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-2 (nictitating membrane responseNMR)9] 1
2743 segle] B AFAE 93 A
At E”}" At 2F XA 41, E7AA
B2 uhg-o] H QA o] Fusn, &
273} Q% B uhgo] A9 gla, of v
of thg AT % WA & EEHo e F
7 c}’éa AU oA AR e 7Y
A77IHE mHshA gEe A
7}‘4%% aﬂl?ﬂ'ﬂ"ﬂ At 243 - S
1714, 1986; Gormezano, 1966). o] 71& &<l
{ﬂg}/\(aSSO(latht‘ learning )l A& 73 A4
(conditioned stimulus:CS)2.2 28y £4&, 82
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”ﬂ Sests e Btk HY &3 Fole
l ARREE A ooy JM*‘B?} oY o, £ HYolge FxEe] &€

zZsH gARCE foud zlolst BEHAAE ¥t

F799) ANAREo) 219 e WAL AT dov, A4 HH 444 949

old d7E¢ NAP

FE2E A9HA G doEA g Zad e ol8Y 549

2y ¢3S 9% w3 A 2189 &

gy AeEy Fol 43 A4 -

ztuk FolEARG ¢kel W AH71EAE WHE A4
atod 2329l =98 (conditioned response:CR)
ol Maisle zhAT o8 dojvte A& #F
A €k CSeF USel g4z agx 1 F &
Zo] £AsE AR F4E FHAST ATE

9 &89 Ang o] wgd HAse AP TZE
o] AME w3 ¥t ¥Y FRE HFH
Ago] EHAG(HA - %’5}. 1987; Thomp-
son, 1987).

2o AFEL oM7)t vt nH A 22
38 g3ste AA7AAd] gAEe Y-S
AWxn JcH AN - #&43), 1987 ; Lincoln,

McCormick, & Thompson, 1982 McCommick, Clark,
l.avond, & Thompson, 1982). 2494 53 g4
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H(simple lobule; lobule HVI)-S& &H&4stAL

(Yeo, Hardiman, & Glickstein, 1985), <FE&£4H3
(F4E - 7714, 1989) At M Aavs)Fo] 7}
249 Foetn Fgstn, A4 - FEe 43
A Clark, McCormick, Lavond, & Thompson,
1984), *FE& 4 L (Mamounas. Madden,
Barchas, & Thompson, 1983), A H¥3e] &
&5 F4E V15T I+ (McCormick & Thomp-
son, 1984)v: 2ol 24 - FU8E Fasta glo]
A A ThaAd e Heol B AEY
“aro] glovt Ax7b wur z7sle] WaAMo]at:
ARHERE of 7ol X E Heli Q) oleig A
ob #EsfA vz ldell sxzHel 2d
F outxdstel "5 Wb rrgS e
Fo} o]FoHrh
9F 52 v oE malo Fax e HI|a
= CSE AMgstd A 84S CSE A1E438e
Ay aRHoge 22U oA, wdoly
74g Edstd 2dsv weiE e A
tHLavond, McCormick. Clark, Holmes, & Thomp-
son. 1981 ; Steinmetz, Rosen, Chapman, Lavond, &
Thompson. 1986}, el cbete] MAREES 7
£33 Z#= (McComick. Lavond, & Thompson,

o
F9%

I T

mln

1983) wdo] Bl f-(mossy fiberl & B8 AMiz

CSARE Hd sl FxEY /].‘ Al e Al )\l_a—],l;}
&4, &2¥E ooy US HRe 78 5444

(climbing fiber) & &%t} &ge|He & 2ve

FAEFE FAE: 72 Wt oltHBrodal &
Kawamura, 1980). W& &2l2 F3(dorsal acces-
sory oliveDAQ)-& &48td FHAIZ FEAAME
USglo]l CS'HE AlA 8t AAA ol 2o 3
HE Byon FHAINA g FEL zAsE
ol#7 e A S (McComick. Steinmetz, &
Thompson, 1985), ©] F£9] A7 234 USE A}
g3t Ak FrhEARt otebgw A4 E US
2 AN An go] 2182 olF 4 AYE o
TAI(o]ZE - 714, 1986; Mauk, Steinmetz, &
Thompson, 1986)¢} &7 o] +Z&o] USE dds}
v 8 F9YE HoFE

9] AnE of gy FHH W

o &9 A=

2% A8 (red nucleus)® #2171 2739 (accessory
abducens nucleus)o] F8& FREZ AZAHY
(Haley, Lavond, & Thompson, 1983; Marek.

McMaster, Gormezano, & Harvey, 1984).

YL EREEY AHANN 283 7 22

T2 WA 2H A2 RE JE-E Polr Aapal
48 (trigeminal nucleus), Qb 1 7 8 (facial
nucleus), 8H& & H 8 (inferior olivary nucleus), 9
% W (lateral reticular nucleus) 59 ¥z7Feio g
88 URHcH(Paxinos, 1985). A& 4y pz
Aoz AHulM E T (magnocellular d]VlS]Oﬂ oA
M 3 (parvocellular division) &8 Wm Ay 3
HHORHE] 3 wopr Lo z*ﬂoi e
JEWE 9l AgMZioltHEdward, 1972
Nakamura & Mizno, 19711,

W2 AAME B3 Haley et al. 1983
Rosenfield & Moore, 1983) GABA 2EAE F9)
st 28tE w30l AlgkRlthE | Madden V.
Haley. Barchas, & Thompaon, 1986 - Adlo] Y

stel utdtgel 2EAZY JH5AL AAFSL
A4 BAlg B Hodae &
A8 CR- 2 UR% AebAchs A9 Marek
et al, 1984) =71s}E0r Hoj Mo MAHYES )
=8 A=/ Berthier & Moore, 1983) B9} d 417
wrrakelel R wkAbE dudgr moolgl
F78tE wbgo] HEHog ZHURE FrZoe
L

ole{gt A& HRP(horseradish peroxidase)s
o] 8-z 3} H ANANo g9 TAIA AzgE o
’é“(Desmond Rosenfield, & Moore, 1983)5-¢ £
galM Z2stE sutvreo) Az E AN-4)
Mzb-tf & q&-Ha ¥4 2 (rubrobulbar tract)-th 2
F-o)H A8 & dAste, o)Fog mAE: v

el o g el ¢

9o]

~
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o ox J[N l~> ol ok

27F  AlRkslar 909 (Powell Berthier,
Moore 1979 ; Rosenfield Dovydaitis, & Moore 1983).
Ty Yol A AlAl Hg ol9le] Rio] &4
Hojw 235t Fuwh-so] Q4L o Z“?}—— F3
o] AtHDesmond & Moore. 1982 ; Desmond &
Moore, 1983 : Rosenfield et al., 1984). Zigjmz 3
o] xstA wutukgo] fUS ST ©
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Aol olHE FE U}

2 A e egzdsed d5goz #og
0 el FREQ AN XA - 2709 dgd]
V44 (multiple unit activity;: MUA)E #utz7
3 B¢ VIEFozMN o] Ryt FutzAsie &
ok AR E AFsax fo. v
e VS o9 AHgE A9 sjEuk
(100#m-350#m ol Slv wHES #5d99Y
F4E e, o} e SHole T HGE w
THE 8 Mo oz WY
A4 AMEE EAshe dastaM e o usk gyl
Lk Aol A4 - F7helg AEg o] Rz 718y
it olyel o E 7Y E o183 o] d-polA o
TERE] ¢ sl daHog Hoddto] uhy
A7l ¥ A8 Aiel wlav) &olsly] o
th Aol A YRS sxude] Jr B
gtEjol N e uEgE HE2H Az e
ng 7tagel R #g oF - o - ARee =
Aol FAIQle] & 2ulehel BHAL B 4
& Aoz AYZEAY) Yok 13 Fo ¢
B Hyo] Eafo] st Fupibga 24 -
e NAGF A= ¥ Yol uAt g
th ol A AR Y - T NABE
Fe 7188 A9 HEge] A 28 %
> BRAg vale geuhe @3 dps

ou FAAE @ AHE A3 9dch
s B AP M= Ay Aaiee] vlmg o}
&l AEo] X AAEE v X Qg
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W4F FAAS B AEA AFol 15-2
2k A 9 £3 200elE NUFEL A48
o HEAQ AoE ARz gAY, 1S3
of BERSe] BaX YWY HEBE ENE
A2 12okele] sl QeTh AWrI7E St AR
B #8590 89 Holx JAE Ag 4 9

Al skl

dE7|1F ¥ FX|

ZUSER] 1 ¥ Ao AgE A Te 19
Wt Yejde] Ao Aze oe) Y77
T Hesto] AU AAN - A7), 1986).
E7IvEo] S8 Aea Bio| &upukge Mo}
Mtz HHEF7] 93 HEzD "9
(minitorque potentiometer) 9} &7]8#Al7]9] r 2o
TN ot A 2Zo] AR} e
ol A" oo AgHo) A Ae] sAL
o8 dHa ofde]l AW E dozink,
03V/mm). ©] FAh¥sh= A/D MENE Sof 129
25639 &2 BHO HAAHA JHFHT wkes)
A, Hoazukg, HFzd vhgo AL 29 )

8ol 0.5mod FHAE A%

P wgoE BRSdn. R3S F7EAD} 4
o #4% B FEAN AZoT KopAES v

278Y N4 gE9 A zpsA
(attenuating chamber)ol| A &3 H ). o)+ o A
71258 NEsed Wt He 9% Az @
& ATy fgoitt, 2AAFL serFog
1kHz®] @& 85dBe A7]s AAstYch 9%
o 2eA5¢ 2dsly] Y8 70dBe WARe s
A AASACE FRA A2 FIIRAIE AR
dded EHZE FVE 4% 4EF7IY A
A RT7E 1009 /el oz ke Ztubo)
TARBEECE ol FVIEAL &S E7 e
¥ Fool RaEol erg B gi via)
& FH%IT g m o] AEla e YAe
iR A foh 2ARE RRAzEY A A
2 789 #378 vlejag AFE(IBM/AT 38
71E)0l o8l BAEAL, o)F HF TaaPe o
FEA H714(1986) A AMEE 2 aBE turbo
ColZ IBM/AT 287)%0) BA $A3k] Al4
.
MAESE 7183 oy 47485 7] o)
of ddE AAE AN FEAA HE Qo YA
AAZHERA 2H(FET) 32715 Fa) g8
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BHE 1kHzo) 9% 53 ofupr]z 4Rt 473
g5 a9k AARE] B 127 1024
A gk #3" AgE grde gAN A7
#%9] bing FEARFE A AFEZ BE
HAEIY S AT o ¥4 ZaIY 94
Turbo C Qo2 AU old 2 AA %
71E2%3)e g BEriojoiad-g & 10 A3
Atk

NE

HAE Alg 12243080 Y EBA B3 2ol
g  ugAft. ANEeHd  Azzzged
(chlorpromazine, 4mg/kg)& P3FFALSEI 304-Fol
= BaaAd e olEZ A atropine) S 1mg

dstEAgch ol2RE 0F Fo HNEF LF
(pentotal sodium, 60mg/kg)& < F¥ AL
& FAkste npAA A

otHE E7E AHH P4 7] T (stereotaxic
apparatus)o] LRANF FuE st FAHES
wEA7Z FAZY A 2 £HAe 231,
A4 (Bregma)©] #tHLambda)2th 1.5mm A %
Foh A4 =gz T2 2709 e FAU
}. ol ztzt Afn Ly A4 - S HASE
WHEY 7 Y8 Aot 7|E4 AFE Ay
918 FHEE McBride & Clemn(1968)8] HA=7H-&
dzste] dooA dZ0F 0.5m, UEOE Smm,
BZz03 13+0.5m2 HFE BN 2HzsT
e steo] uehd thdg) AHBEE Fzsty
AxA A 7184 A2 Y3 2 (impedance )
7} 1-3MOsE AL A3

Heo] AT &A4E HFL AEANE gAY

U
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o3 #E FET %%7] e 227
o) uhg
s WA B
A9)54)
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Hdg & AGEE 0.3-0.5m =FAHA AFR-319
th. Z¥E McBride & Klemn(1968)9) HE7E 3
z23e] gojoX ¢FOF 9t+lmm, LEFHLE 1t
0.2mm, E2032 l4tlmm HE AXl AU
olwl 400Hz, 0.4msec®] A&AZE ZE Abztst A
78 50-70#A% AN &ALl & R
A2e aZAAt 2 AFL 39 24 d23o
A AMEZ TAHYT, FAZ 012 9
UALE ol AlHET} 8413 2R EA AT Al
desl 22 F FHE s shdeieldl
(kanamycin, 25mg/kg)& FAHSIATH Al &% Had
4919] FEALE Fof FEAHT

Evak el

zAge AARFL WA 715 & 7)Y
28774, 58719 85713, 28719 A V13t
zot Yajzh. zUse} AAYEY V&L Ha
s 2 Aol & )y WolM Pk 7= 60
Aoz olFo)A T A&7 1AL 30-50% Atel
ol o} Aoz AAHAL. L2 CS% T84
USAtole]  #Fzk HAE 300msecol™  CS7F
400msec Et A A HW vlA] 2 100msec &t US7}
A A E o)A A
AHg-aHelth

812 58 g A 2mAY FFE 25-40
27 ZelAM A7 o] B ¥ SgAlHTH

g 9 AYAY AdxAE

ZRZA
stgo] By $E2E 1 tgd F2¥ sol=g
o} E(chloral hydrate)2 ZA v}3 A7 H, 2mA¢]

AFAHE 12 5 E24 ¥ &2 7SR

128 7|2H2-6817)) ST EAF MG 217HT - 8)817| St SRS CIEHY

o] SN E #I8}7] ¢ HEA & marking lesion)
€ 3k

2%l A& JdFAL 3 0.9% VYNNG
o 10% E29d F4948 F93 57
5 HE AW 9A 10%S T2 §d0 3-
1047 FAd7l, 23 ZAF &Fdd 10%9] 2%
(sucrose) <ol 8% B/} FUct.

2iggdo @ A& Aol ¥F HAHI|(Leitz
cryostat 1720)2 25,m FAZ UL WUk A
HE &3 goz A Aststn AstAol &
W "8 e A2 Y(thionin)e 8 ¥4& 3o 7|28
fg £459E s

4

EEZAL 3

AR ) AsH(5-1080)2 G ¥R ¥
u7d BEAL 53 SAE-AE 99 AT of #F
& AR NEHF] & G- FUY o] B
Slel 231 552 A AMANAR EFFAE
olai N AT 1 ARE a8 200 A A8}
Al Rosenfield5(1984)e] A& FzsA Y,
ArHd, JYArzrt S48 FES A¥9ie
of, 11 ol9je] R4t &A4H FEL BAIFG v
et FAHe s h

s a0

ztg el A 37l wa wa FEAFE W A
Akt 2UshE PF A A 83
Ak, 1 A#s B o AAEHRAS AFEES 7
=9 oo A4 Y 249 U)o mE od

NBRE| 5|28

W A2 MAMBAF(137]= $87120l22 2AgdA A4san)

28)7] 3%)7] 4317 587} 6271 78]7] 8317
4 o 0.30 0.30 0.41 0.49 0.4 0.48 0.52
emE (0.12) (o.11) {0.16) (0.14) (0.15) (0.22) (0.21)
JRUS 0.22 0.48 0.4 0.51 0.55 0. 34 0.31
i {0.22) (0.18) (0.16) (0.18) (0.15)  {0.19) (0.24)
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session 2

sesgion 4

session 6

T2 3 7IRH39 AR KIA- SUOIM YE ik NHUES] SAsTly sopg, laRdE S

2 EAEe] o 3 AEaYW] 1AL 15msecoln 7 S AEIML O 879 A A1Y & ¥ Holoh
Fehhg s Al g Foruigg Bt Ao, Fuiben MARFL 2E 76 44 5YE Ao
w4 A - F0de] WAEE] S PENS Az e s HHE Yolte o
T At KA FAAe CSel AME, B FAML USH JIAE Uit

o AAGE SAETIY F o & 7 30 A4
stk SRS & A 2379 &4 F 237
of diafAigt Pt

E4H 28719 208 A E4F 23
19] 27 ESY Hatol s 4 wEEA W
FEAe PPk 1 Ay Y] Fou)g 3]
2 HYI(F (1,10)=13.22 p <0.01), B7)1ZH&A
A &4 )ole Fond 2ol (F (1,10) = 90.15
p <001)E RBYen, Zuz}gr {ongn
(F (1.10) = 1647 p <001). °o]AL EA kel )
He AT EFF ol Aoy, 4
Aol A foug zol7h JYebtSE ougich
AAR SR £4%d Jae Aol TAH
oz AEd 2 Ad &4de A9 {9
3 o7} A =0.4), EFFE Fond

N

apol7b UATR e =6.1 p <0.01). o HEFLL
Agsle 2188 08 4 A A&
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Hote Hat 4
g AAgFe 2R

SRAUG £4 8 P39 2 An gy
HA ol 49 & o Foulg oy} YAM(F =7.59), 577l

T 7Y 2eEAE ML 23A45 AN SU4 £ fogu@ zolr} gUeH(F =3.59), 453t

Aok HHoz B £AUL A RS FRATI) 9B Aol

o] g5 o g BEHFE AMNNA BFA & §olndtA gUtHF =0.51). a8 sll= &
Aol AHEFAHZes = (MVA cs-MUApre cs)/ 339 &899} 1o w2 zAvEE ¢ A7

SDpre cs). &4 2817](5,638171 )9 A d5e & €59 WsE e, o] dae AP
A% 2871(7,88)71)9 EEYse Hitd daf & £8 FE & vlod 4 Aotk
(Zcs)
100 L 1.0
Al
50 L0.5 &
H |
5 5
0
37]
8 5 EnPol Maataolol Jof ohE THEEE W A SRR HAHo]



= 9

2 A Me 4o A - 30 tuy 473
G5 WHor AUs AFE F8 248 7
et VIEHo N B puhibgol ndd zA
st M Ao &g HEstnz s, ofL
3 o] Hajy Eado], 213 whg g A7
shgol Pixle dgg ARt

HAZ 23 71t Y- F0Y AAEE
o S|lAEOWE 2AgE Fuukgo] Bdgle) ul
eh, wubge] AR el a2 21v) Wale] ey
& Fohhs #0¥ F UMY ol BE R4
VASEE 7158 McCommick5(1982)¢) |12
et dAjske Aol

2137} o] FolA 7] HMAE AEREH E7)
AN & g uhe Bgov, A3 A
Aol el FH PEro] Myde AFEF
o] F7ksted PFurEE “ofA"EE BAT 5 AU
. AEehea A3 fAE HEsa
WA AE AFE olrgtoy g dAgEs v
sl A FX7F Ugteh A F Eof 345U
v AP wAdaA S Hiae 05590
o] 242 Hohler®t Thompson(1980)¢] @-tellA] A A
A F2, r=0888 Hr} F& FXAY. o)A
AR EEo] wuvhgol MM Fukshyl gou
gl g adiz BXe ¥ Wi
ol oz AzdY. Euto] AlZb) upel gEo g
AAs AT AR Eolrhye Be E7ld uf
eh, g E7ME g7 ue WEs) H¢m
2 AR 1 2gg A Feda &4
T oREE Atole] #HEAg RAE 4 glvn g,

237} o] FolR Fof 715 FQA Ao &<
HA g dafd &t 21 AvE Basgd. o
Azt A7 E4E AP FEAAE 2484
Hhgol 719 @A3] AbetAa, L oo]9le] FREo
sl E FEoAE CRol 93ex ¥AY 22y
?l Zrawto] dojyirt, ey F HY BRoA &
o FRANES QA Furt. o) Rosenfield
¢} Moore(1983; 1985), Haley5(1983)3 U x|3h=

Aoy, H¥o| CRo| 2= A2 len
2 7|18 £A4shE Z2d ukge o3z g
vt 218 w2 Aben ARHA FdEE
wE ¢ Al

$H 213 gol] wel euykg dgsia o
Bgd A4 - 508 AFEFL &AFT &
FAT Fovlg aolsl ln alm AP
FALE Fond Ao)7} giAdE Hol FAHQ
gt v fodm @ oz} gloka A
AYTZH AT AANS, £y &3AY &4
Fo] A7 nkgo] a2 ¢ . FA9 )
€ =4 A dAg AeE dAe »
ol 1ejith. & FAHo® fovshA @ole
HAYEY Foll JHGF) ZaBee ¢ F UAA
o ddtHo g ezl iz H#o] e 2
SHe whgo F AR e T “FAZ ] Byt
O o] #AE oRAl HYE A ? gen 2
& B Mg A B 5 9ok

AR, Ay dsd &abo] AR ofdg) 4y
2 J18e Bl AP oy BAMFE gy
& ThsAolth. Az Y Fdde A¥E 9
He Hlle a¥g ¥ 23 o H3 FRE] 9
oh T Ao o] dey ML o AKX A
o £4& #9% /IeAE Uk

A, HAEAgol HITRYG A9 TR A
< "HE 7HsAolth. Thompson(1982) ZL& ol
AYE A F Slo] Yurels A (General Learning
System) & o|%% 8 TEREZ HI e, A}
A AR AHTRH v 949 EAYA uxy
A3 2L 49 FREEFHE %o gEHg wo}
7o) 39 F2EE FA ). Tsukahara(1981)%
nole gvtel 23 2UE o) g HAHY
At (corticorubral fiber) 9t 23 Apolo]l 7pAAo] o)
FolAE AT s EE, 2 Hay
2 Ay A dFEHE ARE0 UthE A
dE HYL Atolo]l Fu Alda &M 73z
g-5E4y 43,2 &(sensory - motor
interaction ) ©| A|A}gHcH Rosenfield &
Moore, 1983). wetA H¥Yna)7} oje a4
of & FojA AHe AW Fge uz

0] O O
=



oo A7e 4 Ut 62 etEasd 2355
F2ge A4 stz BAEAT ANz 3

olw ‘UnkAl’ W7t AUE THsYe AT
§1& Holrh.

AUA 7Pede Aol At e TREE
%—51] A2 oAl JEHE Blla e 7%-‘5—%0]@.
% %ol (feedback) 71 M & 7HE3 & 4 vk

dlo] & sgaly, 95 Te(lateral retxcular
nucleus), 2R3 Fo g2 FARSIL UL S
gtA o 7 w3l Abd 1wl (Carpenter, 1983; Edward,
1972' Paxinos, 1985) ©o]€ & &8 vty 44¥&g ¢

Ag BN ¢Hzdss olfe d AFAd
%J 7 IE}. wab opyz} Ao HY LM Y
dog FARbE AR/F vk A7 Ane sl

(Hunsman, Kuypers, Conde, & Keizer, 1983). ®+oF

2¥dA YeE ¥ UG F ofF Y
A AFS FozA Al aX A 9T o
gole A AU T& AF Ml 4T vA:
Ae T Hegol axe NAEEE
EANY AL 4 £ Ak BE, oFS AY
woolgl o] Bzo $AH o FXEE HaA
2 &g o3 Aotk

2 Aye Anz HYo| &k 2zt S
Hede 78 H0dde %‘016}%4 3 } &

71'4’§]' ] L\-%%- AR o3

ZEs
A7)A - §938H1987). F7nkAtel AAAA &
g dt: o il’:}—giw 299 7%

s=2Al2| 88 X|, 6(2), 109 - 120.
28 - 70714(1986). E7Ubee] ndH =
Asglo e z7IAde A% sHRAEIEEA|, 6
(2), 109 - 120.
245 - 71401989,
73 gage £ ndH £%x

Kainic acid® AH$3 4
ZAs}ol] v

e av sEMRIEER 4E ¥ 42l 10),
9.

1-
o] A =

A714(1989). aHA ZAREg A9 &
Lyrel 7%, s=A2IsEX|, 8(1), 56-66.
o]%d . 77]A(1986). wurERuRSolA uwiAW
sh A A ARl A 9T SSHUAT,

8, 33-43.

=93 - @44 - A71409%6). AT A
me gutzdvge] udA 23 #SHs
o7, 8, 1-9,

Berthier, N. E. & Moore, J. W.(1983). The nictitat-
ing membrane response: An eletrophysiological
study of the abducens nerve and nucleus and
the accesory ahducens nucleus in rabbit. Brain
Research, 258, 201 - 210.

Brodal, A. & Kawamura, K(1980). Olivocerebellar
projection: a review. Advances in anatomy, embryology,
and cell biology, 64, 1 - 35.
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Effects of Contralateral Red Nucleus Lesions on the Conditioned
Niclitaling Membrane Response and Neuronal Response of
Cerebeliar Dentato - interpositss Nucleus in Rabbils

June —Seek Chot and Ki-Suk Kim

Korea University

Multiple unit activity(MUA) was recorded from the cerebellar dentato - interpositus nucleus during classical con-
ditioning of the nictitating membrane response(NMR) in 12 rabbits, with the use of a tone conditioned stimulus(CS:
1kHz. 85dB 300msec), and an airpuff unconditioned stimulus(US:100 g /of, 100msec). Comparisons of MUA with
the amplitude - time course of NMR show that they are closely related and it supports previous studies that cerebel-
lum is critically involved in acquisition of conditioned NMR.

Following 5 days of the acquisition trainning. contralateral red nucleus(RN) was lesioned electrolytically, Results
show that lesions of the RN completely abolished the previously established CR but not UR. No signs of CR
recovery was seen after the additional 2 days of relearning period. This result is consistent with previous studies
which have demonstrated that RN is an essential locus mediating the classically conditioned NMR.

Neuronal responses were decrease after lesion. Even though this decrease is not statistically significant, it suggests
that red nucleus does not only relay CR to the accessory abducens nucleus but also has some effect on cerebellar

neuronal activity through another unidentified pathway.





