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ABSTRACT

HE GHifT R Systemic injection of the cholecystokinin type 2 (CCE2) receptor agonist CCE-4 evokes panmic

attacks in humans and facilitates the expression of a panic-related defensive behavior,

escape, in rats. CERADGEFIDETAOBMEFER, COEEREEN—IEEMU/ > (1FX Given the prominent role attributed to (U the dorsal
periaqueductal gray (dPAG)

in the pathophysiology of pamic{/X>, U this midbrain area ¢(/I’has been assumed to be one of the key

U)regions mediating these effects of CCE-4<{/1). (ERADERADGEIL MM, RARINARERRAET A MM (1F1 Hovever, only a few studies have
directly

investigated the role of ([’dPAG CCE2 receptors in the regulation of panic-related behaviors{/X). (/XD

GRADGEIDES ARENR , TLAENERTITTRSABIR. (1 Even nore disappointingly, the results of these investigations have been far from
conclusive. XRED (HERE>

GEBR CRRADGEE BRIRARS BTG HBiIME—FAR T X1 @8, (FZLIn the present study we further addressed this issue by evaluating
Uothe effect of the intra-

dorsolateral periaqueductal gray (dLPAG) injection of CCE-4 on two pamic-related defensive

behaviors, freezing and escape, evoked in male Wistar rats by the electrical stimulation of the

dIPAG/ . </ERED IS BRDIAS R R GFID A SRS A3 RAE RS, FIOWThe effects of CCE-¢4 (0.005-0.5 pgi0.2 pl) < Lowere
compared to those caused by < the local

microinjection of the CCK2 receptor antagonist LY225910 (0.001-1.0 pg/0.2 pl)</>. ¢/ RRADGERAD G AZLERTRAT A/ (IFIOThe results

showed that <> whereas CCK-4 facilitated the expression of both freezing and escape behaviors,

LY225910 had the opposite effect /1>, /%] Pretreatment with an ineffective dose of LY225910

prevented the panicogenic-like effect of CCK-4. </{flif45 R dflidéSi ) LA (R XL RIGE T QO MMS. iF3>These results strengthen the view that <>CCK2
receptors located in the dIPAG are involved in the regulation of panic-related behaviors and

may mediate the effect of CCK-4 on panic</X>. ¢/ %4> <ifliféi ¢ %>

. 2007 Elsevier B.V. All riahts reserved.
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The Study of Integration Theory on Text

Module Annotation of Academic Genre
HUANG Ping, SHEN Yan

( Research Base on Langauge Cognition and Language Application ,

Chongqing University, Chongqing 400044, P. R. China)

Abstract: Based on the established corpus of more than 1000 English texts as the subjects, this study intends

to integrate three theories:

Mann &Thompson’ s (1987, 1988) RST, Bhatia’ s (1993) genre analysis and

Nattinger& DeCarrico’ s (1992) formulaic language, to make module annotation of texts. This study aims to explain

how these three theories are combined to guide the text module annotation and demonstrate the theoretical feasibili-

ty. A general template of academic writing is established as the basis of the module structure annotation. The main

purpose is to help writers use more professional and normative language in academic writing.

Key words: RST; genre analysis; formulaic language; academic genre; module annotation of english texts
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