE) & EE) E OREEHRIEEIC 7z (Delong, 1974 ; Buser et al., 1974 ; DeLong
& Strick, 1974), U LERE T, B 7 O STAIREEEE & o BEE H3
ENTw3, Rolls(1979) i3, Y VORBKRED = 2 — o G828k L, 307 (&
D=a2—a>DIHIGEHEEL TRKT20E2ED6.8%THhH, #h
Listid, B (5.2%), SREORTWEET 22=yv b (17.5%), REDOZITL
BERE S T A MRREKT 2229+ (13.4%), FHRIEE2RT 2=y b
(11.1%) T EBH o7 LFHEL T3, 20%, &5 CEREESCERL T
2=y FEEEREIT o722 2% (Rolls, 1983), EEICEEL (& T2 =2 —0
Y3 4.1%1CT EF, TOMSRAEFE (9.6%), BEFE (3.5%) TIHEL,
REOFREDT LOBEETHEKT 2 =2 —0 8 14.5%, R ni-Hge K
G (31.1%), #HEN L BEMRD S 2 HIBICIEE (24.3%) B ERL SN T L 2HE
LTw3, ER(1985) 1k, BEEF0E T 5 KMEEKOEAITE & OBEI
EHL, ZHEMCRIEEERBEETHLILhs, REY vy — N
BEO= 2 —aYEBcEE»H 3 2 L% Bl U7, Hikosaka & Sakamoto
(1986) i & iE, BIRZOMBIE, o H—RhicRK T3 DL, v bh—
FEBZIEDBHNCS —7 v b 2 ERT BB TRAT 25D 85D, L
b, BEORKNNY—VER, ST AA—VEIDBVTVRREIENS, B
WD =2~ viE, ¥v 77— NCERBEST2E2ED= 2 —u VG214
LTWwa e HEmEBT» 3,

INSDERERFERLTRE, BREOBESUBER O EESCEED
RIFICBEHEL TWR 2T TIRZL, FERECBILE70P, REBRD
SRV I VEMLRABEL bV I3 BDRBEELTVWAZLERLTL
3.

E 9]
RABOFRNE - FB % EORABIBHEEC D TERET 2 1.0, BREOHE

B, FMBOBRE L VERERFN LR OV THELL. Zhs0fEs
5, EREOMEREIERERICONT 2841, EMBMLEIC DL ToRE
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ES»rDOBEFEND B EEZSNDE, ThIEIDOWUBEERFERO VLY
% “complex loop” 2FEH L TWB I LI EBKE2H, ERkBREINTERE
& - MEIOBEENEREE, &<, ZOBBEAMCHE L, TETERL
2, AETED HIFLRAMBEEC OV THSBREHENIRETHS D,
nE, SR, EEFHRTRICOVTRENE L, BRZICBT 21
EMELTEE OBFRICOVWTEELSRIZE S, TRETHNOPRAH =
A LB 7z,
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