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Effects of Brain Lesion upon Conditioning in Pigeons
——A Review of its Present State and Problems——

i 7 N 57 H
Shigeo Suzuki

B4 %
Shigeru Watanabe
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DRIZBOEH OB TH VD L3 Bz L TRANLL B HBlT 2 THA D, ZoBadE
EOTRTO TEENCOEY | ORBECHabh S [FERE] Thd, —
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HHEOTENIIE DK, HLEENTERCE » T
TEN T3, ft-T, FTEIEBIZNT 2 YHIRIARMIZ,
BEROEREBL OBBIISWTEFhHLL ERTHHLHE
KT D, Thill, BEPHERL V- on—-F¥D 2 7%EK
FIZLAABDY 7 Y 2 T ORI > THBEOTTH
PEHMLLS LT, HIBWTOWL EMBRp(IC
iz rev,

Brik, ThrbdBRHIPOWBFRLEZHT, LM
Pk A EEBEOMAORBEIC OV TR L TERES
ML O Tidiw L, LR+ Thl:
HBBIIBITINDE L T, LA Lsls,
RL2LGHBBROTRTHPTALATD LN Y 4
V7L L L XDERE, ZOMXDHFEAE L
5L/85,

Bz BT 2 BRERENELFIXH <X Galen (129-
200) IZHRENTHY, —EOBERENDH L HIS
ATEEHBTHS, bl b, ZoOHRTHEOKMIE

1) BPHMEARLTHELE b b T T LEOMRE

RD, UFMLOBEXYERTIH LT bh
%,

D4V T A De—LA LB XY

MEFA 2 ORBICERMTCREL TV 2ELEHELT
Wigls, Ted i &M SHie on TR EOBOFEF R
FRES v v A EI s > THUENRICRTH B,
MDEEZ VS 2 DIEA 2 BIR S E R DR % R4
AP, —OORDIETELTBERELTLES
ORBHWMBAEFTETH S, TOBP/KE, T THb
RTVDFENCIIEEOTS LB LT bTh
%, LaL, EEZE, o 7] 2
ETHMY —BAINCITARETH B, - T, HMO—E
EEMLT, ToHRHLTEHNEELICHBE TR, £
OB EE DTS LT, v b, £
DI OBEELE OMR LT HE IR Tl b
ETHENThN D, T NEBEREOEELRBTH
6”0
Fiz, HAFENTIZ— 7i2h BB/ T S
PEFRTIHL, LOTo BB LBEL, £0
BISHRAE Ul B e R TR KBRSV ETHS,
X, bR OBBE, ORI ~OEZELHIETS
EVSHZ L - TOA, FTEHIZHIRE RG> Tw200d
e, B, AEEEMOMEN DD, TNy, HE
KRR TRRIBIC A B Y HIBE LTI eV
BHE LN DF/ENZ
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X. TE LoENE, BEowTh, Thbholik
AESEBRINR T Tl bisyv, Bb, Bhi b
B AHTE EOREAKITE Fo—> OfEE0 R H0m
PRBLTWR2O03HREVABTH S, TiHjLok
21T A MRV H AL, ThEDT R F AT
BLrT—o0%t oxd - TIBE I h it i
3, —onBRERYRTIOLEh IS,

o T, —AT, MEHEEOPIRIZL BIHOMED
WREAAS, M5 T ITEITIICo e B A AR TR0 ZE DR
BEiy, X, RUEHEDEE, T OTHE LA TROM
BLITHOBBOREE2T2HDTH S,

FRCTIE, FEE LT PRz, SETEICRE
TR EOMRE BET 5, MW TUE, MR
R To M HLE 4319674z Karten & Hodos {2 4 »
T Eh, BT, TAgL BRI 22H 5,
b5 Tk, RETHOEREL LTAFESZHERA T
DHIRAOEETH 5,

YT, BUBENEABESR LoD, BHEE Ticld
ENTWAWREBRLET S, fods, KNPOMBIRE
DBRBRIZLDBDDTH D,

R E K

MEEER I LB ORI, BB IV
bhd, B—uERERTHD, T b0
ARERE LR L, Btk Vo 2 — o OEBREN
B85 LD THS (Nauta & Gygax, 1953; Fink &
Heimer, 1967), g EoRSICE T 2BEREMO
g, BBt RREREROFEE VAR
AThd, Zhid, ~2— v A& BHTLIEHES
2Ry SO RMTHEEZEA L, Autoradio-
graphic IGEHfERADSDTH 5,

"B, DEEE = — o DBRIICRDBRY, X=
2 — B UARRE (R oRE) (28 » THRESI D
By, EBORDERGYLMRE, YREHER R
THRYTHD, BREHFENEEE, EROFELY
b, TOEEMOEEDS L ILBREORE AROEHE
ok 5B bnD (Revzin, 1969, 1970 7 K&,
BHERIL, FLo—XIEHBEORR (Meier, 15973),
EHER E OBEEE T L DM s B I o PE
(Meier, Mihailov & Cuénod, 1974) S igH % 250) T
VB, HEDOH, "~ P OMEER, U ToRCBEE
n&d,

BEEYE To—oa%rs5hs, 1) Thalamo-
fugal &BE, QKL Y REOACER O SEREH O Mgk

# 15 % 1975

M1 ® OH K K
a. 77 wmrv® Thalamofugal £, ~rbh
w3 (Karten, et al. 1974 X 9)
b. 7 7w o Tectofugal gEig (Karten, et al
1974k b)
c. ~FDERBMIT X B Y (Parker, et al.
1972)

(LA, DLA, DLL %) Z# L, Rfieo Hyperstriatum
(H) iz LFB # 4~ L, F4ll H zDecussatio supraoptica
(DSO) #4v L CHligd 2b (Cowan, Adamson, &
Powell, 1961 ; Powell & Cowan, 1961 ; Karten & Nauta,
1968; Revzin, 1969; 1970; Hunt & Webster, 1972;
Parker & Delius, 1972; Karten, Hodos, Nauta &
Revzin, 1973; Meier et al, 1974, BT a, c M),
Za L LiZER o Geniculo-Striate #& & X
AR REN D,

2) Tectofugal #EBE, |HEE/AL, KAOPEL X
AT Tectum opticum (TeO) (z3 L, Nucleus rotun-
dus (Rt) 7 5% Ectostriatum (E) 2% % 8%, TeO
fdtx CT, CP %4> L#@#K»»5 (Hamdi & Whit-
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B -~ OBY T (Karten, 1969 % H)

tage, 1954 ; Karten, 1965; Mocgill, Powell & Cowan,
1965; Karten & Revzin, 1966; Revzin & Karten,
1966 ; Robert & Cuénod, 1969; Revzin, 1970 ; Karten,
& Hodos, 1970 ; Schonbach & Cuénod, 1971; Parker
etal, 1972, BT b, c&@). TeO & kmiz, Rtk
B|EKREW L ORAEEHEEI N 52, Rt 72 ¥ Thalamo-
fugal BIEFFIEILEA ToTav L 5 Th B,

EERCHERE R k0 MLD, Ov, 37 & I Tt
Neostriatum (N) op# (Field L of Rose) 234
B, REPERRCH LTia DSO £ 4 L#@igT % (Karten,
1967, 1968, I M),

HRBUTTHE 1) Wust 260 (78, H o FHLXS
D HA, THA, HD 7¢ K £ 07 Wulst 2R E &0
HEgEE, 7Y oyl TEPE b o0 (Karten,
1971) ~ b Tk, —F TSM 27 L, BRI
(DLM, DME %), Teo, GLv (2 ¥ % F178% (DSO #
A URMMER B 12, 7700 lBEET DL 5
B b (Powell et al, 1966, Karten 1971, Hunt et
al., 1972, Karten et al, 1973, {1 a &H),

2) HV. N, E ¥ &URBMPREL S OTiH, o
BOLORBELSEREN T3, 113 LPO, MFB
AL, BERTHEEC T 2 b o (Zeier & Karten,
1971), 4% 243 Archistriatum (A) D T LK 7 %
Ap, Am %A L, HOM J 0 8ERTFiBrhRiiz #2 b0

“Cpi

R # W F 7 &%
a. llyperstriatum 2.8 O F 7% (Karten et al.,
1973 b))
b. # R 5 ORI, HESIHAMDOK
oo FilErRT. Puic@ms o (BT
D) v Cortio-Caudate pg, (Karten et al.

1972k 9)

=, Ap, Am AR Amygdala (ZHF L (Zeier et
al., 1971), BEOKKIGREBR TS0 L A& h
HHEHH D, #3134 Al L D OM %4 L TR~
115 FITET, HHHTMORUERMHEE L S5 (Zeier et
al., 1971), Paleostriatum (P) W25 o SR 1E
@4+ d&&h, AL & T Spriform Complex ~ o
ok & 7t (Karten et al, 1972), Z DI
Cortico-Caudal izl b5 (A b),

HERE Hrshi DSO 3 THmEh, B
B ORED 2 Y, TSR OEBICTRE s #
#H4 (Meier, 1971: Meier, Mihailov & Cuénod,
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1972a; Cuénod, 1972), X, CT, CP oftr, #E§L ~u
To CA (Karten et al., 1974 ; Zeier & Karten, 1973)
PHERIhTWS,

AMB—IEREV <oy To diks (Karten, 1965), X { %
% L #= Trigemental system 7z ¥ b TV 3
(Zeigler & Witovsky, 1968; Zeigler & Karten, 1973),

AT bEREDT

TEIMRICR(IET R

RS U REBHZICTE, Bk B0 &
HiZ, HIBRERAF 2 — Mt > THEHENATH BT
Bjo##% (maintenance of behavior) Bz Xh 3,
NFZOWTOZOROWRIERTH S, BEDHR
FIBLR LBl v, REE TICBRMERICH S h2
.=k VI FL FR Bt DRL €4 %,

Lo UG BB A ik L, constant rate
PHEEIND VIIZoWTHRH T 5, EBRIZVWTh e VI
15 DYNHET- o th, BEZT, TOPRYRI L0
Thod, WMDY RLTENLVDIINTHY,
FCHEELCHRTARBBE LB aciinbhs, A
WSz Limbic portion & Somatic-motor por-
tion =43 H i, Zeier (1971) 13463 Ot 8%, BUENT O
base line A BHi40/¢— ¢ > F DRIGHARE BT D
CHRL, MEOWMBMIIEORAMAE DX RVHEEY
KLz, f-T, ARBOFFRE, Somatic-motor por-

tion WHEOKRL BEhs, X, BEEHDAWES
& o THLSRHERAIGN TV D (Zeier, 1968),

P2 UE Lo d RIGHIRIEKR T 24, ABEO
BaL izt - L4 (Zeier, 1968), ¥, Septum pos-
terior WHIZL » THLEFOREHOWMANR R B I 5
A, anterior TXERH bhisv, Hizow Tz VI ol
— A7 Y. — VORI A mult VI-EXT it
VI, EXT Y% 60840 ThKISHANAT 2E &
EHT% (Macpfail, 1971), {R L, constant high
rate A AL H FR T lmi@Es bh T
75\~ T (Reynolds & Limpo, 1965) H piEshRiz>
VTR EH Lic vy,

Wie—EBUREENEHT DA > o2 — v e LT
DRL ##3t4 %, eizv-3hb DRLIOY THs, N
TWHEIMOZEDS bbE v, ABBI—RIIRIE
M (IRT) oA fHIcELL £ LD (Zeier, 1969),
{B L, WA Lateral limbic portion (Z[RE L7-H&
ISR ooy, BB Medial limbic portion i
Es e IRT 2 $Ll ko ¥ % approach response,
IRT 2 BN ® burst k §iclikL, Bbhsu{bH
B8 s portion BB T ¥ 1o
approach response OMAF 4R L5,
response O, Ffziiftx 5 135 OIXEL DD 10~20
SNt MCAEY, £tk LT o approach response
OWAVE, FEE L U TR—ERHINAcE 5B Lok

Somatic motor

approach

F1. A~ v TEBHERCRIETERSR
ERORFIIACROBT X7 T, X, * BNt multiple A7 2 2 —AHTHB. ABCDOWTITELS

BRI hi\.
Ay a—N
Vi FI FR DRL
B fir -
Neostriatum no effect no effect (56) no effect (56, 57)
(58, 57, 55)
Archistriatum increase (55,58) | no effect approach response

increase (57)
22 decrease (57)
®x2 decrease (57)

Somatic-motor portion
Limbic portion

Medial limbic portion

decrease (56, 57)
2 1¥ no effect (57)
increase (57)

®% increase (55)
no effect (55)

{Septurn posterior
Septum anterior

Paleostriatum %% increase (55)
Hyperstriatum no effect (*34) lack of pause (*45)| no effect (*45)
Septum
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hlebt, 2o VI T a0REFET B
Bphs, B, Somatic motor portion Pl VI
TIRRIER fik€ L, DRL T AR LHTHHR
TH%5H, Leier i1z 02> »T, DRL 7o approach
response & VI TCOREOGHEHI AREBATHD E
LT b, BAK T DRL 1235+ 58LIOHEM
Amygdaloid complex B #i1Z & » T#H HHhTEY,
Limbic archistriatum g o N b A% drowsy 7¢iRE
*¥7RT 4D Amygdaloid BEBIZLITER Y, & OHMEE
L e E LT\ % (Zeier, 1971),

FI 22w Tik, N B0z o, — VRAREO
RHEE Loy, HBE G2 mult FR-FI o FLi§
Sz oW Tkt o pause 437 { 7L BB ARG S T
% (Reynolds & Limpo, 1965), {175, ARtz F1 308
TRIDHRD bbb XEVv e TN T % (Zeier, 1969) ,

LE#F LRI OM T2, {THMEEF
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WTRHEM e 7 — 4 3 B LT, I, BIEEE T
BIWTEH L1, NOXBEEHLRVWERTANKE
MERLTCHD2HTHD,

OB o# #

HHRIGOERREER 2 v h, ROPMBOEETZ
BULTRDLE, TORGRNEENITChdEwS, &
TR, BATPBIZRDBER T o~V (FHEH
) kifigkxy, RUIEZ BT BEEEL LTRY
s,

FRMEBZEWT, BHEOMELEETHSERGUT
ORIRBINL S, 1) FRORROE—FRKHERD-
BRI, 2) MBOMBOFE—TEF R VIS
M EIES D RGO iR & L TIERIS
RBerdh, EREEHEE2Hh, L VBEROMRY
Eda3ins. X, PEHOBBERCHT A PR
FRBEADETNOWRIE—E LT L P BEo’EL 1L

FL. A5 v &S 55850
o KFEAHRMD =— 7 AYHRERY, RICRARYRT. EH%NH.

Hx Wulst, iz OV &5,

Dorsal thalamus ¥, LA, DLA, DLL, TSM %% &1, 2Alid
BHRICABBEI NI, 51V XFDOHTH S,

TS e W 8 ] g iy X
= T WORTTER i L : i : ﬁfﬁﬁiﬁﬁ
" | LS 33 A T I
‘ defs | | deficits
| . no eficits ; : (33A) deficits
Hyg?;{atum (Gfeﬁiét}s{) deficits | (61, 43R, 52R) : i no (33,
v (51A, 15R) : i deficits | 51, 58)
Thalamo (43R, 58A)
—fugal ¥
no no no
Dorsal o deficits deficits deficits
{15R.17R) (15R. 17R (13R
Ecto- ! deficits deficits deficits
striatum (18R) (18R) (13R),
Tecto Nucleus deficits deficits
—fugal % 1 Rotundus (15R.17R) (15R,17R
Tectum i deficits
opticum (24)
Archistriatum |@ deficits @@
| deficits H
o (61)
Neostriatum (@ ® (18R) |®no 06(61) @ deficits
deficit deficits (43R)
(gl C4:3SR)§ | (61,43R) l
Z o fih Corticoid { Dt { [ ] [} [
Paleostriatum ®
H+ deficits
Hippcampus ®(33A)
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V@BV ESIcBbhd, B FOF, Thalamofugal,
Tectofugal DHEM LTIz 7~ 223 LTk

v, TooBi, RRITATZBRIWEROEANLEA
Wi, B-& D & LA RENLEVESI NS
v

1) PEERGHEOSHE, Mo Hr b6
¥, REFN T Th BoBBILESERETh 5L, Te
BoWEI X VDBENEN S, BRI Lk Th B
RU'A, Hp 28U AHEE L 0 BRI L DA, Te
BB LT, F— 2080 BRETTHITE v,

2) WEEH. Th BREBEL LA, #EERATIC
BFWTHLEEY B0 XREBR (A vs O
Zeigler, 1963 ; D vs [1, A vsS7, A vs V---Ho-
dos; 7 &) v b, BIERY (logl #%-..-Zeigler, 1963;
Cohen, 1967 b: 0.3---854, 1972; 0.4...Pritz, Mead,
Northcutt 1972 K, 1972; 7 — ¥ o 4L---Macphail,
1969) A Ehicik <o BRI REFH TR M b T E
&mBAR L Bbh b, Macptail (1971) 3, MREHELH
Fmlick LTRHREED N, ERUCHITHRET
Ry EIEHE, BERAMANT COBIBSRT
Wah, Te MaBliLicsd, T3 HBHOEMIH
Te WIEE, BXOlTHB. AXfFH~odH, Th
BBEBEOPHLVZ- 2 LTWB Loicllbhb, #
DZEHARESE L, D EOEHISBRAEOLEN DS
5, Liod o, EFENEEE XL Y YD
h3, ZUERRETCOBR LGBV ER:sH, &8
(R#---Zeier & Akert, 1968 #c &), Hrft (Macpfail,
1971) #igic 4 2 HEEODRAED SR T D, ¥
X5 (Stteter & Shulz, 1969) \Z k(T 5 EHEHIED HI %
a9, TATRMAISH b Th b, {BihriE
FUESTHHRETENRY L Hh T2, SIESAH
GHEBCE iEXh 3 (Macqfail, 1971), Bl H,
Bk & REFEMNERY (CEHoB KCL VRISTNES
— %= 20N L viETHLD, Wenzel & Salzman,
1968), MpE vy F o 7 (FREF —~OEADEZ LV E
HFoTno -~ G EETS b0, Monjan &
Peter, 1971) GBS AL ON D,

Hodos & Bonbright (1973) 1, Th ko3 Bk -
BHOBIMMA fli« OBM 4% 4 L5 (Co-
hen & Pitz, 1967), E&AEiEN: (Revzin, 1969,
1970), FEHHHHOBR W M ZF B HEOET (Zeigler
1963b, Cohen 1967b), WIS YIMEo LEH (HHodos &
Bonbright, in press) & X b, “HE" 5 BEY <
DORMHICH 2 e (Te Bz, 8 Akl BiEr e

LTw3), Tihbb, ZOoRKRoOWEI “WE ERO
TRl LTHEEAZREDTHS, BEEOHWE
BE EEVIOVLETHY, H-oTHBEOELRE
BoEE BEARLEG) KNIETARTHS, HIE
WIRE, X5l - il B, R —ikes &
Voo BRI X B EE, WMMEORL L THMIA
DS B, Lo Lics s “HUSEINEE, &g
—BINIWEX L FHAUTO M MEAE LS, B
—Z, Hodos V% & 5 Zclrlisp i, R E
FHEORIAELFRT B3, #-T. HEE
b o THEDEXRFHATHHAHLL .

|, fEb o T "HER, L5028 itk
Vo RICHFEEBRCE LB EHRELTARLS, =
OBE, BEEHEOEERCETIMNEDE- &) L
BFREROEEC X 5 ZBhh b,

IR OHMMEEEBERL TR LS, LrLHESR
A\ T, APIRIMOZE L EEB OB LH 2T
HBGRTH D (A, 1972), AXK BV TLid-EHL
e Tiobb, RBEE X L5 WMoY R oW,
LR o C—gE R b o T inl s, R4 R
EMML LS ETHEA FRBETETSLLY j.od
Ew L YT B R E M BETHA S,

FRZ b OB T, SRR 5 AR
{EXARBEAMNEL LTRY DN THY, BEOZD
BBz TH2PROBGERDZ TN D,

LARLF L bEE&EST

HWMAL KoL AR F U FEE (O R, #
WREE, EHES OB, HKERILE T 4LH3T) o
f#it, L LC, D.H. Cohen #1pE 457 — Sz
I 0D LR T5, EEALWOE, REESTHST
DEMORE, XENEFNAY & U BRI Rk
HEDOHIFI= B (Macdonald & Cohen, 1974), &3
BiZowTiE, BTHBICL2YR0ANERIN, K
R L 2RI B bh T oy, Kbz,
FRURIGIE, EL LTHREOHREBEIN TS,

ZOROMERTIE, BELmMAERHE 4 208K
FERRESTHECHBILD, Cohen /85 54 AT
i, RO 6 BER, EEANB 0.5 WK REX
(M DT 7 B AR ST 2B h, BT
P 3.7 AL LT 7.4 5 ThBH (Cohen & Mac-
donald, 1969 B&), BA3RHSTOANLLT, o
RUHESHRADND,

1) KINESHEHOHFE, Cohen HEFRTILHE— o
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EHORFIINALMOBE ¥R T, lower X&GSIATECH DA, EFABEE X O XAERIEOWE
AEREE A, deficit | UTICHHEE D B AR X3, weak (ALY TS Tho 84, enhance (Rinc IEH e
ey THEHEL I T,

.central

no effect (12)

no effect (12)

no effect (12)

\'\ I . . . .
. &MY Conditioning Differentiation
i B b — Heart rate Respiration Heart rate Respiration
Hyperstriatum
Neostriatum } no effect (53)
Hyperstriatum slower
Hippocampus } acquisition (3) weak (3)
Pa]eostriatum} A AI(83)
Ectostriatum
Ectostriatum no effect (8) no effect (8) A3 \](8) A mf(8)
Nucleus rotundus lower (8) no effect (8)
Tegmentum
‘dorsolateral lower (11,12) no effect (11,12) | no effect (11,12) | no effect(11,12)
(oculomotor level)
ventromedial enhance (12) no effect (12) enhance (12) %3 exhance (12)
(caudal interpeduclus
level)
intermedial deficit (11) dificit (11) deficit (11) deficit (11)
(red nucleus level)

no effect (12)

Prerubral field
Lateral reticular formation

no effect (11)
no effect (11)

no effect (11)
no effect (11)

weak (11)
no effect (11)

no effect (11)
no effect (11)

W#E<TH 5 Tuge & Shima (1957) iz Lt hid, H RY
Hp o@AMBEIFEST (RERCGER, HoMb)
RO HEIEERTH D, Heedid %, b Cohen
(1967a) 12k hd, H R Hp oa##c LY, &4
SRR OFNOENLHAE Ly, S FRRR G
R 2ERKEL, HEEZEALN L5 72, Lo

DORSAL TEGMINTUM

WYPQTHALAMUS

M\ T rosiaat vinizowsoa CAUBAL VINIROMEDIAL
] reomintum At tevn o |o<of tRomEnTum AT LEveL OF Fre—e
O NuCIEus INTIRPIDUNCULAR NUGLEUS

BIV. s 5 CMEEST ORISR, SR
1% acceleratory, i3 deceleratory 7¢f¥Y
%53 (Cohen et al., 1969b),

Z%, Hp L N 0ZLF53HTEXL S5, LiLih
B, WS (BREE LIRS, BUERE, 544 4
LM e RE R BB AN e b v, PR
UE OB IND D, BRIMERCHBIENKE 3L REST
(FF 0% Ko OF .5 48) B& A ATRIHET 5 (Tuge et al,
1957), X E 0ADOWIB TR0, ATl
TdHHH (Cohen et al, 1969), = diEHu, HAFTHE
FEMLICIcHELER T B,

2) %, MNERBEEOHE Tectofugal $Eik o
—#THHRt DY, OIARYST 2150 5 (Cohen,
1969), LAL, ZhiZASBOEEREKLD E HEYE
FTHHELL, REEIKL VY, @0%H5 Thalamo-
fugal BBEOBHOYBRL AL EhT5, HEERHES
Tz 54 28a0E, KE - TEREERE I ThE
(Cohen & Pitz, 1968), Tegmentum % ¥ 5HMNT
% ¢ Caudal
OREMASTH{EFAEh, Rostal

%%, Ventromedial tegmentum %,
level OBz X b,
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level OBz Y, DERUEBRELESTCELIR
B &4 U3, Dorsolatelal tegmentum DEEEEITCHI%
H3HiBh 24 L& € % (Durcovic & Cohen, 1969a,
b), 7z¥, Central tegmentum, Prerubal field, Hipgot
SRR OB EBHR Th» 7z, AL RV TD, F
B30 L /WAL OM@FE L, Durcovic et al. (1969b) =
FLHoHRT-S (RVER).

ZOFWOBFRITIL, FEAZEN L A0V To Mg digk e
DORBEA S DR, XA Rescorla (1967) Hizitig X
NnNdk 57, \Whda truly rondom control ¢ it
DEEND,

st ¥ v

PLERRTHKIBZ, NERPDLETI2RBDMORE
BEABHE OBEBIOVTHEAED TR DARACTF
— 2 EBEh TV 2Rz Bbh 3, R X 286
BALAB2AE L T2 50WERTEHL T, kil
KIGT, HaMEEXHVWTThh s, X, UEE
DT Meier, Cuénod & & v— T ORZH R,
ERAH, THERLRMCETIES OB T
%, 5H, ThALBALRTTHEONIT 40D
BAER—DORELEDTHAS Y. BACEfilkos
HH5DEVTHHITEMNOPRZ T4, ThboE
HC R BAREL LB DR,

X, KRH TR, BECHIT DBBRERIL
HEFRLEZIBEI»DRINDGLE V. TOBEIZ
b, BABRRTLTEZLNDHR (homology) kgLl
(analogy) # X OBV DT THAL S B OMEE
LTHREIN TS iz Hodos, 1974 £ &), iz,
SEOHL TIERBENRRATE M L TORMES)
Bedik L, HREEVCTEEE QT 28
TR T SRUEZ R L KR b 5,

3 B X #@

1) Cohen, D. H. 1967a The hyperstriatal region
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