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Aohig 2dg AHE] BEM $4Y &4 X2 4EE Al viXle UE Lot AT ok g UEM F
A9 E4F woluIZY A F7HIA, Q4H 22 Aol FEA T2 BE Y07l @2 ol=ddYY
F87) A AYuE Foisiad Jo@ Aeduhiol vl JTE Aut Lot 22§ FAK A s 018
FANGE NS ¥ UM SUUE S4stel g Foihd @& Jdat R Fo9 Id, BEA SU9E &Y
A gl & Foishal g Yo ek g Fo4U Y2z Hrol YTl e SYY &SNS YR 34 3
- AXHYod, EE HeA 49§ S48k G deloly a9l Rasd 44d Aol o § 7
£ WIEATE 2 Hed $HY &4 AUNE S8 Jo A9 Axe F49E S8 2 9UE $o
31X B2 Fure] Aehtg gus HRY o FANCE foju|g o7t RS A Y3t ol A FHAE S4Y
F agule Roidid 4ed Aohhgo] ok 4g Holghe &t YA AHE ole HxA| U o2 ®
3w ZA S T FAE $E37P TR Eehe doglowy PAgd e HaE Yothe 7Hde

A2 Hojut,

ZAA=(conditioned stimulus:CS)o] F&
A A= (unconditioned stimulus:US) 2} A3
£A43 Agste 2AAF] A FEUL FE
5 AAgee] duty Wl dodle FHIRA
8}(preparatory conditioning)+ 4J4tEH3},
gehds}, HRA7E 5o A& AA whg
§E744 7ouk-2-(startle response) 8] F7}9}
2L HEAEH S5 e 89 4 th

ojgidt PFom ehi= AMYERY WEE
goir 7] & B2 AFAEANEL TRHFE]
Aol A fdd = A APA X 77, vl
A gt A5S A7) AFEdE b, FX
Z A4¥9 7ot (fear —potentiated startle
response) & ©]e]gt 71E] & FHE 2ol

Rk BR2H F7 AL Fuhe-g 4oy
=, EREEANMe 53] 2 ZgRFo] F
ohtg-& doFl=d wig ootk FHeA
UAX Hz} Hopibgo| Jev Ged] et A
Z2l=-& AAE gEic} o|def HriiAd) 22
HeA AT AAYRE GA(dEEE W) 7}
U FHNA HAATE AT o 6 F7}
Tk &, Yol o3t Ao Ax #HAF
F7Fe Y3 Ar1AaE JAFHA XY A A
U FEANAAMY Holn, Y3 Ay|&AE 7}
7] FAH o2 AU FE2 Folle Yo
U= gdtH(Davis & Astrachan, 1978; Da-
vis, Redmond & Baraban, 1979). o] &4&
FIX2 AsE  Fogubgolel  3t}(Albert,
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Dempsey & Sorenson, 1985; Anderson,
Johnson & Kempton, 1969; Berg & Davis,
1984, 1985).

Siegel(1967)-2 A=A A} 7] 7ko] & A 7} 7}
=37 WHEe vhede pEsigen, 4uEg
ZAAFO2 ARSI EW FuE WY
of wie} dutsle] 7Havt Yot Fakslgith. o]
= A Aohibgo] sl 2H8E 245
B8 =79e Jehle ZoltHDavis &
Astrachan, 1978)

HEA 7} 3FE Z U3} "“’1 o oo Ay
SHE°l U c‘ﬂee’\- o] HeAlg &4 ”}
W 271 FZ4¥hg-(conditioned freezing) 4 ¥
W g 98 (discriminative avoidance beha»
vior) & &43517  ¥E9 3 (Blanchard &
Blanchard, 1972; Spevack, Campbell, &
Drake, 1975), 1 ’]Oﬂ*ﬂf‘; HaskeRr 4

R J0 0
ub 27vkgel FEel 232 wtHCohen,
1975), &3t Fn]oﬂ/n] v Al EA188 A7)zt

oz m n)3ald Alukeld i (vagal cardio-
inhibitory neuron)ell #4 A4S Fo] z7ix%)
Joll ujsl ZHskEl Al (conditioned brady-

cardia)& oo (Kapp, Gallagher, Un-
derwood, McNall & Whitehorn, 1982), &4

g gt &gt Adbz syl 4AE gl
(F93}- &4 - 3714, 1988; Cohen, 1975;
Gentile, Jarrell, Teich, McCabe & Schn-
eiderman, 1986). WA 4131 A4gAl4 A
W B2 {3 Al=tol ik ‘?}% of {’1@1 OH‘: ]
o] o] o} F-9)9 AF k] B (e
2L lol(Krettek & Price, 1978a,b), thaksh
FollA Fx U Bol B9 Mg Qs fu
BEONL AR AEY A AJEE O s ukg-
of Fad A%e sl rie e I3y
7F AJeH(Goddard, 1964; Sarter & Mark-
owitsh, 1985).

o AFAT AxA FHYe Fry Boks
o} thekst Sl “kﬁﬁh)rﬂ AAZ| = i o
7t ol A FAgo) “’—Jt’ﬁﬁtﬁl, FH FA
FHL A AN FEY FE BAqF
o gHA Je FHEE FH 3uA (Beitz,

1982; Post & Mai, 1980) 3 2* 3 2] AF&-Al 7 ul
ol B E= vFAA wiE %9 (Hopkins
& Holstege, 1978; Schwaber et al., 1982),

FEAREl A Y] &g Esle BAFcta oA
A WA (Krettek & Price, 1978a; Price

& Amaral, 1981: Takeuchi, Mclean &
Hopkins, 1982), &4, & 943l (ven-
tromedial region of the nucleus reticularis
pontis caudalis:RPC) Fo|tl, E3] vj&w uba}
HE Azt Aehukgol AR §F gAFA
olg HEA FA#o] g¥x 2 AsE Aok
*zf‘&fﬂ ALEg 9FEE HoF,
%9 Redmond(1977) & A& H 2%
ol A} N OJ]JJJLl]Ev1(norep1nephr1ne NE)& =
e wHE "] ‘ﬂ"é-w/P} 1”/} g do
Nk A% sttt fgololl A Aulkel
1E-8-8 ——/M Ny A= Hp1peroxane)01
f]r 3%“?1 yohimbine) #} {+& ofE-2 NE# 3t
%7 # (Anden & Strombon, 1974) ¥

oWl B FAe gisaatE dou
(Redmond, 1979). &3] 23lwle dujxd S

;J ;” g‘i_ﬂ].g},o:] ul. "z;ﬂ ow 1 cq 0}1:4 /q g Q,
e fpodshd 2] H o] NEHEHS S7kA)70) ¢ ?:‘

e oldldaA o] Fuddel AE Aol
SR AA AR G2 -olmdlddA W} rﬁ- 7]
(autoreceptor) & xetdo @4 NE# 3K

1:"_ ) SR
AFIka e ‘Z)“L}. Q3] g F7hE NE

A Abgol Al 2ol Baotolu Ea, A%
UES Yol v, o ey 218 NES

s3] Qe oio] A2 A s Rold), 2
=, Sag-cleddely FE7)E AN, %

A, BAol] 4Es] wo| HExglo] dey o
(Palacios & Kuhar, 1980), £3] 739}‘3} ?
vhidQlol M ol=gddl Aol FEUdic
onidine)2 FwkolA] NE Eul& /L_{:A]ﬂ{—?uﬁ
#2Ydol 98 F7hE NES He o] a2
FO BN Aed Aohe-g oA, o] 9
B ot=ddd 87 kAl g3lulo) ¢
# dAHEe] W rH Davis, Redmond &
Baraban, 1979).

o] SR8 AT Hed F43]o] Hohur
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S godhe A3 5 3 842 RPC| ¥
A BEA}Eo (Inagaki, Kawai, Matsuzak &
Tohyama, 1983) %2 A5@ ZAdw3-g ¥
oFled B3 v, HEM SH8E &43
W Aed Aohrge Yehtx] & BN
o} B8, 2ol gy £471 FAAQ
234 g B3t AeE Fgurgol A3 F
7Vhe #AF A7) dsid. 2V BRA F
Aug &3¢ § 299 Fodte o AL
AeE Aohkgd mAlE gE AP dre
gt webd B dgdde dea A4
Aol ad Achirgol njxE P& AE

o, BEAM 248 &4F ajhisert X

2 A4E Aige vX e & dofruzt
riieg

oy % Ex

LEHEE

A% 60—90d¥ Sprague—Dawleyd: ¥
A 4ontel 2 DPEEE AHEEET A9 3
244 FEES AR pEFARE ¥
23 Holg ARFA HEE Yo, A4
& G278 09:00—21:002.8 Hez 23
gk, AE AFRADGA Y dPFE AFS
250 300g°| ATt

MEIT

FAEL Y8 409 2701 FARH27.5 X 24 X
19cm) & AHE3IATE 2719 Axle & F9H%
e dengHos Ho glon, He &
T2 £ Je F9 olag gz FAs
vlehe 10mA o s Hojd 27 4.8mm 2HQ
# A 29ARNE AMEste] g A7|&3E
Z 4 Q=& 39th o] 27y ZAE Al 2
A, skl 270] HH{(60 X 70 X 50cm) &2 ©]F
o7 HrEAAIgH] Welon, o] WEdde &7]
2 93 #g AP CSe 27|u A}l A
20cm Hoj7 &9 AXE sw HIATFY Ho
2 AN °o] WA= CS7 AA e
e Aostue oFHch USe 280Ke A3

o] ¥ dgdHo Ye AC 7PEdY £33
A7z AXEREd AFe 1.5mAdS. ©] FF
A AuldYola CSoll dig Fxx1371 7
A 2 dojue &gt} o] A& Davis,
Schlesinger9} Sorenson(1989)©] AH&-3% 0.6mA
e Zol7t led, ol A7IFFEA7 Y A
olu} AF2AA}Y Hpolof o§ R Zrh

A Aueg sk 7Ty Agk-g-
& 7E3e AAE LA EHA(1991) 9] =
Bl 2AAF) 7]eEo] Ut HEEkA 7igshd
73ohirs-& 237 #siM Parreto, Saraza,
Suber6(1984)7F Me3 FXE AME-3GeH,
ol 2MHAE o| B3l Fehit§-g 23 I
Wolt}, Ago] 17w 2FAE & FEo] 9=
FEeE FI F 2 9o Aol 17em™ =0
3.5emgl ¥ THAANE FHEHUY. FEE
2 HAS g F AE 17em, E°| 20cm7}E
= 9%8 229 A9 T80 A &
A st B8Ol &Fold LuAEo] 3R
3o oz QlajA 2uHe| el He] W
g}, o] A FHAM AR FEE L
AR Ak, Al g FEY A4,
Z Aohihe-2 AvA ] Y AYE Yod|n
o] AYL AFEFE7](differential amplifier)
of olajr] 4 ZFEsoid A/DHEIE AH
AFE AEE At FFE = 2msecrirt ¥
& BT FYARZA A A 200msecol AR
B AeR2A Al £ 200msec7tA] W& 7| &3}
At Aehkg =7l AFAA] F 200msecE
St 714 & AR E FASAY &8 A=
24, vre7 &8, EX& APPLE II HFEE AL
£33t A sHct, AdAFS Feig-g &4
3= AR ZREH 10enEold ol AAG 152
97 (tweeter) 25 LA EH, HAZS
(white noise)-& 71F¢ FEIE FEAZ
% 1999718 A A A A TH60dB:CH
).

3 Y HARIRE
71N 23& A8 £ A B 202
Aoz AXE 1089 B 153U
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FHA HYFES 271
o] H8717F $o Wt
Altg et old FAE o8 16}%1‘1} CS
717+ 3,700msecY i US7]17+e 500msec &
B CS& USS Al F4shs Adxdshdat
Z AFg3tTh AlsE AL B 48 (3-5%)
oldtt. 11 e A FAAE EAZS
o, 1 & 15939 3E7E &5 g A
& AAsiact. 8% HAF 2084 43 13
vi2)F erlelel AT 130elE 7okl A
yohimbine& 702 B3}, HAAk: Aot
AR A AL = Mﬁ@ 7} 9§ 3,200msecE<t Al
Agh & AotatEg BA9) *ﬂ AlBke= Alg K
MHez A 16}%24. AlgggE PR Bl
3032 0'1‘;]' ﬂom}o ;\L/bz%v:;— H] -+ 73911-1]__;3.
of ol A7 WhgATNA = A=l ¢
& A7 ukgATE wiof

o] xo]ghg Aot
off ofsfr] 71 %}%:1713' e}, Aekrjt

] FoIHIL 5
W HA ¢ A

£ 4000Hz, 105dB(CH %) 2] 1188 ALE-31¢Th
A SEX}
HHEEEES s $48 E4FEH 5o

Alg EA Zd(sham operated contro}l group)
28 Ui 7k Jdnjt} oo 3ok ok
2o Huow FEIGu 183ty FAHEE
E4skx ga A94E FAg FyeH(AYE D),
FAAe &R ghl AEFE FoA A
(A 2), 49 &4t FEFRA U (H
& 3), 48 &4k FERA M
4)o.g2 Yo Attt Als 12413k 1
FEEoMAM S HolE wGAZT} Fag
Al z}l:}xﬂ o] olE &H-& Bd|th (.5ccFAMSH
5 308 & AU ]‘13{‘. gH(sodium thiopen-
tal, 60mg/kg) &2 v st WA S48 &
AL A3 &8 BS(IFE pin #0000 #
0.5mmT GAFE AAANA AMEEAch AF
(bregma)& Y¥ozsly & —23m, ¢

20 % 4 0m, ¥Z —8.0m(Paxinos & Wat-
son, 1982)7} H¥ &R 4E 157 (radio
frequency ) &ASIA T S4hERL XX

-1

—

L(+)oF sta gFo 1;;}2] &t
aled 30mA LFAAF

. £4%4 FHE %—i}fs}
0.3ccE IEFARIE 4FY
Folf 57 A AAIBHAT

o

BH5--10uH) 9} F -9

28 SR E slEld, o]
o] ULA FAlgo]e]9]
”“Oﬂk Al LA AT,
e A A3 Aukg -
1%11}4 o] EAFES %iixﬂ
= 7o) sokel, 8090

0/ SR
172 I 6ukel, 90%0]4 3 o] 2v}

7 20vke) el A A
= 139 = 6vie =

D}a] = Q3ue

gLl

o}‘%t}(é}?
Hr A
&waoz
t} 1 234
o sl F5¥
on (F=28. '38 <.
02 oES FA3lA
74 ohih-g-o] %Eﬂﬂlé}ﬂl Z7FstdtH F=5.1
p<.05). 184} &4} FEALo] 9 *PEZ}%
= Ve A sk, & UEA 49 4§
A7 F ES B Hu £ egg
HAtelolls FAR SR fognigt zlol7t g1
tHF=1.96, p<.05). 71 AEE I 19 A3}
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T8 1. UISH S £ =A HAREY

HER S4Y &% ARFOSIK| 2 ST %) 2 HEN SHY £4F AR08 HH(28%)

At

Scheffe AM¥- A5 4% BeA FHYE &4
37 3 FBS FoAY AHFE D F o2 e
Fofax] @ HG(RT 2)Welle BAHOE
froful gt Aolg HAoY, A FHYL &
Aot FEE FF AH(AD 3)H FBS F
A3tz 2 FB(FY A)Wele BAHCE &
Sug zolg HolA &g ¥Iskch =
e T @1 FHAE &A@
AT D3 &4 IS (FJL 3)Abeloll=
FAMeR foud xolg YT, FHAS
S48 ¢ FEE RO AR(FP 2)# F
HeE Egstn kS Fog IS A
olell= f-juigt xfol & B},

= 9
£ d7idMe A FHNE ST F 4

8 AYurgo] fouEA Fage 81
=4, o]+ Hitchocock $(1986) 8] |72 2e}

1 &4 HENN0) I8 4S8 ZE Ur

A A s | w2 | msen
&4 g
. (1) 6 0.60 0.23
' #(2) 7 1.05 0.50
%(3) 7 0.13 0.22
" #(4) 6 0.24 0.17

x| 8l Holth

T3 AxAle &4%A ¥ 2T R
P P EANME AsE Hwge] S
< Y. 1381 HaA FHY 4% 9
ul 2ot FEZ ol Fdure-g S1A7)
2 &8 Rojghes B A7 22 BAHoE
frejulgh zjolE Rz XA, 1R
2 A1xA A8 447 F 93NE §o
g Hed FHYE &8 &1 agils |
o3k Fkrjolo] AeE Aehikge] ZHrt f9
o] g 2polg HolR] o EN HEH S48 o]
FEL BOME ] AME H3Ete FE HPRE
A BRI HAT F, UxA FHY &4F
Zehutgol v 27wl Fve APSS
o 4 ot

HEA] FHNE AV|AZ3E o2 F 5F-2
FEYP T WoigFg Lo (Gloor, 1960),
ARl A oM FEY A+E YEe Bt
o g 2AEAANEES Yo7 tHChapman,
Schroeder, Guyer, Brazier, Poppen, Solomon
& Yakolev, 1954). ©|9}= Wit AEME &
At 27W AANEEe] F5o] wawron
(Kellicut & Schwartzbaum, 1963), thyst &
oA AutzAs}t AEH(Kapp, Frysinger,
Underwood, McNall & Whitegorn, 1979). #
A4 FHY &40] A5E ZHehikg foust
A AR 8 Ao A AxArE 243
H F¥o #odde /M-S U8 AR EE A
olt},




EiEe ke °}°]14 TESE Yo7 U=
& Asd Aopke-g F7MI7Ied (Davis et
al., 1979), o<} 22 B8 AAEL Y58
Aohuteo] ZXE ZA s+ EFgd =798
ehll= AHojt}, Redmond(1977 ol )it
Ao FEF7 T EUE dodled F2
3 Age FIEE 1]215‘}‘—‘— AP AAE AAlst

£ ul, F2A H#H 24 piperoxane) & %
& o FahA NEHES S7AHoR B
WEAE JoAth wetd dH2-olmdldd
4£47) A 23NE FEA FUNAE
“ﬂ Asd FAourgol e Fke B 972

= NEAgo] 33} Bqto] B8 Fa3% 9
< g3ite ME AR Btk ey
AcA FAAS &3 F aPNE FAAE
H= AsE Aehikgo) FvkekA] ¥ E AY
Aty AeA AU NEAY #8717 32
v} Bobs el f3d #odstete £ 9 7t
A& AR Aol

“1?—1‘4 T, FAY 4T EFA ST
oFEH| Ko %J‘E}"M A" Aehkg
AEE AHEY AR Aol7} U= FU
gk £AF RS o] FEH|FA TR
t} ezt o Aok st Frkekch "a]‘?lf‘i
oz HxA FAYo) 2std FX FE
&g G fjoe] HeA F 535 &4
g Folx g3lulof o8] Atsd Aowrgl W
w7t ozt o 718 o= ofdol &7 o <z}

& AL the] 7hsAdol IS HEE ¢
Aed A HeA FAY olejd] HxAe o
2] T yrEo] AR ge] BAdtE The
e AZE 2 o A dxAle XY F7
<} #AE o) AgAAH, JEYE A &
b s F23% AL ©@dste vHGloor,
1960; Goddard, 1964) HEA 7143 (basal
nucleus) el Ath A ¥t (magnocellular p-
art) & Yubdor ¥z, FE, FXH wol
(affective defense)%-3t B E Ao vk
sl (Fernandez de Molina & Huns-
perger 1959; Hilton & Zbrozyna, 1963) ©|&

L H7te g ddseE ¥& HrA g4Z(ven-

tral amygdalofugal pathway)ol 2isf =i
ot ¢484 Uuh(Hilton & Zbrozyn, 1963).
aeg 37k Fehiks gejrloA HEA F
Ajgdat ollel HEAQ o3 HFE Eﬁﬂ
FaATIL ol R0l FER fdE o WE

"’]’4 "\:]_'?i}‘gg. L‘:{Ls}t ?_‘-1 L.:TL7}' %.8_6]'3]3}

2o},
atkg sl TPedoRE g92—-olsd
GA A 487 Al g3lule] okl e s =

F Jed, e o Hh A g2 —-FE-

| 23 24 a2 -tz gy 87 AdR
47} Ak GAdF oz Al A agule Bt
2% dgd A a31E do7m (Margolis
et al., 1871) olx H#H E4ke] Bt f4g e}
FrAbsttH(Soffer 1954). B A SlolA 23W)
& Fa9) A Uigt TENEA F7HE A &
oF a7t e}, ojehzre] 8WIL wig A
B2 Qupp—ol=ddd $E7] A o] BR o
= HEARY ollel NEFE&71E E}’T ¥gs}
= 4wy 7lel A, divl, 54, 995 Hel o
2 4o NEA 34 FE E.‘—H—‘E 9] o
AL A5 Fow AAZIHMason &
Iversen, 1978). Z2ejiz B HFNM o
2L AefHor FYse A de
A FA ) v HFlste] HEAWe] NEAG &
£717v 213k Fx vXE S dune
Zlo] Faste]e #rh

ikl

IEs

93} A 717141 (1988).
nEAse A qeAd &
2|&8iX|, 7(2), 118—126.

AL AL (1991). g S,
2|a3X|  ME 3 M2, 3.
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Effects of Yohimbine Administration after Central Amygdaloid Lesion on
Fear —Potentiated Startle Response in Rats

Seung —Hee Lee and Ki—Suk Kim

Korea University

The present study demonstrated that fear —potentiated startle is blocked by bilateral lesions of the
amygdala and that yohimbine increases fear —potentiated startle response. But yohimbine administration
after central amygdaloid lesion didn’t increase potentiated startle, These results were consistent with the
hypothesis that amygdala is mvolved in fear conditioming because potentiated startle is a measure of con
ditioned fear.

26 rats were given 10 light —shock pairings on two successive days. On the next day, 13 rats received bi-
lateral radio frequency(RF) lesion of the central nucleus of the amygdala., The rest of the rats were tested
for potentiated startle(increased acoustic startle in the presence of the light previously paired with shock).
Yohimbine was administered to 7 rats in the operated group and not to the other 6 rats.

Yohimbine admimistration after central amygdaloid lesion didn't increase potentiated startle. Results sup-
port that the amygdalafand perhaps more specifically the central nucleus), which has been implicated in the
modulation of a number of fear_conditioning paradigms, is involved for performance of the potentiated
startle response.
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