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}222-(long-term potentiation: LTP) @84S &3t 719 £

g AFA NHeg A=l sl #At dAl7kA] LTPe} 3] #AE AA 24 A+
v 2 B3t o Az dAHA] @3 Y oldl £ dve EVY YRS ol

sle] LTPEA A3be] #AE 2APsIch B AgLe 1)
ot sl WEFA (medial septum:MS)E
@} (hippocampus)2] LTP fXell ojwl <3S vlx|&=x]E

fres=A, 2)

& ARgsiglon] dete) w o gy Ta

CS-US ¢ Alstol
2700) viepgde},

Holz|

o] 71A&

iz les,

Eal WER(perforant path:PP)el] ARz
o ajutb x]4bE (dentate gyrus)olll LTP 4 oJ%-8 &Asgdct TEE8
&, MSaFE-g vt CS-US #isg At CS-US wiei Alwk e &
FAwlA stk AlPAs wisgAldhe) =
Aletell = LTP7F $-E512] odstch. MSE =53t gk

HARE
FuUl7) A (entorhinal cortex)ollA] #FERZE E3) sivtz Sole

TR 2sjA sivt LTP7}
AFshe Zle] 2213ks) &
ZApsch o1& #3iA @217‘715}
< 713t
C8-USs Hﬂ’%‘“\l
T2 ArAFel Yle
LTP7} frx=salent wlulg
aH A 2L el vl 2713

A FERel ZHE HARRS ) iR skl HhgAd el E i}o

obeh ol2ld A BE2E B9 ¥ S AuEe] dvte] LTPE f=%
7FeA& viebll gles], LTP7} &4l 21724 7]Adel shiele Alapska vk ¥4,
278 Fd WEFAS 59 dtlE Eole
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A7} 4+52H8-(long-term potentiation : LTP)
< A 5 719 FHE AXAH 7)Helet
AHtxls], o]

H}Ae didaal, gxs)
(amygdala), &9t 5 oe] AAFTZEESANA F

A7155ct. LTPE 52 Hebb(1984) WA} #
ARE AlYse] AE4e VIR fEEHE Qo=
Azbgich(Bliss &  Gardner-Medwin, 1973:
Bliss & L@mo,1973).

Lemo(1966)+=, sivte] Fa& JH= F shd
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D € d7e s dddEd T (A Ws
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A ANASE F ARAF AR FEA
A2F A9e =277 A7)t SURidE As
WA 2 ¥ LTPs &3t 7]4qz2ke) d%
A& 98 dgle dTEe] ARSI dud

N

AFRE 9x] E3kxm  dchMoser, Krobert,
Moser, Morris, 1998: Berger. 1984 Rogan,
Staubli, & LeDoux 1997: Ishihara, Mitsuno,
Ishikawa, & Sasa, 1997: McNaughton,
Barnes, Rao, Baldwin, & Rasmussen, 1986:

Rioux & Robinson, 1995. Jeffery, 1995).
Berger(1984)+ LTP7} &4 FAAZd= X
g Rt o2 AdelME LTP7F e
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s} AiZlets B wstgich(McNaughton 5, 1986).

TH, 279 £zt dexdzdst
(simple delayed conditioning) =3 si=tx]4t
3] whgAe]l F/RItle ok glth(Weisz,
Clark. Yank. Thompson, & Solomon, 1984).
o] A¥ o4l LTP7} AN &3} 7] 9
23 wiANAY FFeAdE AR o gAY
e ol fAlgt HAE €A E¥rcHRioux
& Robinson, 1995).

og] AFelA ol BUYAT AAEL dA
He A Fsd 4 A AFelA A"
g geioiqle) -2 AT uhio) sl
olth. dAlEEo). Weisz 5(1984)9 AH2 2713}
gelriele 2 gdeAdxsts A e, s
e @Az 3] g5 fode A
FxEo] olele AMde] o] dAFEel s W
izt dexdxAsdA ot == svHE 2
F3 2E ddgag AANE AYHA %2
A3 7Bs¥cke B3(Schmaltz & Theios,
1972; Enser. 1976: Oakley & Russel, 1977)
E HEeAAxAA] dotella] sl whgAd e
Z77} gepel] "4Ao)x] @ AU Fx vke
A& Ve F= Zeich

olofjulal, EXFZ3}Htrace conditioning)ell=
svbrt BeRow gosled, EAZAstElA
sule] &ake Azt A, 72 A5 &3
3 22 A Ao sl aie} 2dgd £ 9
g v|xlth= B (Port. Romano. Steinmetz,
Mikhail. & Patterson. 1986: Ryou & Kim,
1997: Ryou, Cho, & Kim, 1998: Schmajuk &
DiCarlo, 1991)7} alc}. oldl £ AH¥Edr = vt
oozl JdAHE EHEAE A3l =
A3 =5} LTPY frEofy-§ ddsied 53
LTPY d3#4& o$ H#3] st ot

#lnte) gl 7z Fo] il WHEFH (medial
septum: MS)& Uubd A (o] 54 - 3 - F
AL - 2714, 1990: Berry & Swain. 1989:
Urban & Wied, 1976: Vanderwolf. 1975). %
Zte] 22} (Brandner, Schenk. 1998;
Deadwiler, West, & Robinson, 1981: Teyler

& DiScenna, 1984. Hoesen & Pandya, 1972)
of TdFgozA snte] FFo FAE v
el ok =3 MSS &AL dintellA 65E
BoA 7|2 E7) ¢oubse] 3AA AQz7dste
#52 AMAAHBerry & Thompson. 1979).
ol2iZF MS9 #Eo] svte] FEel g v|A
7] wjFell simtell A WA E= LTPAx 33E ol
A 7FsAE detnr] fsid B AP =3¢ MS
of A71H A=& 7isla 27ie] sivkxAdE e &
4l 9] (evoked potential)e} F73}el] vlx]= o
e FAlo Amugiey ze|ste g3t 7]l
A sioh, FER, WEFAE E2gste AAs 2
2] Gatef it ojallE o g}
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YAZE FAREA BV AEA] AFo]
1.8Kg-2.4Kgdl 3 25 =tel& AP FER AMS
ot FEEE 243 (conditioned stimulus
; CS)-Fz2A 2 (unconditioned stimulus: US)
i3 (n=6), MSAFFAH < (n=8), CS-US ujuj
A3t (n=7), 22|lx FFEY HARAFe] gle
EAAHn=4) FAuNA ok CS-US w4
Aty CS-US »iwiAAde wAdAx e2tz7is)
7} sjut 2Aksle] LTP fkof wAe 38& o
o}v 7| $siA], 28l MSAHFA&HS MS9) =}
o] xS} WHER HAAEE Bl U
A7 siebx A3l fuubgel viAe AFNE A
Hy7l 3 A=l e R A &
273} Fol] BERo 71 AR ZAZE =
2736 vlA 5 Sle d%E FA] 8 F
AR EAAGE AR

Al &

Alg 24A17F Aol E3 HolE vt Azt 1
23 w3 & AzE Aol AR opAMZ=ebal
{acepromazine, 0.5m¢/kg)& THFARBIL 30+%
F 7ERAE 98 ezl A Al olERH
(atropine, 1mg)& I 3FARSIch olEgm A}
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308 ¥ Ad=bdl(xylazine, 0.3m/kg), Hepsl
(ketamine. Imi/kg). o} A3z 2 v}zl
(acepromazine, 0.1m¢/kg)& &Ejste] whE =13
AN TE5FARCE Aled F9o whE )
o] Wxg F EZE HA 7] F(stereotaxic
instrument)el ZAAZA 2 F FHE A3
Iz FAEE 2E3AA AFAH 2 $HE wEn
A (bregma)e] #Hrhlambda)®T} | 5m E=F
A3k 7154 A5 A4 Al7]
A AHs zdg Zxuee] FhFe 3
< it =3 A4S S AAsb] Sg 7
+ B3 AAE HEE 719 AAS Ae 943
drk AFE EAR HaAXD) TF HAE 00
AL AHslged 7128 AFE Fol Al xF
% Zlolgleny <lgusE 100-500K2 olsdch
P 2e] S AT Jodx A7 (IMP-1,
BAK ELECTRONICS, INC)E AH-3lic} b=
4+ AFLE A9 Hrlo] 350m HWAA FFHF
(bipolar)-& AHgEslgen, T A AL
Immeith

vl A 2% sinte 71848 AFS VFRE
BAAAE AT Ao X34 ANER a2
F MSdl AF4 HFE Aok 7158 HJ3L
A 71222 AP(anterior-posterior)4.0mm. ML
(midline-lateral) 4.5mm *|% <] afetxjAlE]dl] 4]
Qi 2SS AT A"A ZFeZ AP 9.2mm,
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ML 7.0me2 FE2 Aok Zzke] DV
(Dorsal-Ventral)v LAZ2xT LAl et

Felgse] 2% EA(laminar profile)& =
sled AA s}t

MS A= #HE+ AP 1.96mn, DV 9.0mme ]}
ZAlolle A £ (sagittal sinus)el s17] =
ol AFE 10 ° 718 $95 1.54mA| Al A
S ARjlslsdeh MSell A53g A3 YA 638 &
Aol AAZ Foll 2FE ANERZ A}
AllEesp ks £ F A F9E Bisin
Zhed-g =) 9a) 7hdele]Al(25mg/Kg) & FAKSH
gk Al F Hax 1Fdze] IETE E F
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2§ 1. HEEe] ATl it A3 AT, a),
A7 2AUSI, b), HEFAAT A% ()9} sin}
243 AN (152 AFAH)

o7& = 717]4(1986)°1 A2t E7| A A
E MEFele] AlBdtglon kg &AL 7
eyl 7)7)4(1986)  AAE] siEEeidd
CS-US wigalsr, MS A5aw FHARSAG
o} 4% CS:1000Hz. 85dB. 150ms). #b=7% Zb
Z (inter-stimulus interval:ISI : 550ms), US
(27182}, 210mg/en, 100ms)s) EX =735 A
Alslgl e alFe 60A138-S 129 FoF FHAA
t}. CS-US »lei FAADe -+ 6039 CS
e} 6082 US7} #5Al(pseudorandom) o2 A
Al A st g AlEellx] CSeF US7E #=|9] Al
AlE)R] @x % stgcl o g BE e 49
CSe} USE AAstet. CSeF USE #Ay A4
whe A Ade] A 7 Ao} Azt FEiA
(inter-trial interval: ITD)> 30&7F =HZE
20-40% Alelelld] F-Ao 2 AAEdct 2™ 1l
A BFo] LTP A5 sty gjs $5=
of F ZARASFE-Z ITI, US 7BAA 100ms(CS
2% 350ms). US 3 52F(MSAS°] £
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£ Aol shstedgon, 2 AFFol el aot
AEolA fukgEel Sgsseh AT
HEE duh AR EEE gadel o

‘ﬂ‘%o 30% 37]7}' \»]—-% HHP,] X].-g— 701.5% 7‘;)*}_
A7 ez Aaded, 2 Agda Akew A7)
A27rEE 3V~8V(0.1ms BAA| 717, Apzh

) Ateiget, A7) ApmE AASE 2AF71(Grass
S48 stimulator & isolator)® 7}etsich. A
ot AsAAlel A VB4R 278 7)E
zx 9} AAES 2HFEHA 3t

MSaFAwE CS M4 524 ¥E USFR ¥
52742 AAF A7)A5(8Hz, 0.3ms H2A|57]
7k, 80~160pA) S Wttt A5 AFE AA]
osf eAMzAFx2 vt GubE TABHA
WaEA AFHFE 50aE Aabely g3}
7t 2 2 dzia] AR AEE & AS
A5g ARt o] AFAATE 2ZREL AR
s o,

ojabel AR FxAAF AA X2 2F
A a2l MS9 A7|AFFS solencid] sz
H7]5 B3l AFE 2 EAsiged, AR
At A z2ade 2AAH 2D At
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ZNHA €Y

123)719] =718 Fdo] B 2509 E7E
A0, ZF AYEEel Ald A9
Axe Gojdsigt HAdA ARl 4] o
o7 #EE FAA A3t 2¥ 2= MSel
AlE A5 HAE =A3tetd YEbd A
olch. MS AFA"Hn=8). CS-US wida<t
(n=6) BF HIFo] EXSHX ArU=IFFel &
g=E 9k 2% 3 MSASAR CS-US w4

2) AR5AT ALz den AREN L2y
& BF OB olgd AR o] FAAEE
Ay st a5 FAZzaYe o) Tde] 2
HEgon olF FAS 2AG. oGV} SYRL
shol At4BEc AREHZ2 YL olU4TE A4
sfolc ZzoaAle AMRE $EA e =
o}

Ake] sukxabae] ksl Z1SAFe] HAE
vebd Zlelch. eaAlgazma st vepd 3¢t
AAze] 2 548 A 1EASE A
A7) ol o] HFe] sivkxtE e A&
3 x5 Axdeh 2d 49 5= dvk A4k
o} MSell ASIE AF9 $xE RojFe i
o) =AAMAle|t} ¥ 6 FFZe] A=
AFAF 9138 BFy glon, MSASAG
(n=8)% CS-USMi#A(n=6) ZF &3] 43l
HA5E & 5 AUt

gspsAn

A 123700 sl 2 3D FEo] oY
}
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Z7e-S wHESA e o3 wREMS s
A A A AI(F(3,21)=42.86. p<0.01), 3
71&H(F(11,23)=92.28. p<0.01), M=} 371
4321485 3H(F(33,23)=13.03. p<0.01) =5
SJulatAl vgiel AEAgast fofeisA o

2 F o]fE CS9 USE A9 4§ uhd A
ke 3771 Al vie} 273b =HPAT
vlulgaleh-e 278t dejubA]l skl wiEel
oh 2y 72 AA 2087 A s, 53
AR MSAFEAY, vl e 2709E-
& vepd Aelrl 3ryE HdARE zelE Yo}
27] $18 A}FAH=(Fisher's least significant
difference: LSD, p<0.05) Z3} 1. 2371& A9
¢ ZE F|elA] weigAde gER S 2
ARzt fojelgt ztelzl ek o] A2 wlwisg
A 278 o] Fox) 2] kS &fvidich
MSAFSAstat FHAM G Aol 3, 5, 8,
11. 12374 Feivistded, & MSASAD
o] FHAMwEct HF F7ukg-(conditioned
response:CR) %7F o &t} z8lx 11, 129
714 MSAFFA el wi#Ald Rt HYF CR%7}
Eotch, wigAlda FRARRG L] Alele o
37l % A=A il ole AEE 71
AARASe) etz Zi st g viXA] WgkE

ofm]ghe},
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2% 2. MSell ARjlEl AF9] A GRS} 7helvls Bl ). 9%ay2 MS AFHHn=8)0l 4jl® AF3AF
o siNg EAQ adeld, 28% e MANTHN=6) FAAE AT ANE TAY ot
(IAM:nucleus inter-antero-medialis, MD: nucleus medio-dorsalis, MS: medial septum)

33 3. A% A2, ALaYH LEF IYS A% MS AFULD PRl Aol 48 7S
AR} hali ¥l 1§ vhehll Aol
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a2 4. sjule) = AW SAEE sk A4e) F1§ a3 5 WEEH) 2R8E. MEE WEFHH A4
Mol 91218 vhehict, B AFHFe) A2E ek
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FANAF A

12 3 4 56 7 8

g AR
MSAF A
9 10 11 12
3 7]

19 8. MSAFAR, CS-USwAA, nizdAxFAdel 60%, 70%, 80%, 90%CRell o227 7=

A7 #7]." p(0.05), FHFLEFLAD

MSzFA o] 80%014d2] CR& ¥l BHa 3
P T38(% 56: EFLAN)I7)ovl, ARt
AR e] 80%014e] CRE Bl A 3|
71 ZHF 10.33(+1.05). 11.5(%.64)3]7]e]c}
(F(3,15)=6.09, p<0.01]). ZseAE, 3’ 3]7]el
A 90%°14 CRE B4l 3712 38 A% MS=A
SR Y 8.25(+ . TD 3 7ol wiAF sty *
AAFURE A7 WE 10.83(41.08), 12.0
(£4)57A  steEAel =FHeHF(3.15) =
3.08, p{0.05]). ol ZAsHFe] MS g A7)
Aol 243 FNARHE A o)ela),

Hold2isty Fnt

AlYs 784 (plasicity)e] W3tE =xixez
Hhed s EPSPE £ AgelA MAzE xtole} 7l
A= kAl ZAeo] &S] ol =}
RN BEEE 53 et fds
e R BAEge REEE BT sivkA
3lo] kAol A BE 3UIE A3l |l

& ﬁlé’-_ri HEe F 1237] aF 71ES
E5A0 o3 HIFEHE AHEEe] B4

A A 2k Fakel frEAelE EA sk o
3} 72}

9 37)el wE 2o (F(11,19)=1.88,
pC0.05], 7L 2] (F(2,18)=3.99, p0.05). A
@3 sy AsAgEI (F22, 19)=1.88.
pC0.01)7F  Sdsdeh. AdEztel] it AREA
(LSD. p<0.05)& 8td& o 4, 5. 6, 7. 93517}
A MSASA s wleg Al el fdd 91 (%) 9
Zkol7b dlet. A kst vl wiake] o
A2l(%)e] el 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, F7]olA o]
7b dsdet wbd eedalest MSAS AR Tke] At
olxr ol F7|eME vpehtA] epghe. wlalA
el s Fr)7h A wel i
s vl

1SL Earel sioh A9 fudslel oy *
HE WEEY WFRAe AMgslel wajaly
v} #4AN #7] E3H(F(11.19)=2.25. p{0.13],
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oy 9. AAFEA|NA wigAHHEA 9), MSX}%’{J‘&("'&H}Z}%) e (AL ) o] Az .}Zi(lTl)%—°l' i

43]9|
£ 824 A4 b oA F AHA A

Aa A (F(2,18)1=5.52, p=0.05)), 37|¢} #
whe] A3A2-A3HF(22.19)=2.69, p{0.01) =5
Agdck. MS AFA DI w3t Aol
4,5, 6,7 8 9. 103]7]A vepyton w43l
<kt wjaasleizke] fel= 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12
371 el eiaw MS 2SR
zpo) = 43]7]0A hebyde

USEAF 5259 sivtx|4ts|e faxiglel of
T BAE whEEA] wepiads AMsidch s
EIHF(2.18)=7.46, p0.01), Az} 3|7]e} 4
A4 HF(22, 19)=2.66, p0.01)& Fnls}
g2t 37 EFF(11,19)=1.82, n.slE $ldch
AL BA(LSD, p(0.05) A WEF 7—1741’344
vlel A ko] ol 2, 4, 6, 7, 9. 123]7] ¢4
vehgon wgalal wjugA et Aol 2,
4.6, 7.8, 9. 10, 11, 1287114 Febgdet. o)
ARk WESARFTA @7 Aoli= o= 3]
A= vhepA] Fgket

=0

FUAA L wisk%). 2BF a”lelA sulx gl
& Ak AM# e A a Aeld ARlz FAAGH. (HELEEL)

FrAsglel avlel g AEE & = 9dedl, o] =27

B Ay AxE 1) g3 LTPY S4A,
aglx 2) MS #A=o] LTPHEd wlxl= %38,
3) MS zbFo] Fhspell wlx|= o gfol thsle] Az
3 e el A deRdxistE Abegk
Weisz £(1984)9] e 2757} zayge u}
2} vk Arse] ksl =707t SUiEE A
Taldedl £ AlFe CS-US wigsd A5 o]
o} fAgE AxE HofFgieh 18w, CS-US i
et 2 MS A=A TS J—}‘ﬂﬂ zlef =] A
HVEZE B3 L9 svkAbsle] HEgAle] &
S84 vlEsld FotElgl oy CS-US =]wigA]
trolM s 2312 siubx| s ubgAde] FolEal
b EA, g% MSAEE vk Alddke] 243 o)
uh-ed o) Wizt CS-US wislwks) offal o)
7} (et AR, MS 2HE-g ke g 5EE
L %A 92 Addel] wis] v we] stgEAel
gl wixlgteg PERd 7] HAREE
Z73ol F3Fe WA ekt

s A EEe A4be wkgAd e Fte 2715



E7)9 IMH a9t = Fof OHE WS 732 TIIX=R0|

a3 10, AMFEA 74 el HAY Q) MS 253
HA4AE),  wgARAGE)e A=A
(SDE<t sHnkx4slel AN W% (3T
tEF R

A%z HE52 A4 AP~ AgAde] WEE v
33} M Berger et al, 1980), th& T4
ZFo] shirt BERAA vzl ¢H
HEE 2437 42d ¢ Utk F ASE &2
+ kst &% 2713 Fob sdgoR Iy vk
Aol dojui= A4 7FsAE vepdth & &
Bz7sEqr Fulloale] o] uhee #EEE
S8 A3z FAES4(Ryou & Kim, 1997).
BER-A4F3] AfaoAe AHuAdde] yhEAq)
Fusde) qlye] Axz Zalse] sivt x4b3]
e wrgAdel z=7] F7ME debgrtn A
o oo}, ole} e Mu-e mFale] Hrjzalze]
BE2) slIRE Aol Hole U41" LTPH
AbeflAl g8 2 4 Sloh(Bliss& Gardner-
Medwin. 1973).

a2l vleidice] sjubx|abale] ghgAdo]
7)o wel FasEE AFE Roled, ol 9
A AFF TBEE-xAE] APsoie] TEA

=748 9 ofo} x|&ajo] YTl olxjs EDp 39

0

2 4 6 8 10 12
Qu o uo
M3
B uloy 3y

a3 11, AAEAS eI AR H /), MS 253
ddzs), wiagR(AY) e USEA 5%
(MSAFSFAe siulalgsle] R+2099] H3H(%)
(HF+EFL22D

wHihd dinl2 qlEEE o AN dFHe] #E
2olA sutRe] €S A= WEer £
A7) g 4 ook wleigade] A
Arkolt MS ASA W= 2], CS-USY 4%
I AR Huol opd de’d CS, USet
Aurst  FAzez A" Az
(habituation)?} deiwtr] W+ < glch

B AgoA sF MSol| digh Aol sk
2bzle] WhgAdol <d3kS vlA)R] o2 AL Fuiy
AollA stz AdEe sgAugnel MSHlA
et s gEdRYRT SYHYE AAL
g} ol wAHEREAs A FUHHL £
shubg-o] Feje}l {FAIE AAHBEFY 715 B
FA}ak(Berger. Clark, & Thompson, 1980),
MS® MUA¥ CS2} US 7HAl oo -frduk-g-Ad
AAGFe F7HE BoAEche A iz
2|z glch(Berger. et al., 1978: Berger, et al..
1980).
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A2E 719 gAsks 25 olvl de 7IdgE
ke AL WA 71 ez AFAES
ool F8% T2 EA MS HEgE olzdt
Fz2tel 7153 FAA ] At & MSe @)
ab7b M2E 719 gk B9 7)12ke Al
Fa) F3, 2 7ide] olFe HAs A HA
AAEe 717 FRIESE dE 5 Avke Aol
o} AlAsEE ez MS9 sivke] dAee &

WAFALSE GABAM $APE dlgel weidch
(Apartis, Poindessous-Jazat, Lamour., &
Bassant, 1998. Brazhnik, Vinogradova,

Stafekhina., & Kitchigina, 1993 : Freund, &
Antal, 1988). Buzsaki(1989)+ °l2igt + 3ha}
2 AAZL oA AFE MS] Qo g}
3 Agketa, 637 EHs= A71E sivke] MHA
Az a2 o A7 dieke] 7)1-$ast
(consolidation)®tAl 2 8% 4 o A3
Art oleke g w o AFAES MSHH F
o}, Az e w5 Aste} ddoin
7 sk, MS 42 HlR ol2l¥ rl5E &4
A1A o) AAE deg)Al "dka spA s
(Brandner, Schenk, 1998.
Gottfried, 1981).

£ AFA WiEFA-E B4 A7IAS
< gl 248 JHAS o)Ed FAde WS
FA0] 7192 A Y QEe FAgrle 7]E9
Azt ksl Zlolch kAT, MSe] 7154 5
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The effects of electrical stimulation of medial septum on
acquisition and evoked potential of the hippocampal
dentate gyrus during classical conditioning of
nictitating membrane response

S. S. Min*, M. S. Lee*, D. H. Lee**, H.T. Kim*
*Department of Psychology, Korea University
**University of Texas Medical Branch at Galveston

Long-term potentiation (LTP) of hippocampal synapses has been suggested to be a cellular
mechanism for the learning and memory. However, few studies have reported a relationship
between LTP and the behavioral index and the results have often been inconsistent with
each other. The present study was conducted to see: 1) if LTP develops in the hippocampal
dentate gyrus during classical conditioning of rabbit’s nictitating membrane response (NMR)
and 2) if stimulation of the medial septum. which is known to be an afferent structure,
affects the induction of the LTP and the classical conditioning. Animals were
pseudorandomlyassigned to one of four following experimental conditions: 1) CS(conditioned
stimulus)-US(unconditioned stimulus). 2) CS-US with the electrical stimulation of medial
septum. 3) unpaired presentation of CS and US 4) CS-US without test pulse to the
perforant path. The results revealed that the three paired groups showed the robust
acquisition compared with the unpaired group. The amplitude of evoked potential at
hippocampal dentate gyrus to the test pulse of the perforant path during the acquisition was
significantly increased in two paired groups with the test pulse, but not in the unpaired
group. The electrical stimulation of the medial septum facilitated the behavioral acquisition
without a change in evoked potential of dentate gyrus. The results of this study suggest
that learning-related information from the enthorhinal cortex carried via perforant path
induces LTP at hippocampus, and information to hippocampus carried via the medial septum
modulates acquisition in conditioning of NMR, which can be independent of the induction
mechanism of LTP.





