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(Song Jian, translate)
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A 1.1: STDP & 27 T ZAREZA 60 K EAEAT A= K fit & A8 AR 3 B 18] 69 AL,
Bi #= Poo(1998) 49 & #7 441 -

TEHA STDP 757 % (Markram FI Sakmann, 1997; Bi 1 Poo, 1998; Sjéstrémk A, 2001)H,
R fiph 308 Tk S 0 IR B e A S ik JS 4 2 G IO 2 AT B JE AN A, 38 IR R Sk R 22
(B 5 fiok 117 368 0 )W S o DAL SE AR (1 T 10HZ) B BB L %6 50-100 . 5 ik (AN B 2 DL 5 s
S AT PR RS 5 (BRI 46 R 28 ) SR AT 2 1 o SR B (1) A8 A, 5 5 fid iy g 281 38 R R f 5 78 FEL 2 ] 1)
FEXTEF A1 G, DLE 1o ARl /2 STDP sREE % ) & 1. EAE R M2, A )R ik
VR fE B A A [EJE I STDP I fE(Abbott A1 Nelson, 2000; Bi A1 Poo, 2001). 5 Hth i % %
fil T BB VES 307 EAH L, STDP JUH BAW G| 71, BUOAEHNRTEAED S 2 G H . 75588
(IR, B HEAL R AORS B I DUIE B2 A IR, R I IR AN E T A R K X
BRI . SR, EIXFEALR, STDP IR AT RERE 5 &, VF 20 S 3R4L T 8 IESE, IiE
HH 5 SR S th(Zhang 45\, 1998; Allen %5 A\, 2003; Jacob %5 A, 2007; Meliza Fil Dan, 2006).

2 Fnhiy STDP

FRABRT AL TC j 5 ik (R EE A Ay BT 5 fskt 7 e 1) 32k 01 fih i U ) 43 A 0T P ] o
FRATTIE AL T 55 5 Ak BT U8 PR 80 BOK i 44 SR A BT AR D BT 5 Ak j OIS 8] ], Horp £=1,2,3,..0 584U

1), ¢ Anicas S 2 T BRI 8], ot n=1,2,3,...0 BT LA, JI0T S0 S ik iy A O fis 5
TSR 5 | AL ) A 2 Awy; AR 4 72 (Gerstner 55 A, 1996, Kempter %5 A, 1999):

=23 )

7=1 n=1

Hrp wo)RaRE 1 FTR— A STDP A (W R N2 % 11). STDP i %
mmm%mﬁ&mT.



W(x)= A, exp(~x/z,) for x>0
W(x)=-A4 exp(-x/z_) for x<0

K 1% 20N H T 52 58 0 95 (Zhang %5 A, 1998) A1 A (Song %5 A, 2000), H
125 AFD ACTT RS 4R #9805 BUEE wy MO MR AE - B E) B BOK 20 2 1 =10ms Al

7.=10ms,
3 STDP 7 iy A% &

3.1 HZESEH STDP #27Y

B4 STDP 8 B (40 20 (2) Bt 7% ) F 2 W sk [a) 44¢ 6 M m] 98 1k ] DLAE fd FH DL R R %
MIFE LR E B I P szl . B — AR AIEK BRI 2 T — NIRRT xi(), XA
T AE W BRI — 2 & — DR a(x), T0AEE A GRS 248 B

% SRR

AR RN AL R A U], B AERREE RS RS 2K
EAEMBAMRME,; SIFHCRE N NMDA Z MW fl . FFEH, & —>RAE
MR H = B T IR y:

T_Q= -y +a7(y)25(t—t")

dt

15 5 i J WA N SR 0 — A& a(p) o XA HUIE AT DU R D T A% R 1 30 AR
i AE 5 i 4k 51 B R B R T R AR R I B AR AL SR S B T N . R
Ji 7 ALE A A

D5 _ 4w, (o Zé(t )= 4w, (@)X ole1/)

dt I

RO, A 5% i e TBCHR B W TR), B N T 2 b BB T 5 AT & BT DRI x
MOME o [F)FF i, DU A 5% Mo A 0 I A 4% LU ) R AR, 5 2 AT R ik & T (DRI y
. xR G)#EAT R, /EIAXQ), A 2.
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B 1.2: T RAEA S BT 2 k£ L K& aEA8 X 69 T 2 14 (Spike-Timing Dependent Plasticity) o
LB R AR AT RA KRG RGBT — A xj(0) 89 B ZE(FT Kk PT 7)o M E R L xj(tn)fE R b
Blo T E: R ARG REE T OGRITE y(o) /£ R ARAT 20 69 BF 18] A% 8 (37 5).

3.2 REH L AL A
mTAELENERE, BAOAFER RO ERELE - DBHEA, B
whin<yp<ymax 3 AN [ A] LU Gk 6 B E A (w) BT AL (w) I E IR ORI, AT
RN, KEHEMMTHREENET, B wrin=0. LN 2&— M
As(wp)=(wm -wins F A (wj)=win.
BA I8 HE HinHn., PRONED R S TREBAH . 7 — Mk
Ar(wp)=0 (W - win: M A (w)=0(-wj)n-

WA oML R, 2 W 3. X B O(x)&K s Heaviside BBk ki £ . 7ESL e, £l
5t 48 BA [ € 2 om0 BEF U, 9 — B 23k 234 O ik (Gerstner
N, 1996; Kempter 55 A\, 1999; Roberts 55 A, 1999; Song %5 A, 2000). il H
BURE, T KRBCE, 2l 00 H) 2 L& B 5 (Kistler A1 van Hemmen, 2000; van
Rossum 2§ A\, 2000; Rubin 2§ A, 2001). 0] LL7EIX P 15 0 2 18] 486 N (Guetig 25 A,
2003).

W,

Fig13: LB o F A A+(W) BB RARGELE). KK AR(LE). wmax 469 IE KK
T &) o I XA RCEEE), WEEREFAF. SHEHNETTRY, BRI E



FAK, AZZA —AE ZN LR, JRE: MM, R A BAE AT, A A-(wj)ikF— R
Ko

3.3 REZM : SMBIFIFER T 72

TELE R 2 B Ol B P S A v, SR A ke (1) AR A R BN T A 1 2 Aw (178 4k, X SIEBR B
FH T R AT B TR I R Al 5 7 i e SR, AEAEYIM 28 b, SRak A7 fimT LS SR A AT 1)
(Markram 11 Tsodyks, 1996; Sjostrom %5 A\, 2003), A L2511 (Lisman, 2003), 5% #
AT Z(Sjostrom 55N, 2007). X — mUR B EL, PR A AT 38 14 1R 308 3R 2000 R Ak R4 BAE 32
A E B e filan, S AbHT 2 s i 3 s i 3G b M S 808 2 i ADHAN R, A
IO INBH A 25 4 H (Abbott 5N, 1997) . 1% {5195 14 56 [ 5 it o] B[] 45 P B8 RRURK, 1A 2
2505 ()T FEL 2 (Tsodyks 1 Markram, 1997). A5 /b % STDP 51 84 7F 5 fis iy 22148 0T 98 P (1) [ )
(Costa %5 N, 2015) 80X # (Senn %5 N, 2000) 5 fith f5 2k o SR, T A iy 2R 1 ] 28 M mf DA 7
FRZZE O 28 A N BTSRRI, T b R SIS (S R, BOR R LA TR L R A
4% 5238 (Costa 55N, 2015). [Flk, 7£ STDP B8 b 25 f8 H o8 S fish 18 25 Awj 1126 58 1) 52
S EEN, FONVEAR — LR

3.4 BERT£X] £ 5 RUTIBEAIIE T T 1E/T

R 3 (2) B S ANELFE BT SRk 1T RN SR Al 5 (R AU, IR IS TR AU 1) DT ik A2 AH 55 1T o
IXF S LR N 45 4 (all-to-all)WéAH H./F F (spike interaction)(B 4). 7 20 (5) AL 5 B L
i, BT AR A2 H (nearest-neighbor interaction) 1] PASZEL AN T o S f5 HE A ) 38 5 97 12 Bk

— A at(x)=1-x-, HH x-FORTEHZ AT R x 1H. BA)iE U, x FEEHA 2 B,
GRZRORFF— W UM, IXAFLH BR 1 Z TR 520, 25 0L Morrison 2% A.(2008) I ZR1A -

ol
J I
a |fl[\| 7 -
\w, S
o’ .
post t
6L
\i)\’i‘j \"I
post a

A 14T A AR (L &4 K) 5 M RAxE Rk (All-to-All 48 ZAF A48 ZA4E A
T AE A BRI IRIT xj() R o RE:RA LA RAAT RE(LEH K 5B RO RME
R (R AL-AR L0940 AR R)AB ZAE A o X T AR IR 3T xj() R E I, EAENRARAT R EZ
J& VAR ) 69 4B TF 46 o

3.5 STDP g9=2Z;#

e, WU 2 [B) R s AH ELAE FH AT AN B 52 60 YXHI Ja Bioxr (B dn, SR Al i g b o
fil 50 L 10 =R BHFE ISR, X 5 R 2 7E 1Hz /2 SHz /2 BRI . 7E 25Hz
PLERIAIZRR, RO B AR AR F AR R 2 S0 e A7 () B A, TRONBR T 10 22 R0 B R-J5 5T, 30 =
T2 1R 05 - I 2 77 A X 2 S B o SR, 7E S8 A 0 %% 21 AH S5 1155 D0 (Senn 25N,

5



2001; Sjostrom 25 A, 2001). f0 FFA T B STDP S8 A 18 55 16 3 A 2F R A2 20 (1) R % 1)
RO FHEAEF, T84 STDP SZ4S A A A P A2 mT CURERE (1), 10 A2 A 9 it i A — > S fit iy
) =FHAHEAEHOLE 5)o a0 SR —AME AN TRl 0 y 1 A y2 FAPRANAS 5] BRI 8] 5 4L,
A & — N B — B, X R 1Y = B A BLAE F nT DAAE AL ASE AL o S B (Pfister 11 Gerstner,
2006). XFERIALR 5 = 8 A S50 3 28 (Wang 25\, 2005), 1 2 T xS i 28 AN e

’/’?E:
_pre | . . .
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o’ | | triplet
post i
100
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' T

B15TMAEAZEESHEA P, LTP 89 A KBRS T A, mA1ADNRARA o 2 AN RAkE %
B892 &0 JRE:LTP 8990 SR Ao £2 7R ) 69 i Ja) 8] T & S48 ) 49 10ms /& BUAt R 4o
EEM, LTP 9322 T LM E 1/T 69K 3, & Sjostrom F A(2001)Z G TH 44 .

3.6 BE-FEHIFE M

B 1 LR T RO AR T = H ) STDP ZNish, FATIET L% & s —F STDP #, 7
AR AR, — AL 5 A5 B i AV 2 51 SR AR Nz AL, RIMEAS S 5 — AR
Bt o XS THTAT AR AR R rp ] 7 2 SR i A 22 T8 BN (RS 252 il (Kempter 55N, 1999;

van Rossum, 2001).

7£ STDP #2841 b SC 3l N A S () 53 — ] R il i A =X (2) Th i 2 80 A-H06E T DAY S iep
8] )RR TH R~ 3) 18 17 18 #6 (Pfister 11 Gerstner, 2006).

3.7 BEMHIE

STDP (1) 5256 FIR A 3R B, 5 il A5 25 119 A8 A0, 2 Pl 2 it i 60 5 ok S5 10 0L F 10 A DG 2 51 7t
(7. SRIM, 7EIARAISEIEH, FEA0AT IG5 5 fil s ol 22 0 I [ e B ARl an, TEFERET)
Bie %, 2 BH 5 fult J5 1) U S AN 2 5 5 % Ak K BT 398 5 R0 00 /) (1 4 B2 2% £ (Artola 55N, 1990;
Ngezahayo %5 A\, 2000; Sjostrom %5 N, 2004). b7k, 7EZ01E A=A/, /5 & o B E
SO S A AR A 7 ), RIS [ 5 T DA [R] (Sjostrom 25N, 2001), X i BH Zfi 5 H IR B U
B () B LA S b, O fil T 0 P A R AR 1 O foh 1 e 38 R R ikt J F R 2 A4 AE i XS,
STDP %) & — /Ml (Brader %5 A, 2007; Clopath %5 A\, 2008).

3.8 EYHYFERT

T2 55 S K SRR B0 (5 556 50K 0, STDP (0B NI RSB . AT,
— SRR PR S 0 A P R B R, I R S AL e (A LA
7



(DSenn-Markram-Tsodyks #7 . 127 5 3l (PIHURE P = A Y 2 A [R) O RRAE, T
W T — 2 H A NMDA 3244 N EURE AR $E & 158 A5 A2 & (Senn %5 A, 1997; 2001).

(@Karmarkar-Buonomano #%8 . Z A 551 1 _F i (upregulation) 1 T # (downregulation)
(1) 368 6 & ML, JF AN NMDA 5244 . 5 F J n) 4% #5 30 1 F A7 55 07 T iR T N R AR &
(Karmarkar F1 Buonomano, 2002).

@Shouval A . Shouval A5 7Y M G i B 3T (149 200 F P 45 % P58 42 1) 8 Al AL 8 1 b 0 B
B B 1A (Shouval 25 A, 2002).

@Rubin %5 N FIREAL ZBRLVEANREIA T F 4 B 1 I [ R A S flob E AR 4K ) — 2
15 546385 B (Rubin %5 A\, 2005).

®Lisman FELAY . ZAK A G CaMKIT 1 H B FR A AE N1C 2T il ) 2 82 25 % (Lisman A1
Zhabotinsky, 2001; Lisman, 2003). #5388 A DL &4 2 75 STDP (Graupner 1 Brunel, 2007).

4 STDP 5 HAt22 RN AR R

4.1 STDP I Hebbian % 3 #7

STDP 1] LAE 1 /& — /N T U4 1) Hebbian 2% S HLNAAE . Hebb 45, a1 F oAb aTH#IZE T
“JR BRSNS SIS R Al SR 0, T Ak 15 2 N5 (Hebb, 1949). iX MR T #
ANPREE TC T L 2 ] VB TE R SR G AR o R SR R 2R SR Sk i #4022 7 L R A J5 M 48 o - BB
L b, TEARMER STDP SR8t FEHERPRIZ TG R Ml b, A ) 38 5 i 2B 7E S R -3 Js e 1,
1X 5 Hebb MBI —F. 2R, Hebb I35 A i J fili ) 55 I 47 £ (Hebb, 1949). 7£ JL AL f] STDP
S TR R R ek 55 P B U] R R AEEAE B R R S _E 2 XS Hebbian BRI H 2. SR,
RABFGHIIAFAERAE STDP KL Bt B8 T« Stent F7E 1973 FiE H, RAdFTA S
R filt 5 40 B4 B A R PR N S A% 4 11 55 (Stent, 1973). 55 STDP AHEL, — > 55 X 512 %f
Hebb R[] Stent (47 @A SR A (XS be, 5 A RF 22 B9 A — 2P (Stent, 1973), Ft, 5
STDP ALk, &% AL+ 5 R filt LTD(Sjostrom %5 N, 2008). 73— J71Hl, #xifE STDP HA i
HIB ) AN FRE (B 1;Caporale T Dan, 2008;Abbott 1 Nelson, 2000;Sjostrom %5 A, 2008).

4.2 STDP SEFi#EZERIF ST

T 5% fir B R0 2 fish J5 A 28 0 CH B 1) A P AR VA RS SR i R %, STPD iR X 5 AR
K5 T 2 B A 2, STDP # 8Y n] DL 5 21 — A & 4 1 28 T 38 R 1 22 ) 30U
(Kempter % N, 1999). 7E 5 fil 57 A1 5% fi Ji5 50 8 M0 S 9l 1% R, 2 AL E AR 4k R

Hop () A fi()F 2~ — B 1A T Py 28 fi i A1 58 fd J5 0 2 0 O P 2R 2R, T
Hoa=/W(s)ds ZX @ O MM 5. B RS NIE, W STDP 5 Fx dE i 3k T 8 %
H] Hebb 2% I M [F] o XF T30 % H T @M 78143, STDP X N F . Hebb 3# 3 K N .

SR, SR ik TN SR ik T RR AR RS R A R R AR R IR I, ROV B BEE T
PIAS B2 o0 M ELAR T 7 AR B B OR OG AR o T R OK R i S R T R D B A R AR
FrOCIA kA LR, L AT LA S B B AR R R SRS T



0=7%, % ele~1])

b o] FoR B £(0) B IR B R 7R AR A S i T 2R O 1 I I D, e(s),s>0
A 5 i JE AL RO I TR AR . AE AT A B AR ) 2R T

Aw; =af (1)1, (e)+ B,(0)

Seott p=y [ als W (s)ds 5ond 25 21 6 10 <5 R A AL S, B, TR AT A

# A7 AE < F 30 -3 J5 7k & (Kempter 55 A, 1999). % T 5 i STDP B2, BI — ok it
R i H R UG B Gk 2 T BUR Ml 49~ B B OE ) AR Ak, BRI DN IX AT B 2 5l R R fil J5 ) TR
o XHH 5 STDP o Hro<0 LR 0 AHEE &, (845 5% il B A0 5% fil 5 i HE 1) Bl
HLEC XS, 5 2005 fi (19 9 7D (Gerstner %6 A\, 1996; Song %5 A, 2000). X Fl ik £ 1 1)
REJo RK AL F R (1 = I R AR #E L) .

4.3 STDP #] Bienenstock-Coopers-Munro(BCM)

o pre !

o Pre - I s .

{# LTD \%“ LTP
33 . pair i, I triplet
post post

Poisson input frequency

A 1.6:STDP #LI (TA3R), EF G-3TBA $ 5 LTD, B-#-B = 44 55 LTP A Ak A &
T F T I FAANE, do BCM B JR3) o

STDP 5 — M AR M i R A 56, 781X AR v, BHE A2 b 2 1k i 4K i
TR M T R, 1 AR 2R M 4O 2R A J5 3 4% (Bienenstock 5 N, 1982). X A LA
i 2o 7 AR AS [ A 7 SRS B o 55 — M T RE R AR T AR T AN A& A X A A SOk SE Bl AR
# STDP(Z W L), X T2 75 BCM LW — 2 i1 4F £k 1 (Izhikevich 1 Desal,
2003). B AR AE R AT H — A =R STDP B (Z W B 30), 1A A2 A AE 1 2
TR R (B 6) o T SR o R B P A S ik JiE UG R — A S ke T UG (Y = 0Bk A (£ I
6] b 1% A 5 BCRT A il k), i 3 2 G I AT - R C X AR AR ORI A fE
R I A AR B T ) S R R R R O

Awy=a[f ] fi-a f.f, =v(f,-0)f,



Forb of R FH T 39 9 00 B /N Al S PR, wog — A = R i (Pfister M1 Gerstner,
2006) . L S A0 | FE R BE T 35 0% fi fS SR 0 0, U0 R A B T 2 R i S A R g .
EIXMIE M T, STDP 1 = H F 5 BCM #i U #H [7] (Bienenstock %5 A, 1982).

S ThREMIAER

B RriR, STDP #5284 ] DAAE 5 fish 5 A0 28 fis )5 #4128 TG VAR TBCFRL R (B i 5 28 455 1Y A
o [tk STDP MU 4k 7K T R AR AL (K ThRe 45 B o R 1) S M 2 2156 32 5o 0 A v 105 5
T2 I IR Rt SR I T 2R AR ) 8 B e T U R AR TR LS T AN 2 R AR
HRA) AL (Kempter 25 A, 1999; Song Al Abbott, 2001) . 7 AT )& E 4, FATDE F A
W& STDP $54 17, Il T AR 1) 2 31 1 SR

5.1 UE-UEFF 4

DT P I A 06 P 1) >R BT 5| 11 9 Al S5 2 W AT SR il 5 4 8 B A ) G - TE AT IR R
W 28 T A 2R (4 ER SR T 60 N DB (R RA RS B o 3 S 00T Rl R R 5 4 8 A 06
TEZZAPIT A RO B A OGPE . 78 STDP BAY Hp, ax e lde-ee A DG 144 B 2% 2 (Kempter %5 A,
1999), {EAEFRHE )5 2] 8 e R v 58 A4 200 . 22 WL “STDP 5 5 3l 6 1 2% ST R > — 5 o

5.2 JDHER

B B — A T J5 4 4 e TE T LA 9 4 B N AN R AT 4 o0, IX 28l 28 00 1R IR 3%
1-2-3-. N HS B 7. BT b NS S il 5 0 22 T AE AT A ZE 70 N-1 AT N Z i) R A
JRCHL . FH T STDP #£2 70 N R il 5 #1128 7 (R 2 H 2 M 55 1 (R /9 S 17 - 55 i I (8] ) T 2 42 i
2276 N-1, N-2, N-3... 5 il J5 # 48 To A8 In i (PR Ao 4 PR S i -2 5 8P ) o [RIRE AR R B2 Lk
J&, KRG T E RIS, Wi, BT RAESR, SOV ORI 2 4E R o R 2R i 0
(RIS} 18] A2 7] BT #2 3l ) (Song 55 A, 2000; Mehta %5 A, 2000).

B 1.7: LB R AR AT AP 20— AN — NI RIFR, 12 R ARG AP 2 70 E RGN FAE A
(&% %), STDP H e ¥ AR 2 RAL G 3% Z AT AL E I Rk, T B Fhl A X &
AR EE, NEASHZTHY R EET,

5.3 ATE]445



BT STDP XJ LAZE 5D Ay A7 149 Fok o ik T) A3 ok, ERLtemr DL T () i e . 45,
10 W i 308 4% P 75 Y AR TR b SR A I 12 1 T 2 (Gerstner 25 N, 1996); BcAEICAZ R FR i 2=
RUIERLI) 5= 2] (Gerstner 55 N\, 1993); H 1 HE Bt R B A4 A o] TS 5 ) #) (Roberts A1
Bell, 2000); 2% >] i} [a] I 7 5% (Guyonneau %5 A\, 2005); EHRZE .

5.4 EEEREIL

TR Hebb 22 A5 LA AFE ) SRS 22 01k B v 4 1) 5 fil i A\ ik —
A INaE . — 5, XA E M TR TR RS T T A 55 A S I AR A U R 44
e T i, BAMEFEARRMOAEK, thaFRRARME TR B . 1
SRR, FEIE TR 2T, SR A AR AN fid A A DA O R -

ONHEABE G EFATE 5
@R BN 8] 254K B AN A A AL AT FB IE AL .

BT AR AE AL T LIS G BB Y A OC 3 ek T AE 48 55 L (Oja, 1982). A AR
W, BAEEUNSHER STDP 8 3 A fF X FF — A 8 U IE & 1 0 R
(Kempter % A, 1999; Song % A\, 2000; Kempter %5 A\, 2001). 1E a0 I 1 Fr i+ 18
(¥ 887> STDP 5 5 3 & 1 22 > LW, A5 #E 09 STDP J U (1 5 24 J52 A6 A 4 °F

Aw; =af (1)1 (e)+ B,(0)

TSR, Xt STDP o 8 AR 7 52 511 (a<0), JF H % 87 -2F J5 i
LT B0 R 0 R R (B>0), RfJE e TR R AN REN A A, B
R S S D Sk 5% figh BT AN SR figh ) R 22 TR I TA] AR 5% AR 88U (Kempter 558 A, 2001) .

6 LI &L RATT IR

6.1 STDP B9 Z+E1%E

STDP 7 5 il K R F0 K g [X 438 2 [8] 477 B K 22 5 (Abbott Al Nelson, 2000). B fE ik, &
$2 STDP BT [EIA X FRVE A IR GF R AE 7 ROk, MORER. k. med, BEMELE . A, ol
RE IR H N R XA TR Sjostrom 5 N\, 2008; Caporale F1 Dan, 2008). {EM LI
H1, STDP 4% R IAFAE T 224N KM DX, G af &t WP A4 BRI AL oL R« ¥ 5y . SUIRAE
H 0@ 4% F1 75 47 4% (Sjostrom 25 A, 2008; Caporale fll Dan, 2008) . #ATM, X AN [ 5 fih v 2 il
STDP HEEN 75K Z v A8 ). 540, LTD A1 LTP FR)IF ) 5 58 5 70 D 2 A5 M 5 fir A K B0pH 4%
(Bi 1 Poo, 1998; Nishiyama % A\, 2000; Zhang,2000), i LTD FfH 8] & 75 J LA 87 52 i 28 fik 1=
kb LTP #5515 % (Feldman 25 A\,  2000; Sjostrom 25 A\, 2001).

X LE S fuh, STDP B 7 115 STDP & S8 30 i, [RIL AT & 1B 0T 2 S 8 LTD,
T AH S RSB TRD MG P 285 SR & LTP o X S8R0 H B -9 o, 2 ot SOIR A R fis (Fino 55 N, 2005)
S F 2 R I (Bell 55 N, 1997), 7 B2 it L2/3 HER#H 22 70 i) 4] 4 282 (Holmgren Al
Zilberter, 2001). STDP 7 K Bl 40640 JE it Bz J2 IR 22 R 40 B e 42 ) PR B SR B OOAN ] AR IX
B, SR ALL P AN SZ IS B P PRI BR ] (Egger 25N, 1999). TEHT R Z S 5 EHEMRMZ o, S
V) 10) 2B SR A, 32 AR T S AE AR S R A B . i B N St BT 2 i STDP, 328 Ui S il B AT
7 i VE 81 #% (temporally inverted)”STDP #i )l (Letzkus 58 A, 2006). X L6AH [F] fdm A\ L& JE
HEATHT LTD BfRARN Y LTP, 33X B T~ Toism A% 5% (1) 25 il AR 35 (Sjdstrdm A Hausser, 2006)
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Itt, STDP (13 BA M 7 SR ANAE KMo X I AN S 28 8 A A0 2 K 22 5%, i BLE4H MO N, 76
AN [ (A% SRR ) A 28 5 o — SRR DL i) 2, X PR AT At 4k . TSR fmT
S RARZ A & B ) FE Al (Katz A1 Shatz, 1996), IXEREE A B L FE BT &K STDP i
TR 58 7 K () B 5 Th Bk . Hef)i i, STDP HIX FhAR SPEIR Al REAS TS A

6.2 EHYEEFIE M HLH]

LTP A1 LTD #B4K #6141 o PN 25 5% 48 (Calcium transients): LTP J& 155 27 110 58 24 10 58 ik J5
B Al R, T LTD 2 e R/ SRS T 5 R I, IX — A Bl AR O S ) 9B 1 o 1 4
B E(Sjostrom 55N, 2008). T S FRIET ARG 14 2 AR T A2 AE T 1 R ik 5 NMIDA %%
PR 1X 48 NMDA 52 A I 21 T 5 firk 7 2 38 1117 B 380 () 45 B R |l T ik f5 R 3 M 2%
WAL R, S350 LTP #7828 it )5 45 i B 267 L T+ (Yuste F1 Denk,1995; Koester F1 Sakmann,
1998; Schiller £ A, 1998). #R1, F5{E Ui vl Reid T-faifk 17, PRS0 H At R, G o AORS E
518 18 (Bi A1 Poo,1998; Magee 55 N, 1997)F1HAAE 5 HLA, w078 175 28 2 48 (Nevian %5 A\,
2006)tH 4 BT STDP.

B5 N JE — B B2 45 R R B, B ] BE R 4 7K IR 132 HU AL ) (watershed readout
mechanism)(DeMaria %5 A, 2001) 3K [X 4 LTP f1 LTD 1 3 1) 45 15 5 (Sjostrom #I Nelson,
2002;Sjostrom ¢ N\, 2008). 2, £G5S I E E AR 1B, B CaMKIL, 52 285522 (1)
SO o 3 A Al 8 Rl I BRI BT I 4 GRS B 8 fil A EE (Lisman, 1985;1989;Lisman
F Zhabotinsky, 2001;Lisman %5 A, 2002)

B ARV AE ()38 s ML A ARG — BUW B, (BADH] FIHLE A B . 72— PP s,
281445 =L 1 (sublinear calcium summation)fili & LTD(Koester Al Sakmann, 1998), W] §& /& K AR
fill 5 NMDA 524K {E STDP 75 5 ik F2 v 4l #1f1] (Froemke 28 A, 2005). SR, 8RR IE 28 (1) 2
RALAT A v AR Z 5 7 STDP 7T Fenl, FALHETE AL NMDA 32 42 filh & I 8] 44 it
LTD(Sjostrom %5 A\, 2003;Rodriguez-Moreno 1 Paulsen, 2008). K] 1t, 4518 15 55 24 A& F B Fea 14,
i BT 2 1) AR SR8 B SCFF STDP B A Y4 B0 A AL AL -

6.3 RIEfEHEIFELITFH

PL_EFTIR F3EF NMDA %% /4 (NMDA -receptor-based) 1] 1 £ 4 #8  #% (spine coincidence
detector), RN AL A Z /) Fr BT (1) AR 46 X 1145 3 BB B, I — AL 3 21 5.
SR, A0SR — AN Rl PR B A M AR ARz, s m) 4% 3 (1) B0 B A 2 35T iR AT B s A% 7, B4 mT
BE AN J2 DL R Y 1 NMDA 52 4k 22/ 4k, AT 5 I J8CRN 5 2 7 N (Golding 1 Spruston,
2002;Sjostrom Fl Hausser, 2006) . X R 2l HLA [ ) 45 7 5 1) 38 26 1 B e -0 SROIR 49 A 1)
VBRI FIEAS . B R R i S AR K DL R 2 R IR ES (Sjostrom 5N, 2008) . 451 11,
W ROR 22 WAk T B 23 8 32 2R PR B [ AR AR BN A H oz, DT i 3 16 IR 5% it %) LTP % A\ 32 g A%
KB (Sjostrom A1 Hausser, 2006). X A& Ui S [l 4% 3k B S F LA T4 T NMDA 244
) LTP RKii e B R E IR, B/EREGHT, JRE IR R §E 72 2 B EAN1(Golding A1
Spruston, 2002). AT, HRHEE X, STDP MR- firk f5 24H i hoAH 0 B2 44 (1) B4 fLAE

6.4 STDP HIg9H [ e #i 1L FH1E £

SR, BT NMDA SZAR ) 5% sk ] 98 14 5 5 fish J 4 6 s R B S DD AR O 3 B 254
R ER 54T IF NMDA 324k, 3 S0 KPR AT LTD, 1M 58 25 AR A4 5 350 K 1) 45 s R AT
LTP(Artola %5 N\, 1990; 53 W E30). S —5, FRAkHTIE S BT 5l f5 25 AR AR 0 3 8ot
[E) 44 48 12 0 1) (Sj Ostrom %5 N\, 2004; Markram %5 A, 1997).
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2L LTP [ 53— /MHE R WMENE, ARG Soideg R0 m, —AN55 18 % 1 AR i
F 2 LTP(McNoutton 55 A, 1978). H NINA, AN Z AR PR 2K iE 2] LTP BIfE, K&
L T I8 B S A i A R B O 75 B . AR —HEEEE IERAIY, AB4 STDP B ASNAZ R I H P E
PRER, PUONIRME & X, SRARAE R G I 9UE . SR, SRRy, RISEAE S ik 5 UG AE 1)
TEOLS, BB BT STDP M 2 75 2 2 0% B s N L R0, BAEEIE &K LTP(Sjostrom 45 A,
2001). CLZUEH, STDP H I A b 14 B 5K 2 i R HORSUPE 51 A2 1, DRI K B 2 i b (3l
BT KB 1 [R5 i ) A R AL I S o AT RE, 1T/ B 25 AR AL UL AN BE (Sjostrom 5 A, 2001) . iX
Tl B T ARG P 28 /8 0 2 |l T XA — N s, RO B A7 Bk R 52 31— AN AE R 25 R A (R AR 5
RS IR HE, 75 M) e 2 190 1a) 32 Il 21 A4 PR B4 58 P (Sjostrom A1 Hausser, 2006) . #t4] 35 3, 7E
STDP H1, Jz [ £ 3% B8 1F B A7 v] 58 75 2235 Bl 74 fe B0k 5 fish, 02 120 B8 40 M A4 1 5 fit, 75
DU JG V245 R 5 RN 28 7 00 Bk, AR FRLA B i

BEIRC LA E STDP & A MER), JF B e i sh/E A g 20 2, Hi2
At F S O LA AE 2 KRR B AR E FIIEANTE A - 40, r e s OV 475 3 3 ELH A 3: 1Y
PN RERAE T o 53— DI R U, 2 S AFAE —FIE UK STDP Jm i RO, Bl
H 5 il f5 90 % H (2 0L Golding 1 Spruston, 2002).

6.5 KATFEIBEHIE F S 72

.2, STDP 5[5 — Mg Ve 2BV 507 5. Rk, BAVRE S5 HIXFE L8 R
figh R 2B S ] R TE XA S B ) R——5 5052 TP+ i i [ 1) 7% 18 (Malenka A1
Nicoll, 1999)y——15 STDP #A K. SRIM, XRS5 AT REZ G2 .

A 7845 B (140 Bolshakov Al Siegelbaum, 1994)% FLH2 HY 1 i 5E, {H LR AT
SRICH, CA1 HEZKZH L Schaeffer Il 32 % A\ LTP A& 58l 5 2214 [ (Malenka £ Nicoll, 1999).
FEIX— WA, 55 2 — o 17 BRI S Al 2 4 1), 2 KIS S A7 1 Al o

SR, X T RAkET LTP, 1S EE B2, RIOAZRALHT LTP AMY SR K il 75, 145200
5 S R S AR I8  CE BT 2R 5 2 A PRI RE AL, LTP B B0k B O 1) i ik, M
T 50 30 400 ) 1) 185 m, 32X — MR S B PR Dy % fink %% B 1Y) P 43 BBC (Rediistribution of Synaptic
Efficacy, RSE; Markram F1 Tsodyks, 1996). S5iX— /&I —3H2, EA0 R ZEE 5 2Rk
5 Y T A4 S 41 ) 3 ek S R P R T A BRI A B K R 1A (Séstrom 55
N, 2003), iXSZFr b2 RSE #.

FH T 50 1] B A R X 20 8 S\ TR R S I R ¢ &, B f N TR R ARk, X TR
SEUE B RS fd S AN RO TS B3 R ATHKTE (Abbott 25 N, 1997). [Klitk, H A % 33061 40 N 11 #.0T
N R AR 450 4% (coherence detector)(Abbott %5 A 1997; Markram 1 Tsodyks, 1996).
Itt, RSE 7 5 fis i N\ i (1) 47 75 1 BE A5 #0228 70 % 4 A\ — S0 52 0 8508k (Markram #11 Tsodyks,
1996), 1fij ;2 RSE(Sjostrom 25 A\, 2003) U AT fe A S 1 17E .

TEFZER AR 0 28 rh, A AR 1) R UR 1 R RS & 0 8 U ARG I P M S s . 5
JEE) STDP X9 UE IS 7 Al FE B, [Rlitt, HA5 STDP fili & RSE /2% 1] G52 STDP 5
W 295 3 2 (B R R IE 38 . B K035 shsh & T g 5 STDP Al & RSE [ M4 1 K115 s sh
KAME . FEFRATHTAN, I AT B Ko 0 X 4% 4t A 1) Ty B B0 1349 R 76 BR S AN S256 H 15 34K
Fo F b, K HUERLKE A E 1R Ry BT S b A% 310 72 o EPSP R {E 8 K L ST
XS SR, WK STDP #5815 B 24N S 40 1 A v BB A AU 25 Aok, IR << 5 f
BCE ARG, RN 1T S8V T e ook 40 0 mT 98 1 S0 2k 22 S PR sg e o DRIk, FRATTRIT B
SRR B (1) 3 AR [ AT AT o 2 R R
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6.6 KA IERIH FF

STDP A g — Foft S 56 i 380 (PR e A2 25 S 1) B ) ) B R B 0 4 36 9 P D3R5 3 ] 2
Pho S SEPEFT SRR A AT 4R BN . BB B BEBEE, RS2 BT U R EE,
FELERE ST S PR

6.7 PV TITIHI M

STDP HUiR T T AFAE 2 B S5 1 22 18 19 77 (Pawlak 1 Kerr, 2008; Zhang %5 A, 2009). iX
SERI B, PR R T TR FT BGPTSR (R O . MR A BRI R —
AT LR 3R IR A B, MR YT FRIBIAFAE U T STDP I 8] 43 A (Pawlak #1 Kerr, 2008,
Zhang £ N. 2009).

F=ANHEFE W 2 BT STDP 17 A A A @B DI ae 5 3%, ¥ STDP MG
2 O] B AR Ol FE T il ) 22 21 Y8 3 (Izhikevich, 2007; Florian, 2007; Pfister, 2006; Farries £l
Fairhall, 2008; Legenstein %5 A, 2008).

6.8 RS ELER

R 2 B SR A B E ik Dy — NS A &R, RS T DA R B i DL B R (4 T
GG, FSL b, XM A SR 2 R IR b i, BN SR Ak XU A KA B
T R R fik 7E A7 7E 43 1 8 %% (molecular turnover) ¥ 15 1 T 76 £ BLECAE Y 19 8 e 1%
(Lisman, 1985). SSRIZ A — D SCRF B IR A A i s, (EIFAHERRAE B i I a) U E,
PR B 28 3 R A SR A A e F, K BN AE B O K a2 b

BT 7EMLAY (1) STDP SEerf, 25 5 TE J LA S Ml 1 P31, DRI B O fidov B A g ksl
SEAF AR IR AT R B N ) R 28 5 018 . /DA P R R WIS CAL A2 T b
() 5 H AR EE 2 DA S B B8 24038 ) (Petersen %5 A, 1998; O'Connor 25 A, 2005). 2R, AR5
ALLTAN ) I — W o B, 3 R 8 SR 6 77 25 (uncaging) S50 B, 84N W48 {k(Tanaka
2N, 2008).

e, RIVERUE R B, tARXESR BLah o ) SC IR g R B BV R A . 4R
U, BRI B B T X — R, A2 ORI BE LR BRAS TRk, A
NEHIN T W, DR RS R . Ak, TEOLAT R R Bk, AT R RE R A
R AR i J A S R AT o SRS EIFAR R A BB R, Sl 5 g A B AN, A
W ATTAR I FR) 2% i J FELANE A [ 240 A R 52 1A /) 30 RO A R A (fltering) o R K
K 2 BOEFE S 1 — A DAL B SR Al B2 o Ay B A, 3K P9 A SR A 4 A /AN ) ) SRR 1 1
AR, R &S5 R, AT TT BEAF7E Y B8 0D SRR ME TR 2 1 8 (0 SC IR e o BIAE
R A B R, FRABUE A R LR, BEHU T 2k th R AR .

PRI, R fih et 8 5P A JE 8 AT SR e — A T IS E A 5 A R 1 ] R
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