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M A 284 i DR SR F) T BE IR 3R

A -5 %0 (High Reward, HR)FIMIG A -I% 2 % i
(Low Reward, LR), iX—#3BiAIA L Thiebot
TE1985 4R Y, JFTEBUFENBE L K, SRR H
6 T RFIEhh 1223845 AT AT 25 H (Walton et al.
2006), i pFp S s RIAS 2] T A LGS & o HEAT
AR TR 2 ol ) 3 3 4 R — 5 U B0 FT AT ok 3k A5
Y, KR AT T SR G, S — s
VEEWNFLAT, 38 A 901 48 AT AT i B A ek A 4R
HEYIMSR, ILILF R sh P DSk T 0 o
Cousins F1 Salamone 5 A\ &z 5eh H T 2B 15T
K EE RAR R 25 DR R AT e, I R IR PR
N Z [ (dopamine, DA)FR G B FIEHE HR 1y
B 250 T 1E % K Bl (Cousins, Atherton, Turner,
& Salamone, 1996). —ULfff5E K. DA RE SR
M) A B AR A9 #2881 sh Lo B (R L S, 225, Fa
R, 2003), iXFhHLoR B AR S AT
1485 [/ 74 (Sokolowski & Salamone, 1997; Salamone,
Correa, Mingote, & Weber, 2005; Walton et al.,
2006). 4N, 5 6-# 2 MU (6-hydroxydopamine,
6-OHDA), %3 DA IIRESZ BB A R BUE T k'
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S HIER RKRRWITAERSAER, S
i A R R A - i 2 Fo, RV 55 DA D gl
KEABEMLFEATIR T 28 A i 8 w28y
(k5% (Aberman & Salamone, 1999), 42, 44T DA
SZ A B 700 42 A At BH 245 A B4 B K R RS v
4 ¥ (1) 45 38 15 1] (Winstanley, Theobald, Dalley, &
Robbins, 2003; Rivalan, Grégoire, & Dellu-Hagedorn,
2007), TEFZRATFFRIAI, $15% DA RGEHK BRKE
FERFLAT L2 Ty, HAR RALAT A7 8 1 W]
A4l (Aberman & Salamone, 1999).

HIIXHZ R T 5 24 T DA 24K, It
J& BYBF ST ki 2 4 LAY DA ] AAE— & FERE | ol s
e, X5 DA RCHEA I E IR 5-5 (0l
(5-hydroxytryptamine,5-HT) 2 4 th 2 5 T g3k (14
4 (Anderson & Woolverton, 2005). iF £ 25 Bl #F57 %
B, BEARAHMLE] B5-HT & i S BRAR K BRUAE AR 2 3¢
S % PE HR (90 % (Denk et al., 2005; Harrison,
Everitt, & Robbins, 1997), WA AF5% LA I #
WUE T3 — W5 . {4 5-HT F AU il 77 P ke
MR ER, 8 HR B2 I 45 = (Evenden, 1998);
SR1M Van den Bergh 55 A& # 5-HT Xf U3k i /EH
I B ) S P AR 1 (AN A SR B[R] ) R0 T FH 2459
(7] K A2 B AE I (Van den Bergh et al., 2006).
XA AR 5 500 0 S AH AT 5-HT 7E AR 45
R RIBF I S N AR

PIFERFSE & PR, 5-HT A% DA b 28 2F 2 Jo HL 2
YEPEATIE, IR 5-HT BESF4E% 513 DA 48
Jitd(Kapur & Remington, 1996). il 22 41 ifd [a] (1
YN RN 5-HT 1 DA B H AR B8 T A4 5
Bt o 5 H TR AT JEL A A S ) s 7 ) 3 7P o 2R G KK 245 40
230 AR Y 25 PR 7 AR (B AR RS2 e 7 H A2l S
Br DA 5 5-HT 7ERFPERIATE CIRZ, HiH
KREIKT DA FEHUFIFN 5-HT H A5 HU il 77 58 B
A X DSk 52 W 77 T A RIS, O L P R ik 145 2 5
W PRAT AR Ak, SR A 3 B (JE IR
s [0 ) %o e SR 52 i) R AF e AR D

FT RS, ARSI DA ZARFEPLH R
WK BE i (haloperidol, HAL)AI 5-HT &£ B il 770 7
WK% (Imipramine, 1M){E k52 i B AR 85 25 DL 3R 19 24
Yo FRURKE B ] BHITIN P DA D, 5244 . TR BKIE RET
il 28 JOX R T 2 il Ml BR A 5-HT AL H I AR

BB, I e L DT i P Al 2 2 S i 5 e

TR ol 2 KA FEER L, Sk A 5-HT Al
ZHVE B IR S E ESZ RS 5 iR, DU

A 2 fh 1B B2 v ) 75 i (VT P, 2007) o S 56 FH X
PIRh 259 LA % 5% 5-HT FRHEHU 57 fE S [ 7% DA
FEPiH S B S e R AR T N, BNl 5-HT
BB TR R A AT LU B DA B 5| R K BRUx
LR e sfmimg, DAt DA R4 M1 5-HT 241
& HAEAAEPRRAT VR o AR S R B 58
[F) A28 33 Fsf (V0] % B AR 2880 4 RS RS T, AR 0 25 SR
1 5-HT M DA RETEIKAT AT ER, itk
N 1 B AL ) S LR 2 A 4l
2 ik
21 Kz

ST AN R HEYE Wistar R BL(FP 4255 B2 2R R}
R AL), 'R E 250~270g9. ZhWIAE 45cmx
30cmx20cm {4 38 kL8 Hh B 58 i 3R, O BRI R
8:00~20:00 . S 5% 7F % J& M1 N o8 B . FRBE IR E
22+£1C, Sh7eIE LIPS IR 7 K,
WA A ROK . R, A SEI R T BT S
A K sh Wy P Al 24
22 WERE

ARSI R T o B I K BRI AR S5 25 DO
PR i AR AR R — AR R G R A, K
60cm, F& 10cm, ¥ 40cm. HEAR HARE A PR bE
M, 2> BIEE BEEd) , BE R 10em. KB K (A 1),

W H

LR /)

K1 asiiR R

23 EWHM

TR AE B EL 7K (normal saline, NS), 52363 [ 47
Pl . Eh 2 P B % (imipramine hydrochloride, IM ;
G2l 2y Toll bR 52 f15) 70 & 53531 0 3mglka,
8mg/kg, 10mg/kg (Evenden, 1998; Anderson, &
Woolverton, 2005; Loiseau, Le Bihan, Hamon, &
Thiébot, 2005).. Wk k& B (haloperidol, HAL; 7R 5tk
i Tl #k 2 43 #1)0.2mg/kg  (Denk et al., 2005;
Walton, Croxson, Rushworth, & Bannerman, 2005).
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HAL FIvKTG 2 (glacial acetic acid, 5K Zi# 40T
A BRI AL f#, i NaOH J17 PH{EZ 6.2 /&2
A5 J5 A BRER K A 7 2 0T 75 R B (Obuchowicz et al.,
2005) . THBKE AR BLER KIS it . TR 25934 0 1
BT (Lp.), ZAMIEST A 1 mikg.

24 SREIEFF

241 KIsER SLHREL 48 H, BEALI N 6 A
(n=8): £hyK ZH (Sal 2H) . NKIZE 3mg/kg ZH(IM 3 4) .
Ik 8mg/kg ZH(IM 8 £H) . K 10mg/kg 41 (1M
10 41). FURKEBELH (HAL 2H) . VR IE B+ T KR 8
ZH(HAL+IM 8 41).

242 RWEF  IWEIEXLR IR AT E T
NSRS, BRI SR, IR SRRy
2 i A B Ry 0 R Sl W 1A Y 85% /8 £ (Walton,
Bannerman, & Rushworth, 2002; Bizot et al., 1999;
Nowend, Arizzi, Carlson, & Salamone, 2001), =256
R AVEIRBEFHY T ok BB L5 5[] 1 A X
PRI FEMR . K5 I HARE 73 5358 5 BUAS - =
F 0 (450mg, 2 10 ki, HR)FIE A A - Ik 2 5% i
(90mg, 2y 2 i, LR). S84 R HR 5 LR
78 [ 5E A H AT )P, BI—2F KRB HR
FEZEH, —F R HR FEAH, LISV & 300
p A A XS SN R e S0l 2 U I B
FOR: M = A4~ By Bt (walton, Bannerman, &
Rushworth, 2002; Bizot et al., 1999; Nowend, Arizzi,
Carlson, & Salamone, 2001),

BrBe—: IR, 26 1 R, REEEEM R
AT A AR, I PR CE S ) (MK AE),
H Al R AR L IR B, A R W
EYIME B BB B HR AT LR i34 R 35 4E 38 Aisf ],
FA R RIIZ: 10 . LIRS 2-3 K, JR#EM
BEYEMHRBCEZ 10 Y, LRES 2 kg
W), HA AR S — K, B2l R BB o i
B (B &) A A, B H B R IR
10 &,

BB . el iZ G BRI 2RO BN P H AR
BT B AL, BIFE LR AT DL B3RS &
Y1, MTE HR 75 B85 R — g MER I () A REAR 1S &
Yo BB S E Y B A E I E HR Syl A
15s SEIRMSIA] : 5 55 HVER R A RS ACHs R 1Y 2 ) B
Wr, 5K LR SRR, iR R 2 AE
PEFE HR ¥, KEZESEA HR 356/ S2 BT HR i
BRI, R OR AR ) 5 R R b 1 4 ] N S T
155 J5, $TIF HR 3 P A B, LR dHo

EFEF 5 HR whg A AW, KE#HEA LR yifE 57 B
IS BPRSG T B -

IZM B — R A H KR 3E 10 K, Ruiss 5
WEH KR LR 5 HR s k7). MEE KR
B RRKBIEALA S — KRB Z G317 10 K H H
VERE. A BRI, PR ) B PR AN,
KRBT H kS HR B LR, H KR EH—E &Y
Iz 58 Ja W 4 or BN RS 2R 8, R R BROKE TS 15
PN EFERIB—E &Y. 78 H Ik PEp Boid sk
KB RER HR 5 A K EEZE PR
TEHE HR i O REOR T45 T 8 IR, T4 ik A ARG
o A I R A 9 42 37 AN [R) 114 245 4 b BN i A
HRARE .

BB = K Iz BER B R 5256 43 2H 2
TR LGP, UL 5N R 2454 SO R AR 152
BRI RSN, DL HAL+IM 8 ZH K, BAKFLT
.

SRS AP PURPAEIR S5 - {) —Fh SR 25 S e
HR s B 15s.30s 1 50s iR, ik 1x15s, 1x30s
F1 1x50s, H A J2 5 AN [] 42 IR B[R] X 25 1) 52 1)
55 VU Rh S5 2 e R 115 15s IR, id ok 2x15s, H
1) 2 25 5% 21 TR A A [) s R B A e 3R A o R
SR A o B oy HERE TR SR A SE R . JESR A5 1Y
NIGE P 2R FH 2H PN 7 T 18 1 DAY i 24 49 Ak B % 25 2]
AN

K #1257 HAL+IM 8 21 K L HAL 254 ib 3
(0.2 mg/kg, i.p.), 20 78N E4 T IM 8 Z5Ab B (8
mg/kg, i.p.), 30 434 )5 I 45 55 5 (Denk et al. 2005;
Loiseau, Le Bihan, Hamon, & Thiébot, 2005), i
HZ G ¥ 10 I A B EEE . if SR RESE HR
FIREL . % 10 IR 10 g sk, BiX) LR
¢ HR fh e 8t DA ARIE A R e — K B G
A 10 YA BURSR SIS 4 %, BRI S
AT 2 REELING(RGS T2, 45 245 5[]
45 T h UK UT i )(Salamone et al., 1991; Evenden,
1998; Floresco & Sarvin, 2007), 7& T4 (3L 24
H4oR I 1x15s A SEIR 2504 Aor il ] ELAAR AR 7 fn 3k
1 fR.

HAL ZH. IM 341, IM 841, IM 10 411 SAL
SRR [A] HAL+IM 8 41, 4820 1 56 AH I 254
K FATILHL
25 HEST

JIT A B 2 7 1 2R B (H 45 UE 152 (M+SEM),
FIH SPSS 13.0 AR f4-kA7Ab B . i 2 42 DN 4 1
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A #2241 (two-way repeated measure ANOVA)
B[] A2 3R N 7] Bz 245y Ak 38 JAR 2880 2t TR 5K 114
Sema; TR R U7 2243 B (one-way ANOVA) R
TE 7] — B AR S5 R 15 A% B0 AN [] 245 4 4k 2 %)

BRUAS S 4 TR R 1 5% e LA R[] — 24 49 Ak A AN [) SiE
RIS ZEF T 8 HR 255, DL Esrprin iR 22 7
W%, R LSD Jrikifttr S5 Z 5 S (LSD
Post Hoc Tests),

£ 1 HAL+IM8 AL

EICS) AT SLEG T

1 1x15s AT HAL+IM 8, 2 YR BE AN 10 ¥k A ik

2~3 1x15s A SAL, MRE YL, 2 Y EF 10 IR [ H ik
4 1x30s A HAL+IM 8, 2 YRl B Fl 10 1K F 1k

5~6 1x15s W4T SAL, RE VIR, 2 PGl R 10 R B ik
7 1x50s T HAL+IM 8, 2 YR BEFN 10 ¥k A ik

8~9 1x15s A SAL, MRE YL, 2 PG EF 10 K [ H ik
10 2x15s A HAL+IM 8, 2 YRl B Fl 10 1K F 1k

26 FKHHER

26.1 FOKDEEE. TABKREIT AL AR KRR
i IRy 2250 Mr 2 B, 25 0 Ak R A 4 1) 3255
N B F(5, 42)=28.69, p<0.001; #EiR B[] it 325k
3, F(3, 126)=10.16, p<0.001; ZE iR i (i) x4 5]
132 BAE ) 3, F(15, 126)=1.89, p<0.05. fn[& 2.
K 3. Bl 4. B 5 R, BEERT 200KV, 7545
FEIR S5 20 () b BRAL N I 25 [1x15s: F(5, 42)=
13.88, p <0.001; 1x30s: F(5, 42)=19.34, p <0.001;
1x50s: F(5, 42)=5.36, p<0.01; 2x15s: F(5, 42)=
6.83, p <0.001].

AR AN =R 5 22 8 e 2 B, HAL 415 SAL
ZHAE 1x15s ., 1x30s 5&1F T 25 5 I # (p<0.001), FEH
MY TR HAL S, HaEHE HR 6 i U8 e 2%
FEARG 3 — 25 G UE T HAL fEA AR K BN HR
(R g, ol HL T v e 8% BRIV 3R AR IO AR B . 4]
) L R B, AE 1x30s IEIR 25FF IM 341 . IM
8 415 SAL 42 5 i % (p<0.05); 7 1x50s 14T,
IM =Fh5E 413 5 SAL 414 3 25 7 (p<0.05); 1E
2x15s £ F, IM84H . IM 10 45 SAL HEH I
F(p <0.01). X —&5 BEUGTIE 1 {3 5 7R WK 2 mT LA 38 i
KEIERE HR MYE . HR R AT 2 T kg 12
TR 5-HT 2 S 250 BN FE 3R i) ) 480k
PEREAR, S5/ 2 E LIRS Hr 3R], IM 3 41, IM 8 41 .
IM 10 ZH 75 PO Ap A& IR 7K P H AR I 34 A 5 3] 1 2K
-, e B X R B ) 25 R RN A 3R 15 [ 71 28 AR
ANREA UK 53 25 A

ZH A LA 45 R R, HAL+IM 8 ZH7E4 18R 4%
RS HR B ELS SAL 25 R AN 3, HAL 4
FE 1x15s. 1x30s 4 T SAL 41257 B & (p
<0.001), HP 8mg/kg IM BERE I s HAL B

BT LR S BR Sl ) . X W] 5-HT 5 DA fEh
AR g R R A AE S H AR

10+

L CISAL
B IM 3
8- EIM S
& 1 IM10
= RS AL
5 6 pag EEEE HAL+IM 8
N 4
2_
RS
o
115
HEPL T[] (s)
Bl 2 1x15s 54T 45 M 245 Wy X B 5 1Y) 52 T
i ** 5 sal 4 %S, p<0.01;
10- ¥ .
[JSAL
84 BRI IM 3
& [ EIMS
= : £ IMI0
% ol . HAL
) 3 EEE HAL+IM 8
.
K 4
24
0
1%30
HE 3R i [E)(s)

Bl 3 1x30s A4 T 45 Fh 25 9 3 o 3 B 52 1)
. *5 sal 40 0%, p<0.05; ** 5 sal 41 Hb4%, p<0.01;



950 oo B o 42 3%
10+ 104
¥ CJSAL I
gEmIM 3
- EIM 8 8 ®
=T
§ EERHALIM § & 1 o
%( 44 55 44
24 5
0 " 0 ]>([|5 ‘ 1><i30 ' |’<15() . "XIIS
1=50 ) =
GE R[] (s) FETR I [H(s)
Bl 4 1x50s 2514 T 45 245 W ek Bk 5 A 52 Wi B 6 Eh K H ST R B[R] X AR Y 25 2R 3R 1) 52 Wik
tE: =4 sal 414K, p<0.05; e %5 1x15 41 A%, p<0.05; ** 15 1x15 41 H#%, p<0.01
107 T3 CJSAL LA
B2 IM 3 3 e
I M 10
* AL VRTE, HOA 2 e e H X A A 230
HAL+IM 8 P e NI
& = P (AU I T O AT Mo . DA RGRI 5-HT
% °] ZEGHEFE S T iZk ¥ (Van der Plasse et al.,
= 2007; Salamone, Correa, Farrar, & Mingote, 2007;
2 Salamone, & Correa, 2002; Mott et al., 2009). A<3:
= - Nl A i e
e %45 DA ZARSEHURI SR BE B AT 5-HT 5
il 77 P9 K e 22 A G D5 B9 S ) S0 45 S W,
. HAL Z15 SAL b#, 7£ 1x15s K 1x30s #EiR /K
2x15 b HAL fE0% i 25 BRI R BRI 28 3 WA - 13 2 B0 1
AT s) YKL (p <0.001); 7F 2x15s 241 F, HAL 415 SAL 41
PP HR FIIREOE A B EES . XEgE R yisd, &
BIS 2x15s b T 4 Rh G i B o e N
sl 416 02001 B HAL JF R 20K BB RN, (12
e ** 5 sal 4H [BAK, .01; . B . R .
P 1 LA O 1 L e s HoAh -t 2
2.6.2 FEIRBETE XA BRREIENE K 6 N IR i DA 5517 sl 30 856 Mk 40 B AR B A% ) DA

SAL HAEA TR IER 2518 F 36 FF HR IREL . BRI &
FA T 25002 W SAL 4115 DU R FiE 38 i 7] 4%
P B AU BB 2E S 0 3, F(3, 28)=5.91,
p<0.01, H/5 Z &E LK Hr& W], 1x15s 55 1x30s |
1x15s 5 1x50s 225 3 (p<0.05; p<0.001). X}
HH AN [7) F) S0E 38 BsF i) 5 ) T A BRORT S AS AR 88 2% 114 A
5 o 7E 1x50s HEIR K- K FRIESE HR By U B 2]
T A, WG A R BB AR T X HR Y
BEFE

M TBRERK AN, HA A3 TES T R 254,
T 2 I B Fe 2 PR IR 25 ) 5 I ) 32 B 6 45
B, BRI B AR, A R Bl T PR A B
] A T o DRI AR S Ak A i A 2 S 56 4 )
ghIR

ARG BARK BT R B SIHL,  [R] I 7S 52 0 46
B LIRS DL T 23 3 BOR UM AR [R) 5 4
Wi SR PEREAIG (Phillips, Walton, & Jhou, 2007;
Salamone et al., 2002) . {41 HAL 23] 55 K B
HH —E AR LASRAS 3 44 B i gL (Salamone et al.,
1991; Salamone, Correa, Mingote, & Weber, 2003);
Petersona % A X} DA 5Btk T 5 Fik
— B 45 5 (Petersona, Wolfa, & White, 2003) . ix 4t
WEFE R BIHI 55 DA HRE Y R BN PSR AR 2328 145 B
FBUR . TEABFFR A Y IR IMATE 1x30s AT,
HAL 2H LL7E 1x15s 2540 .3 080 1 34 HR K
o (HBEAER RGN, 78 1x50s &40 T, K
KM HTE 1x30s A5/ FHGIn 7 k#E: HR AYIREL,

Walton 2 84 76 5256 H & B, HAL 4 8h )7 AR 3 25
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R A IR HR (YRS i X0 B2 . ik 136
I SAA FEARSh eE HR B kA%, (R AR
(0 32 S IF AN T2 DR E AR R s DRI e — PR 2R o L
PRI AT 8 5 IR WE B P SR AT A AE IS B 2 4
—FMEA 5 (Walton et al., 2009).

DA & 1 15 AR AL AT R 8 S AT,
I LA 38 A A g e i 7K ST DA ke LA T R K-
Salamone 55 A GE W] B IR 40 L (] DA & &5 DA R4t
Z2L AT LA R B g A - B S LR R, )
X DA 4B S0 AT DA A A B 25 SR
(reward-seeking)f7 & (Salamone, Correa, Mingote, &
Weber, 2005; Salamone & Correa, 2002;Cousins,
Atherton, Turner, & Salamone, 1996; Salamone,
Correa, Farrar, & Mingote, 2007), iX %% B " i 2%
Z W R GG 3B KA 5 R 5 B RA
HEAEH

IM 20 9 52 56 45 5 I 73 TR K 28 AT A Bk 2 4 s K
FERE HR SmAYYCEL . Anderson %6 A ffifl 5-HT %%
T R AT e (Fenfluramine) L 759 3] 1 AR [8] A 45 51
T TN i BB A ALl R RS BRI 5-HT, i 4t A 1]
5-HT & hThm, BT NGB RBGE AT
(Anderson & Woolverton, 2005). [f#f Bizot(1999)
SN 5-HTIA ZAR: sl 8- 2 a4t
((+/-)-8-hydroxy-2-  (di-N-propylamino) tetralin
hydrobromide, 8-OH-DPAT) I T K flik# HR
Ui I URE . BFSE R B, TESPIZR YR R BAE HR
N IR 158 BRI T SERHE R AR, B
25s #EIR 251 8-OH-DPAT 34/l T K ik # HR Y
Fefl, X FRBAVET 5-HT & & DA TP kR 22 5 it
Z ARV RSB BT B AR P A G

DI R WoR, FEIR 5-HT K25
KB IA R A6 DS, (R B LR A0 ) 1 5
R AE IR LRI R . Bizot S5 AAEH4ET
¥ (dorsal raphe, DR){F i # £ 8 &K 5, 7-DHT IR
5-HT i b Thad i, 2% AR 1 R B % HIR S K
%7, Denk F1 Walton 57E 280 H1 25 7 KB 5-HT &
BRI RN R, & PR BRAE B e A2 L) 3k
PR T T R B R b il G 5 Eh K 4 A A
], {H7EAE IR 2B A T 2k B AR A v Ui ] 26 56 37 )
BRI . X LRV A] 5-HT 7K-F-1Y
T e B ARS8 B 1Y Jl AR S0 2 PR 28 DG H B
SR M PSR ) M — FE B 283

TEARSZG 1M Y =50 1 48 st [R] U A 3k 3] ik
F25, 3mg/kg i IM 7E 1x30s il 1x50s 214 T i

Fen T SAL 4, BEIHIE 19 IM X HE PR = A =
W5 Rl A {2 HEME . 1 8mg/kg AT 10mg/kg
(1) IM 5 3mg/kg JF %A W% 25 5%, X — 5 ] RE R
SER BT EAFAE RACAREI, T3 —J7 ARV 7
B AR DX A BE N R, 3k — a5 R B AE LS 1 S 3 o A
@i

£ HAL+IM 8 ZHh, IM 7] g 2 2 5 i HAL &
FAR XS LR By RS 5], UiB] 5-HT F1 DA R4¢
AT AR XS5 RIESE 5-HT R4 A DA
ARG AR L LR E AT . BRI 5-HT &
G F DA RGAEPK P IERIFA—E, 5-HT &
2t 1 1) g AR e /R AT R 3K BROXIG R AR 28 e 5 1Y
Psfo 534, 5-HT 15 S Wi 2 1 2 LU &R
GHLae T — AR A 5-HT ThREFRAIL T S8 DA
RE MYt BETRER, Xt 3N T KB wh 3l 47 R (Seo,
Patrick, & Kennealy, 2008). 5-HT #il DA AYiX Fli 4
EAR TR B AP OC R B A PR AT, Rt
TE = th B PR DA (3 BE 1% BRIV AT LA &
H 5-HT HLAEHR I S 2 AYXT DA T Pk A% 22400 il i 1l
Y o R RN DR SEAT Ay s o 14 S Wt 1 5 3 5 22 (1]
T R B 1) SF- 747 5% (Deakin & Graeff, 1991). #F5¢
R, PR B MEAT R, AR Fil BRI 4 i )
5-HT & & A TR, X —FEAL S DA & &I
HEEVNRER, R2Z, 5-HT & & f AT i
DA Tt R KR w3l H:47 4 (Seo, Patrick,
& Kennealy, 2008). Van den Bos 2 A\ i — i 54 5k
B, fERALAT A Rt RS R E A B )2 DA
KV BT, FIEAEREE 5-HT K F F .
Winstanley %5 A 57 2 BH, DA 52 AR 4 ah 7 4 Al iH
A WD 3l Wy e £ S8R A 0 K n A T, T R AR
5-HT & & 7] Hl 55 3% 1E H (Winstanley, Theobald,
Dalley, & Robbins, 2003). X L#BijiH] DA 5 5-HT
RGEMFS 5 TGRSR, Iz B e G
Fofi P —— 3 R B PR SR B AT, — HLxCF
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The Interaction of Haloperidol and Imipramine on Cost-benefit Decision Making in Rats
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Abstract

Organisms constantly assess the cost and benefit of the possible future outcomes of their behavior and use
the information to guide the future behavior, a process called cost-benefit decision making. The current study
used a T-maze delayed reward procedure to examine the effects of the non-selective dopamine receptor
antagonist haloperidol and the norepinephrine/serotonin reuptake inhibitor imipramine on decision making
(choice between a delayed high reward [HR] and an immediate low reward), and how delay on access to the HR
alters the decision making. Six groups of rats (n=8 per group) were treated with saline, haloperidol, imipramine
(3, 8 or 10 mg/kg), or a combination of haloperidol (0.2mg/kg) and imipramine (8mg/kg). The experiment
comprised three periods: initial training period during which animals had free access to the rewards located in
both arms of the T-maze for each of the 10 daily trials; forced training period during which animals were
allowed to have access to each of the two arms for the first two forced trials followed by 10 choice trials (access
to both arms) with a delay imposed on the HR; and test period which was similar with the forced training period
except that animals received drug treatment before the test session. Haloperidol decreased choice to HR when 15
or 30 s delay was applied to HR. In contrast, imipramine increased choice to HR. The decreased HR choice
induced by haloperidol was reversed by imipramine. Increasing delay to HR decreased choice to HR. In
conclusion, these data suggest that delay is an important factor for determining choice behavior, and that
haloperidol and imipramine have opposing effects on decision making.
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