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monkeys. eNeuro 6;8(2) :ENEURO. 0403-20. 2021

AKIFZED—EILLL T DFRITHEFR LT,

The oculomotor foraging task: novel behavioral paradigm to evaluate
multiple components of working memory
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BE

(B B8] EERLEITFR A OB HAEFICRNERWVRBIEIETH 5,
Baddeley HD~/LF aL R —xr hEFMCLD L, EEDEITENTE
DIFEE CTHDIBEHD AL —T VAT L L TN O OBRE, BH, MERE
IZB D FREITRTHERSND, TOREIL, BEESRES RKRIESR &L
Fli 2 OFEHFRIRIR B TIAK RO LD N IBEET D & L0 E &M% EeRT
i b E L, BEFORE Ny 7 U — 0% ISR RISCIEMR 2 K EICA b
— T VAT LD EIT ) bDOTHY | FRFETROFMEE ENHHD
BRI T D RN CTRAEICERFMZET 5 LW o AR H 5,

— 77, B R ERIEE A WS = & TEERBOEE D 2 o R—%
¥ N ZFRIRFIZRHME C& D ATREtEN & 5, R RE P O TEN T, FARAIHE O
L ODORHE (R b7 7HERK) EARPUTIE U TEERZ S & D314 7 X (h
v IHE T CER) OMAERICLE > THHATESZEEZ LN TS, 2D b
v IHE T CEROFBEICHREITRNEE CTHD Z EIRBINTND, £
T CAME T, IRERESEN A AW e R TENRE  (oculomotor
foraging task) &#EEHET /L (foraging model) ZBPHFE L. fARERT O
EERRBOEEKDa > R—3% > b EERELTHZ L ERA AT, EHIT, 20
R Z AR L 72 =78 o P Hl 2 O AR E SR 2 e 5 L (TR o & k%
AT,

(%% & Aik) BETERE X, VA NHER FOBEMRAE LIS < ERL
1%, FIERGO 16 HORBRBEAIREND, TOND 1 DDOHIH
B & AE DD W TR & 725 T 5, Huid 6 B il RIS PN I E# e i1 3
= REITH ZETENEZRDOTH S 2T R 600, mEaldT, B,
FRHNL, BERELT v F L7 fLEICR RS ND, N T T — AR
& RIRRIT WRAV R ERBE ZAT 5 ToOIIE ZE LA S/ NRICI 2 2 LR & D,
AEFK 21T, 5EHO I Z OMBEE I L., 1787 — % 2 BRETE T VI
DSUNTHRMT U7, BEEE T VI, FEE A & (memory capacity) . SA1ZR (memory
decay) . FIH= (utility rate) D3 DDO/NT A —H TEFRIN., PER
B L EHIEMEETEBDO AL —T 2 2T LT FIHRNFREITRICHIS L
TWb, —HDI/XT A —=H |22\ T 5000 [HORITEMEY KT T H L.
VR alb—a BT, BT — X BER LTz, BEERD S5 D17 E
T —HITOWNT, 6120 BV ORET—% L O#EEEREZNENFE L, K
W8T A= OMBE DR EER LTZ, 72, A LMD RIZEY
EFNEESNDIEAEY Z I (NWDA ZREHETER) L BEEEDIR )72



EVa L= L LTHONTND T EF 2 ) UREROEBIHE R O
Ka TN ENKBREMIZ BT L L REET NV OFNT A= HIHT D%
2 L IRERIEE)Z O b D~ DB AT,

(58 )RR T OFTBIC K LCL D) ¥ o & — FIRS & 0 Bofla,
2) MRS ERETOME (WSRO b0E ERLED | 3) #3%
MBI 54 o — FEICER L TR 21T o 1o, T8I EB A 1T 5 72 3 B0
222 By v a TRO IR ST T NV OREROFEEEIE 0.900. 05,
/MBI 0.74 THY | FADTFHITREET ML TR BB TR,
F7- R L SNTEET NG A —Z ORI TOLEENL. F—EEot »
v a YEITOZEB LD bAEICKE < REE T /U Lo THEEROITE Y
M%E LR D I LNTE,

2OV NWVIEHED r Z I o2& L1 2 A, LEAEIT-15% Fl
HZRII-BTOFERIKR T 2RO, BHROZLITAE TIER o7, F
7o, HEZRIITREGERZ DO b DI BN AEL, vy 7 — RO KU 7
FORE I Wb — FREMBICIEH R EER oL, #5%5 156 45T
wmRERoT, RITHOY v r— NI T X TORETRED L, &51% 15
FUNITERD &l oTc, FIROBEEET NVO/RT A —&Z3{i%, IRERER)~
DN B ONT-HG% 16 W OT — X ZRWCTHEANT LT,
WD BTz,

Flo, 7T ) URFEOFBEE L O TS OFE A 3OV LT
W, maFrghickoTalkl LTRAEOREER EH (+7.7%) %
O EERNAT S Tt T 6 38AH 2 BHCHBERIIR D A b v, IREKE
FEOLDO~OEEI—EET, KHE Q4ug/ks) O=aF > THhyr—
REABA L, @R (56 ug/kg) TIXREGEENREK T Lz, —FH, =
aFMETEFLAY) URFIROEGIE (A VI TIV) OREIZE-TH
2R E LU TCHAKROREZ: EF (+6. 1%) 232D 7205, EEB O Tldvd
NLEETIE o7, REKEB D/ XT A —X T L T, X TOEKT
By r— RO IREGEE IR T, ¥y 7 — FRIFMRBOILE RGO Hi
oo FTo. BAB Y UMET BT VY U FIROEBIZE (%Y FLED V)
RFEPIIE (RaR T IV) ORE T, BREET VORI A—ZIIHERE
{bERBD -T2,

[(E=] AWFZE Tl B RERRITE 2T VICE ST 75 2 &
T, E¥ERBoEEDa R—3 0 "2 EELT D Z LD TR LT,
HEEL DN LOREAEEIZT~10 Tho-2, 2T bt L



W RATIGED 4 Jifk & WV ) WS ICH R TR E D o T2, BREFFRE T,
PR ANLDOBLE N — R FE 72 EDO LRI TR0 2R LT, L b %<
DOIRRFPEONEZFLET DN TEZLDEEZLND,

KHED 7 # IV FEEIZE - T, RREAEORE O & EHEEOF]
FISORIG/RAE TR0 bz, ¥y r— RED R 7 b4 v 47— R
bR DI 7 EARERGEENZ D b D ~DEEZFRS L CHAIHEOKTIZH S
AT, 7 & 2 OPEZERLIBIS AT T D /EMIZIRERER) O 28k & (3R] OB IZ K
STELTWZEEZLND,

=aF A R RE O A ] ESH DI LIS DO EITIFE TRE
NTWD, RIFFETIEINESDICHED | =2 F T EICE RO A EE |
FHZE TR RIEL WES T L2 R LT, IREREEIZ O DO ~DFEII/NE
. =aF T EITHEEED BB CHHRTTE S BFICEBEEA L OEE 2L
Do ORI IBIT 5= F L ORRITEHL Th, EITHEEDOL(KIZL-T
A TELMAE B RDUEN DD,

—Ji, =aF T T ) URFEROEFEK (A IT ) ME
EREORNEE LR SE7- 2 LI PN Th oo, L LIRRHC Bk
DAY & — RO, Wy r— FEREROEE R b o TE Y,
AT I OVEELIBA~OZNRIL, EEDFRIRIC I o 72 Z LI L D IR
RHLOTHDHAMRBELE X HND,

(#53m) BREFREZ WD Z & T, IRHAED 7 ¥ L o= aF U BN RLE
DOFIHHEEZ ST D Z EHURER Sz, FIHREFRIETRONRT A —H
THY, ZOFEEHAND Z & THix OHPHRIEAEMEEELZ 2L S
TDEAN AL EFELLSHRD I ENTE D, o, BEFSIINE R D E IR
JMESBERRTEE D K 9 72 BMER Tl & OMEENR 2 | FRERIIC/NRC B S 5
HOMEATBE 72 2T LIZBERMEIC BISATE 5 LM sn 5,
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A R O TP TE I LTEIEEEIZ LA T DL B0 THD,

AChR

ANOVA

CD

DREADD

[SI

med

mAChR

nAChR

NMDA

acetylcholine receptor

analysis of variance

coefficient of determination

designer receptors exclusively activated by designer drugs
intersaccadic interval

medetomidine

muscarinic acetylcholine receptor

nicotinic acetylcholine receptor

N-methyl-D-aspartate
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TEERLE (T —F 2 7 AT, ERFE LB OAEICEESH O, HEH Ok
Ze[RIIRFICFRBREL 72D jﬁ&%ﬂofcnﬁﬁf?ﬁb%%bﬁ_@?éﬁ#ﬁk A & AETRIZ R D
R ERHNHEHE Td A (Christophel et al., 2017; Goldman—Rakic, 1995), Baddeley
BIZED~ T ar R N—RMET V(R 1)ICED e MEERLRITIT — R 72
%ﬁéﬁbf: INEBELTZD T AMEEN & L, RESAL—T VAT AL
FEITRIT T B AH(Baddeley and Della Sala, 1996; Baddeley and Hitch, 1974),

Central executive

Visuospatial Episodic Phonological
sketchpad buffer loop

Slave system

1. EEEEDOTILFarHR—KRMETIL (Baddeley & Hitch, 1974)
3DONDAL—TLVRTFLERFREITRMDLD,

OO RRIZATEIE G B3 A LB 2 5T Y (Constantinidis et al., 2001;
Courtney et al., 1997; Funahashi et al., 1989; Fuster and Alexander, 1971; Miller
et al., 1996; Mishkin and Manning, 1978), #t & KFHECIRAVE/2E Z< DFF M
PRIE B TEFDOREENED HILH(Elvevag and Goldberg, 2000; Goldman—Rakic et al.,
2004; Lett et al., 2014, van Os and Kapur, 2009), L72235 T, Z Ol XERARAY



ICHEETHLIN, BEFORIBE ST OBy 7 —13 fEELEBOR &L 5T
MTHHDONEEALE T, REIZKHZZEL, BN EHEETHLLDONR L, DT
D NESTe IR . BIEE O /W BREREICH L TRE D EEE OB O
NEETHHL LV EED D (Della Sala et al., 1999; Heaton et al., 1993; Shallice,
1982),

— 77, Bl iR RHREEZ W TEEREOER DA R—R M E
BILTEDDE LIV, [ROAZREH TR IR R AITO 201X, #R
BV IR RN A L RN ENEELW, R BRRIZBIL LTl
P> & 7 f+1F (inhibitory tagging) | <N 18 )0 (inhibition of return) | V) ELZ M
HHATERY, BIIZIRR LRI A~ DIEE DB DD T 5LF 2610 TWD
(Klein, 1988; Miiller and von Miihlenen, 2000; Snyder and Kingstone, 2007; Takeda
and Yagi, 2000; Wang and Klein, 2010), =D AH=ALELL T, BEHAEE-BATHEENH
IEB AT LORBR THLMEN M~~~ (priority map) | DR HIZZ A
T 2T DT L BERE GO BRIV & T T ZE I KO B BT 72> T
5 (Lepsien and Pollmann, 2002; Mayer et al., 2004; Mirpour et al., 2009; Mirpour
et al., 2019; Zhou and Chen, 2008), AL~ 71X, by 7 H 0 il & 58 )25
F57=8  AIEHE G B OEETLIE S AT AR B HRIC B D7 V& BHTH
HEIZEY B~y T AT IvIICEASETWHDO0B LRV (B 2)
(Bisley and Goldberg, 2010; Itti and Koch, 2001; Veale et al., 2017; Zelinsky and
Bisley, 2015), SEER, SR ERR oo ZEE RATEN L2 b I B T DL IES &
PFHBE T A2 3531 TVA(Shen et al., 2014),

Bottom up ——= | Priority map | <— Top down

- stimulus feature - working memory
- context etc. - attention etc.

2. BRIty TOBE
My T E ) EIENIZVEZEETE (working memory) BB > TWVBETREEL BB,



ZZTAMIFE T, R T OB LT T 28 7/ T 1L R L
Too BREEATENEE Tl IR <O R TR A SR L, il BRIEF PN IR AY
(ZH o —REATHOZETEEMZR T IO~ T2, RN EEZITIT-DIC
(%, N7 — ORI L RIER T, R A S/ NRIZHNZ 2210 Huid7e e
W, AalF & 1%, 5 BEOY VIZZ O EEFIEL . 1787 — 4% foraging model T
STz, £9°, T VO YHA T, I NMDA (N-methyl-D-aspartate)
SRR (20 22 k5 U CRBVEZ T fEXEFLED /T A—F
OB RF U AR B0 2 513, fit G KiiE O KB T8 )£
FTILEL TR I TUvA(Blackman et al., 2013; Condy et al., 2005; Gil-da—
Costa et al., 2013; Skoblenick and Everling, 2012; Wang et al., 2013), 52, 7
TF N R OEERN L HIE O 5 E R AT o 72, ZHHDOFH D —E
F, BAERCH O RMIE ORI R EL W EIELIENMONTVND
(Foster et al., 2014; Sun et al., 2012),



ik

BRERIK

EBRIZIX 5 BHO =RV (Macaca fuscata, A 4 GH, A& 1 58, 5.5—8.0 kg,
S. O, E. T, N) Z Wz, YLDt 548 B & OV T o FEER F 3 bifiE K
W EEBRZE B2 OKRE 2T SCHRFE T2 a b v s ) Y — ZEHH O fg 2
WAL T T o720 HNCHIER O F—F = T IS I L Z IR LT, £
D, AV TNV PRGN DB R T CHREEEICL > THHEFICTFH
VEUVE XM IA R, AL N O CEREE E A gs B (N R v
—) ZH 2 BETICE T 7=, v R OMr#% 2 H g2 (6.0 mg/day)
Erh7a7 2 (1.5 mg/day) DFEICKVEIR AT o7, EHIC 1 WL EoE]
EHMZR T, BFOMEREBEICE > TH IO IRERFE R N IR Bk EE) 2 =4
— T BIDDAT LV ATAY — (T AA)V) ZHDIAATE, 2D —H O T
S+ 72 EE IR AR 71 T, 2 H iZb7c> TIREKREBRRE O I AT -7,
TSN B CARERZITV, 7 —FZNE LT, BRI Ty
DOENETT D7D, FBRUK S B2 REEICE B, £7o, EMIRITERERIEZ
1TV, BEFEINE, MEOA B ZMRL, VL ORFEEHIZE DT,

BRRAEATENRRE

FEBRHITY VR EIZALL, A OHEE D KUTRBIR2WNIDNCT VA DO E & it
L7z, FARAEIE YV ORRAT 40 cm OERBEICED L 27T A>T OWRET A AT
LA (X1.2720Z, BenQ; refresh rate, 144 Hz; fAFE 77° X 62°) (Z#ER LTz, 1TEhER
ADOHIE T — 2 DOEUEHIZIE Windows E T/ T Aw[HEZ2 T RO DOS v A7
2 (TEMPO, Reflective Computing) Z AV 7=, ELEEfTEIEE (B 3) 1L, £9°. H
MO RETNIEIORND JF W) 12° Bl 4 EFT O HWDT TR Sz
IREOEFR A (0.6°, IEHE) OHBLUCE > CRtAINTZ, AR E3" ORET
Bz 5L, 500 ms—1000 ms DTZ LA O, ERAZHEL., 2[R
BElZ 15 ARG EZTR R L2, ZBITW 3 b R R TR B2
(0.6°, IEHTE) . HNT 4° LU EBEN TR, flRONMEIT 257 X 40° O#iFHO
4° 7R (76 fEHET) ORI TR T X MR, FIRAEOY S, 1 DO H%E
AT, VL DNIREREENC L > T 6 BUINICERNZ ROFHZLNTE
T a N A 5% 7o, FEBRHIR, SRR O L5 2° LINIZ 100 ms LA
FRBNREEESTLGEIT, T OM R RN A L= (B L) &Lz, Hrss
FERZ BT D e BERITAREIZEDY, 200 ms DL Z BT, 2RO
AR —IPOEIH DY 22— A% 52 HE LB ITIEMFEE (1200 Hz, 100 ms) Z &R L7Z,
TILIN 6 B UAPITEE )% BT DZEN TERDST-HE . TR T 35L4E

10



12 W E— 7% (50 Hz, 100 ms & 500 ms OFAIE 1) 4R U7, 23R4T
Ml 3512 800 ms & L7~

y

h Reward

Search

NG
~

Fixation

3. IRER1TEIRRRE
1 DT HAHEMEFIREERNICR DT AZENTENIERENE 5 Z 1=,

EBRFhex

BRI 5 OV AV E AW, £ 3 B TITEIEREITV., REFET L OZY
VAR LTz, RIC, 2055 2 BT L T o H 5 FAITO, E3ERIRD
IRG A= R DI E AT, BRI, 209 | BHEBTZICHBEA IR 7= 2 5%
INZT=EFE 3BT L T B F A al o S B AREENE R S HIEA & 5L | 1E¥
FLBD /ST A—B DAL E P T,

ITENFEBRCIL 1 By ardiz 60 3Ll Blilbizo CTERETREE 1T
(v S: 9kviay, 0: 9 kviay, B 4 kyiay), EERTIX, X—2L
722 100 AT OH A BRI K DDV TR 2 HAN %YL A5 KR IUEE R (2
LTz, Z0%% 60 /3L ERVEEITIZ L C&Ictyvar OB AT GEL
7=, 753 (NMDA Z B IEFEHIE) | AT RV (a2 TR S B IR ESE,
0.01 mg/kg), ==F > (=aF P AChR ZAMIEENH) | ADITIL (=aF
P AChR ZAARIEHIHD) | A% Y MEV (DAI VM AChR SZZAARIFENHE) |
AARTIV (LABY A ACKR ZEHEHIE) OB 521770072, A
BT 922 2 Z T E LT (F] 1) (Ghoneim et al., 1985; Katner et al., 2004;
Ma et al., 2018; Morgan et al., 2004; Pouget et al., 2010; Stoet and Snyder, 2006;

11



Taffe et al., 2002; Vardigan et al., 2015; Witkin, 1989), A7~ D HEIX, Fk
M ED 10%% B TR E LTz, EWDFERATT D REME BB L, & 5-HEE 3
HLLEELT-,

K 1. KAFRTAHAVWEAKREE

FHK|% BE5E SE R
R 0.7 k
7 Me/ke)  Goneim ot al.. 1985: Taffe et al.. 2002: Stost and
1.0 (mg/ke) _ _
Snyder, 2006; Pouget et al., 2010; Ma et al., 2018
1.5 (mg/kg)
—aF: 24 k
7 (elke) \ tner ot al.. 2004
56 (ug/ke)
AhETS5=Y 0.1 (mg/kg) Katner et al., 2004
XY RLEYY 0.003 (mg/ke) Witkin, 1989
2aRI Iy 0.02 (mg/kg) Vardigan et al., 2015
T —F G B OENT

IRERAT B I3 —F AL 27 A (MEL-25, 1@ 7 T3) THIEL, 1 kHz (16-
bit) TH LTV T LT, T —FIXERPUN T ILEA LTI 7AIVARAFL . EBR
#%1Z Matlab (Mathworks) Z FHWNTA 7 Z A4 ClfT&1T 72, o —Ri%, IREK
HREEN 70° /sec LL_b, IRERAMEFEAS 1000° /sec? LA b, ARERNZE DS 2° LA EZE 47
LG a st Lz, A7V —r ozl 37° X 52° O#iFH (33" X 48° (1
4° D~—T U MNA T ) DB ATIR, SRE A~ L TWiRdo
T-HDEEZ AT TA L TN OOIEERIN U= (1 S: 1.2%, O: 0.94%, E: 7.9%) ,
KFRATONREKERY T — 2N BIEEGFLRAE E B 7572012, Bk T 28REET
N W THNT 21T o7, 2, ST OIREREE O E BAL D=0 2%k 9%
B CL D7 o T T HAT o0,

BREEET v

PEAF DR ERIR DFE T VU (Horowitz, 2000)% kL LI-HREFET N EER LT, 2
DOETIIE, 1) FLEAE (memory capacity) . 2) SHIZR (memory decay) . 3)
FI I (utility rate) D 3 DD/ NTA—FTERIND, illBEAEIL, ERLZZE
ZER TRLZLDTELHRRRMOETHY  AEIOFERATIE, 1205 15 £T
DfEZE LD, SEIR L, Se1THFZE(Horowitz, 2006)C decay rate &L CEFZIIL T

12



Wb DIZHIG L, FLIEAR &2 EIRICE L BRICRRIEN KD NDNAEZ L E 3
DHINTGA=ZTD, PIZIE, b i OFLEDIRIC DN, ZOEIT 1 &
0. N2 ODFEDI L, T AMIELWER T T I OEEN RIS
e, FOMEIL 2 £0%, FRBLTEF LT IEBIMRIZT & A2 1 DOFLEE KD
e, FOMITFERABEEFELVMEL LD, &I, AR, EHEE2 SR
Lfegzﬁﬁ@]%:ﬁ TTITEN T 2R TH D, HHFLIEEZ S RL TEEEEELT
UWRUWR T RINM 2 # B IR T 25808 1 720, BT F MTRBEATOG A
0&72% (K 4),

Exploitation
Exploration (Ut”lty)

_______

i Memory Unseen
= objects

4. FEEETILDOBE

B2 DR—ILIEREFBERT . BHTLIEEZSET 55 E (exploitation) , £
LI=fRERI# (L. 5 DF (unseen objects) Mo ZE D F (memory) ICHEENT 5,
Memory IZEZONT-RERBOMMN ERIET BE.1 DORERBEHRIT
EZEL.EDREMAEDRANEREIND, — A . BHREEEZSRBLAEVES
(exploration) . 14 EDRERIBED DA SIS LIZRDIFREZITI,

I, BIBRARDOATENVE TS 572012, LB D 3 DDNTA=Fa [, £
T AN AR alb—arwElTo7z (YIR U EIEL 5000 [A]) . Memory capacity (&
1 725 15 O#iH% . memory decay IX 1 2>5 memory capacity O#i[JH% | utility
rate (X 0.0 705 1.0(0.02 % &) O#PHOMEE VLD ELT, 6120 @Y
([142+43...134144+15]x51) B TD/NTA=F DI HE ORI LT RATH)

13



WZB9% 3 Oy e Tol, BIZIEE 51X, memory capacity = 10,
memory decay = 2. utilityrate = 0.9DFFTIIab—arLiziFo, 1) $
Y —RgEO ERATEIORIE (), 2) —ERE T ROMKRE (v or—RE)
(FR) . 3) HFFITIZBIT DY — N (R) OHMERLIZH DO ThHD,

21.0- 0.15- 0.1

o = =

5 5 ] 5 |

c

S ] S - S -

g - o

0 0.0- - 0.0- 00-——————=

o 1 25 1 25 1 25
Saccade Distance from Number of
sequence previous choice saccades

5. EVTALA-22aL—230DO—1fl

memory capacity = 10, memory decay = 2, utility rate = 0.9 DFD. 1) Y
Vr—rBO_ERTHNEE.2) —EREZERORBR (Y 7r—RE).3)
BRITICBE T YV r— D5,

A 6120 FHDORTA—=ZZDONWTTHT-I 32l —ar OfE BEEBEOITEI T —
BLD—F R R TELEE (CD: coefficient of determination) (Z CE&L7-, CD X
L FOXTEFEL-(Gomi et al., 1998),

CD; = 1 —M—S)?/ 2[M — mean(S)]*

ZZT. S F i FHONTGA—FZOMBEDENLTHSN 3 FIEOSAA
(Simulation) THY . MIFHLERIA (Monkey) NOAFT-ET —F 2R L TWD, S &M
ZEMRT DB, 3 FEOSMO MM FTEAENELL 1 IR0 ERbE
1To77 ZOIHNTLTEERERESND CD M 1 IZHWIFEET ANET — & LG
HTETWWHEB 2T, ZOIORBEEL K VL | K FEREIITV, BaiE{bIhic
INTGA—=H DB DEERE LT, By a gl SN 3T A—Z D/ 7
EHENZDOMEIRIZER DL D THHNET D7D, EFELTZ/XTA—H

14



DEFAIE DF O FE BN LB RN 3 TR, a7 o7, Fiz,
RIS FEBRIZB W T, HEESNIZ KT A =2 D LRI ESEAI 555
RO HERIZIE, 7 2y MEEL Ve, 7o, AChR {FENEE LK DSt n iz 5
FEBRIZB W T, HEE SN/ ST A—Z DO AEFL A K & SKFN e 5 S5 1 D L
121X, 2-way ANOVA Z H v =,

15



S

BEFFRBEICR W T, E RATE AR 23D CTEAE T RNITAE R %2 ol
DATEN N BRSNS, ATEYEER TV 3EHO Y LI, HRRIER T DR
W (2 TORIT CTHEMNDIRR T D5%) 2 LD L1372 o723, BB L7115 %
ZJOBIRULTUVMERIA DAL, EEE 3 BV /LB T, HAID 5 [\l
V= ROIEEIL, ToX Ly r—RER LA EIZR /2> T2 (9.16 +
1.02 xt 19.32 + 0.15, Wl t BR7E; tey = 49.0, P = 107%), WINOEEKE
\FEAEDRIT TR S X A 1552 L3 T 7= (IEMARSE YL S; 90.8%,
0; 97.6%, E; 87.2%)

ETFMCESWIITEIOFEH

EEEOT — AT AT /X TA—FDOEALITH L TET VDO SINRED L
NEALT DODRFI LT, V32— ar b Gbni-7 —ZIZx LT, R
ITENCBET % 3 DT mybaTo7eeZAh o —RONAF IR T2 R
1TENOE AL, FEER B (memory capacity) &K 2R (utility rate) (] 6 Z&£) D%
{BAZBEO SO LTz, LU, S & 13 (memory decay) DZAKIZZ O 7 vy NI
WL B2 72T, FERIS, BFFATICRB Ay r —ROHFIZFEL T, fLiERN
BEEFHROZLITHHU IS LTED BHIROZALIIZOSMITHEL 52
ool — 5 MIENCIRBL TG ZE BICHRRE T HETOY v r—RD¥#
(distance from previous choice) IZBL Tid, ftER &, AR, REIR T LD
INFGA=BZ DKL THHUBU IS LT (B 6 hd),
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Capacity 10—-8—6—

-
o
o
N
[&)]

o Probability

—

© Probability ©
o

0.0 .0

Proportion of revisit

Utility 0.9—0.8—0.6—

21.0 0.15 0.1
o 2 2
s | /5 2
s Q 3 o}
= o 2
5 o o ‘\
50.0 0.0 3= 0.0}
o
Decay 2—5—7—
21.0 0.15 0.1
o = =
c g g1
= o £ \
8_ o {\[L/ o ‘\\
o 1 25 1 25 1 25
Saccade Distance from Number of
sequence previous choice saccades

6. H/INTA—ADLIaL—LavERADEE

D Yyr—FEO_ERTHNEE.2 —ERLEZERORR (VY —F
#).3) BHATICEFTBH Y —FED 5%, Memory capacity = 10, memory
decay = 2. utility rate = 0.9 ZRELLTN\SGA—FEFZILIET-,

WIT, ZNHDTIab—rary Ty =420, BEO LOITEIZ T
DI IR/ NT A= a1, B T 1%, By ar B EHie 3 OV LD
T2 1 KEDE A 7T L) ERVIKEGTOETAVOTHE T 47
—) &R, BV TRIEEEI NI T A—Z DM A E D LR EREE KO
IR T, i bEN T ST A= 2 DM AE DO EIIE R D08, RERE
[EV 9y 0.92 BLEEEVMETHH T,
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Monkey S (4833 trials)

Zg 1.0 0.15 0.1 Capacity: 8

o > > Utility: 0.82

%5 E E Decay: 3

c ® ® CD: 0.96

o o] Qo

= e o

<3 o o

g 0.0 0.0 0.0-
Monkey O (7238 trials)

Zg 1.0 0.15 0.1 Capacity: 10

o R > > Utility: 0.90

w— ) = = Decay: 10

o I I CD: 0.97

(@] - o] o)

z o o

S A o o

DQ_ 0.0- 0.0 0.0
Monkey E (2038 trials)

g 1.0+ 0.15+ 0.1+ Capacity: 7

IO > > Utility: 0.74

S i Z z Decay: 3

c ® © CD: 0.92

S - Q o

b= e e

S o o -

8 00 - OO' OO' 1. T 711

o 1 25 1 25 1 25
Saccade Distance from Number of
sequence previous choice saccades

1. T T—REETIIZEKBTavTa40YT
ERDITHT—F(REDERN L) ERBILSNIZETIL (AT—DR) . &
BERIZBEWT. BHDOEY avE S5 LT 25 AUz (FIL S 9. HIL O: 9,
YL E: 4 2yiay), RERTREEINZ/TA—FERERI(CD)EZEN
FhAaLIZRLE,

DI TRHSNT T A =L NFAR IR DR A BB LI 2 T0D
MIHARDT=01T, b SN T\ T A= 2Ky ar TEELEZ (K 8), 1T
N, 358~1173 LIXHLOWNTNDTD | BT VO A LT — 25DVt
g NI BN TIRREAL T AL D0 | IRERI O S E I A E o1
(0.90+0.05, #ilFl 0.74—0.95, n = 22 By aL), 3 DONNFTA—FDMHEED
WIIHPIL ORI E LR Z TWD IR ZD, [EHIEN (v a ) 228 E
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RHIEENZ L 5L B3 ERE JVABINS -7 (B t BRE: tew =

—4.76, P = 107°%),

12 Monkey O

~0.6

Capacity 4 10

8. Byl arTOINSA—EDHEEE

ARG DIRREE R~ DR

I AR E OB LB T T L ESNOIRA RO 720 O 21T
STz, TFHINL, RBAREEEICR B A 5.2 503, [RIRFIC M O IR Bk E B (7] B (FF
(ZHRNLAE B A AR DS 28) ICE B EEL | U — R ORI 7 MOERE
DIEEZ T 221510 TUWVA(Godaux et al., 1990; Mettens et al., 1990; Shen
et al., 2010), R, Fx DFEBRTH Y —F%E ORIV T7 W — R fREO
FEENBIESNT (R 9N, ZhvaeEEb 357201, o —REZ O 100ms [#]
DIRERNL & D ENSL (RU T " AX) & & — R o0 ] fE] @ (intersaccadic
interval; IST) 2 & L7 (B 9B).
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Ketamine

[10 deg
1
200 ms
Monkey S Monkey O
g ) 8
:; 2 4 — saline| 1
N med
B 14 |
£ . %ﬁ
g 0 '
800 :
m -
£ 400/ -
0- i
1000 T

o

Saccade #
(6]
o
(@)

T T 17
4 r\Q Q Q
o P o7

I T I T I I I I T I T T I T I
W D S EO B B PO LS
o W7 T VOO T o (P

Time from injection (min) Time from injection (min)

9. REKEBICHT AT ISV DEE

A:7BZ2 (1.5 mg/kg) G RTEDBRERMED L —R (FB), Yyr—REDKF
1)Th(F 100 ms (R DH#EKR) DR E{LLTEELT =,
B:Yyir—FERNJIrDOKRES (L) yr—RRERER (PR yr—F#
(TE) OB BZEMREREEICRLZ, T5—/\—(F. EFRADORKIE
ER/IMED 1SD DAHETAYRLTULVS, med: ATRIDY,
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WTIDOH ZEBNTH, RUIZMORES, o — R, 7 —RE
TR ERAFEICZEL, 5% 15 3 DINICRKREICZEL- (B 9B), 72720, &
I EHRICRONTZRY 7 O RESIT, AR HLE O/ NERETHS 4° X0
B3 /S RUZ MRS PUZ 2B L 7= AT BE MR TR D TR W& B 2 BTz,
— 5 T EI ERRICRBE ASEE L TRV TWVD AT R O # 5T
(%, RUZMIRRO LTy — RIS 2k L 72> 73, 5% 30 7 LA
THo =N LT,

DT NOREERS Y 5 T TR IRRBAITOZEN TEn, AREK
HEDIR T ARSI, 20° DF v =R IS T DIREKEE 2 E L | & A
WrEATHTeDIZ, By — R ORIE AR ERGE L & D BIfR (main sequence) 12X LT,
BB A L FOXTT T T LT,

E = E,.*[1 — exp(t *Amp)]

ZZTCUE & Amp ITZENENAY Y —ROIRERHEE SRIEEZ R L, B, Ty
2 N CTEIERSN i KIRERGEHE AR LD, (B 10A, C), RIZHREREE D2
bz E&fEST L7 (B 10B, D), HE#k 5-FZRIZB DT T b A BRI 258
iz (XX MEE, P < 0.01), £, 723 O BIREMZH 2245 1 8
TORHRTHI O ELIREKIEREE A B E RO 72 (AE T~ DJENL
e, YL 0, rhow = —0.87, P < 0.01),
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>
vy)

Monkey S
%103‘ Before 1.05, P
[ oL
Z 100
= § i o)
k) =
3 £ - 058
. s A
@ . 0.80
C D Monkey O
o 3_ XX
£10°7 After 1.05- e
o) TV e VRN
z - 8
z g 3
©
3 £ 0
> o |
© e z
5 O T 0.80-
o Q v »
Saccade amplitude (deg) @’Z§\Q NINEN N

ketamine

10. 7SV E(CKBHIREBGRENDEE

7RI (1.5 mg/kg) G HI(A) &R BE#% 60 72 (C) DY yr—RiRIBEERED
%R, T4vT40 T LIz EHS—TR9T . IO KL, 20" DIRIBIZH (T3
AREKEREZ Y . B, D: &5H110 /RO T—FTIERIELTZ 20° DYy —KRi&E
B, &8FHITIE. 3 yiavd 2T —3%80 . B S BBIEK, [RE 743
VBB ATIED U P < 1070 0k P < 107

eI B GICLAIEETLIB A~ DR

WIS AR B AV MEERBICE 2D BT, B 11 1%, 7232 (1.5
mg/kg) LA A KEZHEELT-4 3 Byl arDTF —HlEkbEAa LT Ial—g
VRERERT, By alrMOIEbE XTI RONDN, ST A DiE
WSRO BID,
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Monkey S

‘g 1.07 ketamine 0.15 0.

o = =

E : E

$ 3 3

o saline o o

0.0 0.0 0.

o 1 25 1 25
Saccade Distance from Number of
sequence previous choice saccades

1. FASVEEBRBIEKESEHED ZERITEICEST5HEL
FRI(15 mg/kg) BEERBREEERBEKEEEROT R KULEAL-E
TILORHZETOVRLTWS (BEHE 3 Y 3T D),

12 1%, 2 BHOY IV TITo7242 30 Byvay (FH3v: 18 Byvar AT RY
V6 byvar ABEAHIK: 6 Byial) DEREFEOELOTHD, B THOE
BRICEBW T, IRERREL 0.84 BLETHY, 7407 4 7 OEEIT 0 mihoTz, W
THOF VBN THT I THEREBREENAEICRAD LI (X 2y MRE, P <
0.05), E7z, 7 ZI O HBEARAFIEIT RSN~ T (A 7'\7/@"[@{4%!11‘%/& rho,,
= 0.59, P = 0.12 [V S], rho , = 0.06, P = 0.89 [¥/L O)), [AEEIZFEIEOFIH
RICHL THr I B 5 THERMD 2RO 7 (X 2y MRE, P < 0.05 [MH/1],
F7o, 1 HOY A TOH A BEKAEERBO T (RET < O FIRE, rho, =
—0.79, P < 0.05 [/ O], rho,, = 0.24, P = 0.55 [PV S]), — )5, BHFEIZHL

I WT OV L THLHE BB b2 -7= (P = 0.73 [H/L Sl P = 1.00
[ﬁ/l/ Ol, =7 AT YU TIEHWT ORI A—=H BN TH LR A7 o7z
(F o MaE, FiEAE: P=0.22 [$/S]. P=0.89 [H/L O], FIFHE: P=
0.91 [Y/LS], P=0.82 [Y/)L O], =HIZE: P= 053 [Y/LS]. P = 0.69 [P/
Ol

AR IEK TR G-t L AT RED 7 23 (1.5 mg/kg) IZR D /ST A—Z DI
ZEALRIL, HL S EOIZBUWT, 9.4%, 19.6%DFCIEABEOHD ., 78.2%, 34.7%DF H
LOWD, 11.1%, 37.5%D SHIEOME N TH-7-, F7=, B 9 TRUZHRERKESE) R~

DFEDFRS HTWDIEA G544 15 DT — 22 RN THT S TTi#ATIZ RN T
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[FIREDFE RPF DI (F o MRE, FLlERE: 743 (1.5 mg/kg), P < 0.05 [#
VS, P < 0.05[L 0L AFRVY, P = 022000 S, P =089 [/ 0l F
A 23 (1.5 mg/kg), P = 0.05 [F/L-S], P = 0.05 [$v Ol A7V, P
= 0.85 [P/LS], P = 0.77 [H/L O); EHI=: 7% (1.5 mg/kg), P = 0.73 [
S P = 074 [ Of; AFRIVy, P = 053 [H1S], P = 0.65 [H10)) ,

Monkey S
154
>
‘©
©
[oX
©
@]
o - >
Q Qv O < Qv O Q Q
6\\0 Q/~\'\' N° @Q: %q‘}\i\ Q’.\N NS @Q’ éz‘}\Q Q’.\w N° @e
ketamine ketamine ketamine
Monkey O
154
> 1 o
§ E ‘ o;o
o N ' ' N
(%) Q v () Qv O Q Q
q~}\(\ Q'.\'v N° @Qj q}\{\ Q'.\'v N- @0 (5\\(\ Q'.\\- NG @QJ

B ) . 2 B
ketamine ketamine ketamine

12. TRV DEERE~ADFE
#5160 DT —2ZANT 3 DDETILINSA—EADHEEERDT=,
*x P < 0.05

=aF 4 AChR (nAChR) DIEBIEE & OMEHLZR D88

nAChR HAE 2 7238 AEREICEE 59 2 28R ABIL TV D720 | [RIZ FRIROEE) KL
FEHUIEA R 5 U CHRETEI~ O BAL T~z B 13A L, 2BHO Y VICKITH=aF
VEGH%OT — 2R R KRGS DT — X LT D, o —RONEEIC
%95 T RATEIOMEE (B 138 &) IF=aF o 550 THLNIHED L TERY,
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B/ NSUVMEIZ I W TRVERE TH D (RED) . B 13B (kb= B/ 11 TRL
I 2 G DT — 22 e %,

A Monkey T
. 10 0.1 0.1
o _ 7 nicotine = 2
22 lne B 8
S saline
8¢ S S
o o o
% 00 0.0 0.0 —————=
1 25 1 25 1 25
Monkey O
. 10 0.1 0.1
o a >
&% 3 =
BE £ 5
< & o E
%00 0.0 0.0 ————=
1 25 1 25 1 25
Saccade Distance from Number of
sequence previous choice saccades

o

Monkey S (Sawagashira & Tanaka, 2021)
1.0 ketamine 0.1 0.1

revisit

saline

Proportion of
o Probability

o

o

o Probability
%

o
o

1 25 1 25 71 25
Saccade Distance from Number of
sequence previous choice saccades

13. ZaFVDE(EE~ADEE

A:ZOF> (24 ug/keg) EXEBRIBEKIRERBD T —2IRT SRmEILINI-E
FILDDF(BEHE IV aAVT D) B 7RIV EEEH(LLEBRD-60ODX 11 %
B8,

14A LR 2 123 BADT —FaFldD, =aF (24 TN 56 ug/kg) . AHIT
> (0.01 mg/kg) %G FIZBWT, ERAHED EFAZROT (2-way ANOVA; P
< 005, i 2) 73)§ % rﬁ/ﬁﬁ%ktjﬁﬂi‘ F?lgl./yc ﬁifiw{b%mu&)iﬁbxoﬁ_(2 way
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ANOVA; FLiERE: P < 0.05, SHIR: P < 0.05, & 2), HiKmIHBEEZIT-7-
LZA, =aF AL 3T 2 HCHE THo7- (il t R7E: 24ug/ke , tw = 5.1,
P < 0.0l [Tl te = 1.3, P = 0.24 [H/LN], tw = 3.2, P = 0.03 [H/L O],
56 1 g/kg,tw = 3.2, P = 0.03[¥ /LT, te = 0.13, P = 0.90 [Y /L N], t5 = 3.9,
P = 0.03 [¥/L O] 25, ABIZININT MK THAE TIFRD o7 (M t kR
E: oty = 1.8, P= 0.11 [V T], tq = 0.0, P= 1.0 [¥/LN], ty = 2.7, P =
0.06 [Y/1 O]),

A B [ Monkey Tx,N®,0+ |
—~57 o 4-

=29 >< x 29 P<0.05 P<0.05

88 o2 . 88 o0l..%

—2%1 R - A e @ .
07T TS TR 8 0T gl
8 N qd

—5- -4
X X
5+ 4~
5 X 85 | P<005 P<0.05
S o BN | R
580 [ . go0 C S N s N
<N ° * N -4
“51 P<10% P<10® p=002 9 4-
5 x x _10-
>~§ x® _8
S50 - 8. Bgh. PG o]yt . S [%%J
ok ¢ ¢ <X x  P<10*
<N N
5 ] 10-
o o o o X e
Geg\\~® o(\\eg\‘bo-’\ oﬂ\\e\ o(\\eé‘lg 0(\\6()\% 00\6\
PP O (O ® @%,Lw B B
(\Q" £ & S @ 2 S
O T & O 0¥ &8
Y& & &8 I I L
o(.\\oo (\Q\ voe,’*’ & & K eo'b
< N (‘@ N < &

14. nAChR I ER UEIEDFE
3 FEEDETILINGA—A(A) LIRBEEI/NSA—2(B)DEIL, T—RIIEEER
EKEHTZz Ra7IEL=. BBD/N\—(X, EEHEDOFEHIE,

14B & 3 3 12 nAChR 1FENHE K OEHUIK D IRERESE) 5§ 2 B O o R
I, =aF (24 pg/kg) EANITIL(0.01 mg/ke) id, Vo —REOA BB %
RULTZ(2-way ANOVA; P < 0.05, & 3), =2 F (56 pg/kg) EANIT73I-(0.01
mg/kg) 1 &, BRERKEFE DA B2 2R LT= (2-way ANOVA; P < 0.05, & 3), AH
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732(0.01 mg/kg) 1%, o r—REEROA B FRZ27RUT- (2-way ANOVA; P <
0% &3),

LAH Y AChR (mAChR) DIEENEE K OMETZER DR

mAChR DEENZE N OFEHUEEG BE 4 7038 I EE (T3t 320 /172 B 2L —Z E L TAl
HALTUA(Cools and Arnsten, 2021; Liu et al., 2018, 2017; Sarter and Lustig, 2019;
Thiele and Bellgrove, 2018), L2 L., BREEATENRREE O /I H G- L TESERLIED
INTA=BDEACE T RTZEZAH, WT IO RTA=ZITH AL b - 7 (E
15A KUK 2), mAChR {EENEE K OMEHTAE D AR BRGEBN X9~ 2 5 B ORE Ra7m 4
(B 15B) , AaRTIL DA, IREGEE L O B2 2R LT (2-way ANOVA,
P < 0.05, %&3),

A B Monkey T X, O
—~ 957 4~
£3 * 23 P<0.05
8§ 0 X CXa (_5 § 0d¢a
T O 2o X [x¢]
IS N
S <=
-5 -4 x
5 8A4~
<) 83
29 2
;_; 6 0 . ¥ §8 0 [_;j LX =
=3 8 X »n 0
< #H N
L\L_sg < _4;
5+ x 10+
>3 B
[N o5 X x
880 X971 I‘Lﬁ _§ 0 %
=" % <« B
<N N
5 -10-
X X X
. X . 3
) S S
Q':b é\(\ rz,("\(b({\\& Q:o é\(\ fb&’i{\\(@
F & &2 F &S
(QV 0\3 O‘Q OQO ((\?“.\.O\S ?g)‘(\ OQO
¢ & RN

15. mMAChR BN ER M EMEDEE
3 FEHEDETILINGA—A(A) LIRBEEI/NSA—2(B)DEIL, T—RIIEEER
EKEHTZz Ra7IEL=. BBD/N\—(X, HEEHEDOFEHIE,
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x2 FEEE~DFE

Model parameters ANOVA results
Animals Saline Drug Drug Monkey Interaction
. N 70=10 9306 F(1,200=34  F(2,20)=5.1  F(2,20)=5.1
Capacity N 4.5+0.6 43+0.6 = 0.085 ~0.02 ~0.02
0 11.0 £ 0.0 11.0£0.0 p=0 p=r p=5
o T 0.68 +0.02 0.79 + 0.03 B B B
(Z‘C"tie) Utility N 092007  0.85+0.06 k@, 2<0 )1 (}36'0 F@, 2<0)1 (}21.3 F@, 2<0)1 (}11‘3
heke 0 0.85+0.01 0.92 % 0.04 p p ,
T 2.0+0.0 40+1.0
Decay N 37+12 3.0+1.0 Fd, iog ;10'7 F iog 683'0 F2, ioo) 583'0
0 57438 11.0 £ 0.0 pm p=v P
T 83057 9.0+1.0
Capacity N 50+1.10 50+1.73 Fd, igg ;80'5 Fe, lgo) ;00'5 Fe, igg goo.s
0 11.0+0.0 10.5+0.71 p=o p=0 p=o
o T 0.68+0.04 0.83 +0.08 B - _
(:]6'“”}26) Utility N 0.90£0.08  0.89=0.05 i 1<9 )1(;38'5 l:(2,1<9{07’2&7 F(271<910’28'7
HEE 0 0.85+0.01 0.92 % 0.03 » p p
T 27+12 53425
Decay N 433121 43+23 k(L. i93 0_93'2 Fe. 1:93)_321'25 F(2,1:9)0—3;.25
0 5.67+3.79 10.0 % 0.0 p=v p=v p=v
T 10.0 = 1.41 100=1.
A 0.0 0.0 1.00 F(1,23)=0.01  F(2.23)=001  F(2,23)=0.01
Capacity N 62+1.10 6.3+1.53 ~0.92 ~0.99 ~0.99
0 11.0 £ 0.0 11.3+0.58 p=o p=o L
T 0.73 +0.08 0.83 +0.08
Mecamylamine Utility N 0.86 +0.06 0.86+0.13 F(1,2:3()) 627.3 F(2’2:3()) 6928 F(Z’Zj()) _092'8
0 0.85+0.01 0.89 £ 0.02 p=v p=v p=o
T 34+1.1 63+32
Decay N 520+1.1 534058 F(1,23)=3.8 F(2,23)=2.1 F(2,23)=2.1
0 5.67+3.79 7.67+2.52 =007 =016 p=0.16
Capacit T 9.041.00 9.3+0.58 F(1,12)=045  F(1,12)=0.01  F(1,12)=0.01
apactly 0 10.8 £ 0.96 11.040.0 =052 p =094 p =094
Osotremorine Ut T 0.71+0.08 0.73+0.08 F(1,12)=0.83  F(1,12)=024  F(1,12)=0.24
Y 0 0.91 0.03 0.93 +0.04 =039 p=0.64 p=0.64
Deca T 33+12 37406 F(1,12)=2.88  F(1,12)=13 F(1,12)=13
Y 0 9.50 +0.58 103 +0.58 p=0.12 =029 =029
A T 9.7+0.58 107£1.15 F(LI) =18 F(L11)= 1.8 F(LLI)=1.8
Capacity -~ _ -~
0 11.0 = 0.00 11.3+0.58 p=022 p=022 p=022
‘ . T 0.79 + 0.02 0.79 +0.01 F(L,11)=0.1 F(1,11)=0.01  F(1,8)=0.01
Scopolamine  Utility 0 085+001  0.86%0.05 =076 =092 p=092
b T 43+0.6 50420 F(1,11)=0.53  F(L,11)=0.11  F(1,11)=0.11
ceay 0 5.67+3.79 734252 =049 p=0.75 p=0.75
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x 3. RIKEF~DFE

Saccade parameters ANOVA results
Animals Saline Drug Drug Monkey Interaction
T 687 £ 83 697 * 15 ~ _ _
Velocity N 744 £ 106 745 * 33 F(l’zzo())bz‘l F(2,2£)0;2.65 F(Z’ZB)O’SS“
o) 774 £ 144 779 £ 112 p== p== =2
+ +
Nicotine #of T 8.3 = 0.3 78 = 02 F(120)=4.6  F(2,20)=0.88  F(2,20)=0.88
(24 pg/k d N 99 £ 10 97 £ 03 =0.049 =0.44 =0.44
ng/kg) saccades o 38 + 03 84 + 04 2 . P . P .
T 220 £ 60 216 £ 25
ISI N 209 £ 1.0 208 £ 06 F(1’103;70'1 F(z’io())]f'é F(z’iog;f'ﬁ
0 185 = 1.5 188 * 4.6 P P P
T 699 £ 160 684 * 881
Velocity N 737 £ 114 737 £ 3.1 F(l’lj());):s F(Z’lf());;g F(2,1:9())—181.9
0 774 £ 144 741 £ 291 p=w p=o p=w
+ +
Nicotine #of T 7.68 & 031 7.62 % 0.42 F(1,19)=045  F(2,19)=029  F(2,19)=0.29
(56 nke) i N 9.00 £ 039 9.02 * 0.14 052 o6 o
Heke saceades 0 875 = 028 851 * 042 L p=0 L
T 219 + 20 214 * 346
ISI N 210 £ 167 211 + 278 F(],1:9)0—3(9).77 F(2,]:9)070?.02 F(Z’lz)ofof'oz
0 185 + 153 191 * 5.66 p=o P p=v
T 688 £ 17.6 666 + 2.7
Velocity N 736 £ 120 731 + 100 F(l,2:3)070§.29 F(2’2:3)0’62'46 F(2,2:3)0—62446
0 774 * 144 760 + 841 P P P
T 738 + 0.80 748 * 0.16 B B B
Mecamylamine #Og N 890 + 030 850 * 024 F(I’ZE)O’OZ'“ F(2,273)070(2).83 F(2,273)070§483
saccades o) 875 * 028 812 * 038 p=o p=0 p=o
T 210 + 428 222 * 551
ISI N 209 + 2.83 208 * 1.53 F(1,23)=29.6  F(223)=124  FQ223)=124
o) 185 + 153 196 * 5.03 p<10* p<10? p<10?
Velocity T 700 £ 129 698 * 11.2 F(1,12)=1.16  F(1,12)=2.05  F(1,12) = 2.05
o) 760 £ 1.6 774 + 7.18 p=031 p=0.19 p=0.19
Orotremorine #of T 768 £ 033 7.66 £ 0.32 F(1,12)=1.86  F(1,12)=226  F(1,12)=2.26
saccades o) 762 £ 034 818 * 039 p=021 p=0.17 p=0.17
SI T 220 + 231 220 * 5.69 F(1,12)=0.05  F(1,12)=0.05  F(1,12)=0.05
o) 187 = 2.06 188 * 2.00 p=0.83 p=0.83 p=0.83
Velocit T 718 £ 150 680 * 253 F(1,11)=892  F(,I)=051  F(1,11)=0.51
cloaty o) 774 * 144 752 * 12,0 =002 »=0.50 p=0.50
Seonolami # of T 710 £ 025 745 * 0.09 F(,11)=1.12  F(1,11)=3.05  F(1,11)=3.05
copolamine o, ccades o) 875 £ 028 8.66 * 025 =032 p=0.12 p=0.12
- T 210 £ 6.66 207 * 20.6 F(1,11)=2.6 F(1,11)=1.82  F(1,11)=1.82
0 185 + 153 179 = 473 p=0.15 p=021 p=021
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0.90 LfEESNT-, o, BABEDO 251230, jiE L 159K FL, #%& 1%
S5TE T LTz DD Rss, 72N K AEET B OSIL, EICERD
ITEDMEINL 222k DEE 2 bID, — 7, AChR DB Gz DWW Tid, ==aF
(nAChR 1EENZE) L ATIZI (nAChR #iH138) 236 I I FRIE ORI FH 480
ST ERBIDFENT Tl E O FITA B TIERh o7,

BREEET N ORYMEEE A

BRELET A0 RELONIEE LB ORI A2 L, Eirbya fTED
DEB LN OD | EIRB TOEEN IV A BT/ (E 8), ZnZ
EMBEERET /WL, B RO F ARG LSHIH TE QW etB R bbb, BT
JNZEDT 2 —rar Tk, RRBA BRI RIT, B RATE 2 R 7 A
fLEEAINTHZ AP, Baddeley 5O~ /L F LR R— R METFIATYTEIHSH
ELRLBERBEITAL — T VAT ATHG L, R RITP R T RIS IS T H/NT
A=HTHHEEZEZLND, SHIZ, K’ 8 Ty i-2T —X& AW T2
&L FLIEA LA HRITHBNI DN/ o7z (RET <> ONENL AR E, rhows
= 0.25, P = 0.27), ZDOZENPDL, TS 2 DDO/NTA—=H I Il —ar FJE
IL7I= 282~ THO0, ENEN R DINEEREZ L CWD RTREMEDN S D,

AWFFETHEESNIZFLIBARIT 7006 10 THY, ST FRL b R TRELR
72 (B 5), FLIEA EOHEEITIL, BIEH M AR A T2 7 VIR &7 AR ]
(SRR IR RSy hOE WA H A2 bR R Vb 2
EMEL BRT 4, T 2 FREL RAED 5315 Buschman et al., 2011; Elmore et
al., 2011; Heyselaar et al., 2011; Luck and Vogel, 1997; Saiki, 2002), A<AfF%ET
(VN RS ik TN W 1NV e [ ek 7 3= 20 IRAN RO PANS L SY/RVAN: LS e N B A
DTN, BRI O A [ F i) 57— OB E R E D ZE MW FER N0 ZFI L
T, IV ZLOERRIPLONLEZFLIEL TUOTCFTEEMEILG E TEARV, ENE XTS5
ELTZSRATARZE Tl SREFERE TP ORLER &L 12 DL EET5lmEbHY, Thva
S HF9 % (Dickinson and Zelinsky, 2007), E7=Z8 (b RS Tl SRR O S
AT L RIRFIC AR A TLIE T 20BN H DD, A5 THW B RE T, —
JEPRR LT R MR B 0 E LR T 2720720 T iLEO AR ORES
FIpoTND, ZHLTLIEWVS B TIFEE DIEWE LI TE D E LIV, 574,
BRELE T VAR 2R LR I O B O IF 78 & Al 2 A T 28 TEAUE,
VIR ST A—=Z OHEED FIREE R DB LAV,
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REAT) BEHATEN P ICRB LTSI a BN CLES T A, ROBREZHTT
SIENATRH TCLEIID IR THY , Z< BRI/ TA=HEEZBND, —H,
SHRIIEMGEEOREN ERICELZERIC, iBBEHETIIEREHETD
INGA—=BTHDH, ZILH/NSIT X HWERENLEDIL, KEVWETHIILED
BLINERIZREDL T T U7 ATENDHIEIZRY, A ROFEEBRTIE, 3225 10 D
EL7e->7-(B5), 32l —TaldlbEBHRT, " RATEOSAMICKE
WAL 5.2 72712720 DT A—=2 X0ITEI~ DB T/ NSV IO b
5, LnL, —ERBLELOEEDINKINERETHIENEE THHIE
[XRNEWRNWEAD, 2, FEIRN T, 2O/ T A=K EA DEE LD E
HEFLB ORI DR ML TWDHEB 2 B,

BIEECICBR SV CE AT RE DR /Ny 7 —13, EICEMERK
JIERFAZRIE T 2B DNEEAE THY | EE P EoZD THRZITVRDD
RAZ D TV, RFICEMERZREZE T 25600570 BIEE O &V EE
/N BRI TR b 5D, L LR, AR A ST L
BERATENRE T, LW BURE M LT B CTEA721) B BRRFRI LA
(ZIEfRE RO TSN | R (TR DDA THY  MEH OAHL D20,
MNZ T, 30 SFREOFHARFH CTIEERIB OB D= RN — 1 M [RIRFIZ AT
TEHHEHHD, ITFETIE 27 IR ERIE B E 2 & 3 T 5 I HE > T b7
D, AANE TON—R/HE LR, ARBFFETHWZEREETEIREL N — AL
720 FURAE OB EZ T Rl OEFOEEZMZIUX, IR
HTEnLZ 2615,

BRES IV DEETERICEX ISR

KHEOF 2 PMEEREZHIS T LT, ERHESCERRERIRELE
2L OWFGETHRE ST A(Blackman et al., 2013; Condy et al., 2005; Enomoto
and Floresco, 2009; Gil-da—Costa et al., 2013; Rushforth et al., 2011; Skoblenick
and Everling, 2012; Wang et al., 2013; Wesierska et al., 1990), E; T (K =
D ZI A E Th G RFE RO AR IR O A el 2 2352 L
HIBAIL TS (Lahti et al., 2001; Xu et al., 2015), ZALHO S THFZEIZN T
b, TEAIVPEERBEEZ S LSEDHIERLTNDD, ZD A=A LT BNIC
TETWRVY, ZAUSK L AR TR F - I RLIR O R LA &
WD S EHZEEALNI LT, ZALDEIE DT ZUATRIF ITRAIER 354
EZHIND,
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Fro  BHEDO 20T, o — R DOR) 7 Moty — R IR DAL &
P =N ORI EIREKGEB) DO R FE 2 AU, TOREI TR G1% 15 72U
NICE—2% e 2 7, ZHOLTEIREREEB O B BT T VDO /RTA—LHEFEITH
B FREMEL B 2 b T, L, 7 EHZICALNTZRI 7RO K&,
RFNH O H/ NERECH S 4° Jb 443/ &< RUZ M RIS B 2
L7= AT REME IR, E512, IRBREEI ~DOEN R b8 5% 15 2o
T —2ERAUTHIEETLRICH 725720 O RITRD b, IRERESR) D
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BARDNEENEE CTHDAT PRI ANT7r A AR IR BRGH E 280 S8 728, 1B
LI D RT A= NI B " BAE S ole, ZTNHDZEEEET 5L, HEE
BOR AR R L, PERA721TH (exploration) 23 2 D DX Z IR
72DONH LIV, NMDA Z FAKZ N LIS RE DK T VR E SN D RITEAER 5
HBEIZBWT, 1E 178 (exploitative behavior) 238445 W) ¥ i (Barcelo et
al., 2000; Voytek et al., 2010)°, /L — /L DOEINEEZ WU B LIp AT g 2T T
— R =T T T AN ORGETT — BN A XV T 2 L0 )&
(Krystal et al., 2000)H5 0, AWFFEORE B ZFFL TN,
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(Heishman et al., 2010; Kangas and Branch, 2012; Katner et al., 2004; Levin et
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Teo SHICAMIFETIL, =2 F U MEERRIBONM RS LA SELZLETRLT,
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%< DFEATHIFET mAChR MEELEICHE G T 2ZL RSN TND
(Buccafusco and Terry, 2004; Ogura and Aigner, 1993; Vijayraghavan and Everling,
2021; Vijayraghavan et al., 2018; Witkin, 1989; Zhou et al., 2011), L/>L FAHIZ
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T DL T, ZDOAN =X LE NIRRT D0 BN DD,

AFEDRE

REMEEEIZEH BB/ R /"I (Barnes et al., 2011; Castner et al., 2000; Cools and
Arnsten, 2021; Wang et al., 2019), *°Erah=2(Cools and Arnsten, 2021;
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THNERRFTTED, SHIZ, 7HIR=aF o R THLNIAERETIEOF]H
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D FATHERBIC KT T D B ARG CT& D,

33



E‘ii
2

ABFFEDHLL T O LGOI,

o (EEFVBOEE DK % E &b TEHEEETENIRE (oculomotor foraging
task) CELEETE T /L (foraging model) Z 7= 2B L7-,
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T2 BLREBROFE RD, 72 b=aF i dhic @i EoR HRe 2 st
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PO HOE AL IRINATE B 72 SIS BE U 72 R RR S W TR D E N H D,
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