e RF B (corner visit, nosepoke and
lick), YA ID &a—7F—ID 2,
RFID-BY W fEARG8A . ROV > 5 —
& Lickometers 2 L C. HEIRIZHE
FIND,

(3)acclimation
3DDOWRET, v a Dl
PR & W o T /NS IS UANE, T
C/ohra—)EFEHLE, 7ObO
—)LIUT THREINTHEDLN TN
HOT, IMU & UZH iZZNEEEL
THWEZ (M2). ok, SR —
DRDSNTEEER, TI T4 90T
079327 %%9 % IntelliCage
designer program ZffiL T/ 07 5
N Y

RFID # 78D Wik < v A,
IntelliCage {2 AN154., 3 HEIHHBIZ
ETCOIA—F—ZHRRL T, IFEITK
B ENERLEDITLT
KIZ., & 6 HI# T nosepoke 2 L T/K
WD DX D785, KA BIVDHTD
ETOTr— M MIRPYIBACLTH D, v
AT — R ERITKZRDZDHITI
nosepoke 29§ HMBENH DL DITL

7o F¥ 2NN—Oa—F—IZ A7,

) D nosepoke X iz T — MIBHE,
4 BBRICEAES LD ITLZ. FIHIL
7 AN nosespoke 2T HI EITLo
T, WOTHKERDZENTE D,
Z O, 22:00~1:00 £TOD 3K
RILAS DEFE 1T nosepoke &L TH
F— MIFED RN, 2O 3 RO,
r— Y OAMINCELD £FiF 72 LED OF
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BORNY AT — RE@RE< f4T &
BT, KPRKRD DR ZHSE S, [H
Bz, AN —F— TR,
LED ORDOFENY A 4 — Fna—
F—THITT 5, ZOFEMHIT4DDNE
YA, EOYTAH4DOEDO
—F—THKNPKD S, £A—F—IT
%9 AHEELF ML 20~30% (chance level
1325%) T, 23, LRI AH e
TOI—F—ITHHFICHADT S
ExRBE LTINS,

HHHEE
(reward-driven corridorshutling task)

acclimation &, 4 DD I —F— DAL
BEaMMU Lz e,

‘reward-driven corridorshutling task’
WEIZEEI N, T OBEL,
IntelliCage > A 7 I D graphic task
designer program Zffo T 057 I A
Lize 8 TOa—F—0eThr—hk
HEACSN, T ATALE. 1 HOD
3 IFfE (22 : 00-1 : 00)7Z V7 nosepoke 1
Fisd %, XUAR, 7obha—)hic
WO TIELLSEFTLIEELEEDA, KZE
EETEs, ZORER, r—Tov
I ZDEIKTEL TR ER DD T,
FEDA—F—IZ U ANER L7
Wizl (O, ¥—2A0 1
2IEOHT, 9 66RIFa—F—1.
3WIEM. o6 mixa—r—2, 4
INIERRIZDT, o 27 —)NT 2 AN
ENTNWD),

T H 5K (BT nosepoke L 7=
BO4BME) 1T EMELTRESIN



Ied—F =R TANADTEED
HHEZE5NDH, RIZEME LU TEHES
Nz a—JF—id, JAEfR RIS
a—F—"T. YT ZA3FE CHATICHE
AD70DIEDOIA—F—IZ A0
T 5 EWEAEE SN, T AN
T & U TOKRERE DI,
* AR BRSO a—F — M ET
S0k VDT B EEEE LT
UL nizn, Zo)—J)Uid, v A
M—DOOaA—F—IZ8E > THEMZE
BHEVNIEEERDZLEHSOD
T, Zo7obra—)lO 1 DOEER
B#MTthsd, Z20X>1CL T,
‘reward-driven corridor shutling task’
3.7ty 2 a Arbi/z, UZH Tl
BRI L o T 12 BRREL K
EHZBRNZENHFEINBNOT, 7
Ooha—)Zz 1 HiZ 2 Zyviar
(11:00-12:00 & 16:00-17 : 00)
AR LRI s hholz,

(5) B 18 Wils 3 8 (serial reversal task)
ZFD%, —H D reversal FEE T
VR U Tz IO AR B 22/ %
— RO NI—F—F, £2TD
4tyarizhwlTyiarxlé
WWRORLYIRIEZ, ZOXDIT,
A 2 DO AR EFETANE
baZE&aEEH U hrndiasizn
o7z, UT T, mADZERFEERE
D T7tvia & 11 serial reversal 2
viareEgl, Gt 57T kvia
(1H1kyIar) NERITEAS
Niz. MU T, Bat14 &£ 29ty o
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a >IN B6-IMU & ICR-IMU FN 211
WWERITEIN(H., 3 & 4
reversal )o UZH Tl3,. 40wy a (1
H2tvial) NMroh/z (4serial

reversals) .

serial

OfTERRORAFEEH

AWFFETIL, < AD corner visit
1&. nosepoke {ZB84> &9 chamber ¢
—F—ITAD I EEELT D, Hvy
va rOiEkid. ROADT Z3tET
57212 H 1%, Discrimination error
rate= (number of incorrectly visiting the
never-rewarded two coeners within the
first 100 choices in each session) x 100;
Alternation score =(number of alternative
visits within the specific diagonal
(rewarded or never-rewarded) / total
visits in a session or choice block) x 100.
(B3, ®7B) & K3 &),
(10— (number
x10], Z

within-session

Discrimination index -
of errors within ten choices)
DA Ty A,
learning D&/ D2 H & T 5,

iz NeniEEHAaY
X, UZH TEEHLy T aDe visit
DTF—=FZRWTFHRELEN, UT &
MU Tid&ty > a Y ERMEICR
LTEMNSHELDPIRADIE NG
ZR/NRIZT 5728012, H&A#D 100 [H]
D visits NS FHE L T2,

(WA
XA #R % R?value 13, Excel 2002
(Microsoft) Zfi->TEHE Lz, frE)



AT OFE D E ORI,
SAS #ffioTirolk, Ly aHo
A OB A IR 2 i3 272
WL BERELTORIEO 7Oy 7 H L
<WtwarEEENES BN
% (ANOVA) T L7z, LEIK
X, Dunnett’ s test Z2HWTITo7,
P-values 0.5, 0.01,0.001 DFEEHHIH B
EELT,

C BFZFERR
(AR OB
Reward-driven corridor shuttling

task TiX, ZEMIFEEBENN 2 DOFRIE
TEIND, —DIF. 2 D0 A
DZEFNEG — &R T 2D T LTk
%% @ (discrimination error rate) T,
# 9 — D1 win-shift strategy DG T
HD5T v MIATENZELDHD

(alternation score) T&H D,

Discrimination error {ZB8 L T,

discrimination error rate VA 5 N IZHR
AZ A5 @A Be-UT TR SN

(Fig.3A) (F=49.77, df=6/49, p<0.0001,
repeated measure ANOVA), Error rate 1Z
BIF RS NERIREY a2
54FTEID (ANOVA, Dunnett,
p<0.001.), v a2 6&7 T
errorrate |3 LOX LA R E TH B (K
3A & 5A). v MIUTENTZBEIL TR,
CORETHREDNARD2 DO I —
F—RTIERT D LN IITENNM
ETsZENRHoTZ. D
alternation score {&. #RXIZHOT, &
vi a7 T MT5%IZELE (K
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3B).

bivbiud, #xs320FENEN
DOHFFRET, B D RHOED HEED 8
HH~ D ARTH, WS 7 H i
2R L. HSMT error DEIEITHAD
THHEMT DI xR L7 (p<0.05,
respectively, one-way repeated measures
ANOVA with session as a factor) (&
1 2., o 3 Eyalod
Error DMK SE LRSI
Ko TET DM, By a 4Lk
i, 2 TOEHOYIATESAEI
BT D ENnhote (BRI,

QR E W ERE

XA D R R E N O S
discrimination error rate (50% chance
erron) ZHWTERT ZEMNTES. DN
b, £, Eva YBONT 3
—I AL (K4, 2,
3 DDOMRED 3 DD B6 ¥ AEHM
DRLIERENZT =5 TH DL (o
EHOZRK 2 bR, BHET o —
ZOERBEOEYy > a rEmAD
reversal 7z — A DHEM DOy a r
EDOHKIZBNWT (Rev 1),
discrimination errors {3 KH&IZ#) 60 % 1
ML THO, FNIE chance level @
50%ZBA TS (Eyiarg o &
SiEhEnKg (A), B), & (©).
LML, ®TCoOHEME, RHIOFEET
T—ATHRENSEL DT, Revl ITH
WT, XKDty ia Oz, Blsh
7% etror DD ER LTz, T D error D
WD DFEMERIL, DD reversal



TJr— XTI RN,

I 5C, & reversal 7 = — X D)
Dtwra > TO discrimination error
Ok 7z m) L3, —# D reversal O
O LUINBMOREZRL TWHWDH
HERY7LR reversal 7 = — X THEBIRIN
5, K6IWIRLAELDIZ, —BOKRE
WilR I BT 5 Z OWER 7257 51
178 (discriminative performance) T,
Rev2 EZDHD T 2 —ZAINERTD
8 T, WENEBRIED error b
ERNEZ I NS (p<0.05, respectively,
repeated measures ANOVA) ,

Rz, By a RNONT =<
PAEREL L7z, K SA T,
B6-UT XU ADKED Y ad
A D 100 visits TD error BRI Z R
L7z BRI 3SR, biubild,
A7 2 —ADmilotyal (&
varl) HOTBHOIESDE (£
i) DReNTHEMLTWSZ &%
FH U7z SHUIRS < ik 2 ik
LTWaBH, error £lL. chance value
(=50, green line)®D F T E > Tz,
ZHUZH L, Rev 1 OFRHIOEY > 3
(v ar 8 )P T, error B
chance value ZE A TW5, KD
reversal 7 = — X (Rev2) DO
wiar (Eyial1s) T &y
Ta DD D error FAFEEGL.
chance value ZH A /= FE T, KDF
43 Tld chance value D FE T L T
Ws, 512,
TADNERBEEZHSMILTND

(Bl 3., Ly a5 DRMD

alternation score |%, <
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B+ dbORIET, YU R
never-rewarded diagonal corridor T3/ v
MTEIZRLUTEN, v a Dk
% D ¥4 Tld rewarded diagonal 12 9]0
BA5LD1TkoT,
KiZHnbuk, & reversal 7 = —
ADERAIDEy T a NORMEE
A7 (discrimination index score) %
wU7z (K 5B). WiE g7zl i,
reversal 7 = — ANEDITONT, D
E<EMTEND, I HIT, bR
/3. reliable R* value 2%\ —E D
reversal 7 = — X( Rev 1,3,5,7,9,& 11)
DAHDOELZY > a  HNIZBT 50
EUENT =< A EETIT
57 O Fp e (discrimination
index) &—H L TW%, Rev9 D)
Tl XUARELEME-> 2O —F—
EAHNTWDIN, BHID 10 BT,
discrimination error rate {X9 TIZHHS
MIZHAP L TnwsS (K 7). il
reward diagonal T v MUTEIH T
ST LMoz (MTB &
S 4,3 BH),
D &%
AL T, HNHNUL IntelliCage &
AWTR T ADEMBAIEITHOR
M (Behavioral flexibility) % #¥fig
LZEHBHOTH T AT O a—)b
ML LU, 2TOT AN
“reward-driven corridor shuttling task”
(RCST) & %4 51V & N7z Ze ekl 4
EFD—HDreversals M HHERL S N T
W5, TR, 7 XA DEEREIIL,



INETOMRAELD DI DEH
MIT, BEAEIESDERSIMET S
ZEMTELZ EMholz, T,
FOREER T, bhvbnInE
THOELFBETERN DT RIT
BT 5178 OF KM (behavioral
flexibility) FHIRZMEILL ., YT AD
[ AG R RRI M T DR TENL. RE
WEORBETH LLKTSZ L%
RIMLEZETH D, IHIT. ZOH
FEOEEMEZ, B3 K0R5H
O T XML IEMFERO L
BT & o THREE S 17z,

1.22[81% % . behavioral flexibility &
reversal learning-set D17 ENFFIE

1.1 22/ H

RCST IZBWNWT, U A, &R
WiEEAEIESDERL, BB H 5
2 D@ d—F— (rewarded corners) &
WO HS 2 DO —F—

(never-rewarded corners) & D%
Xl L 7. & DR ED
V&, FOHHEZFRIAT /ZDITEET
HDH, ~EITAN 1 DOMMDOD S
J—F—THMzEET DL, 20O
—F—id, “BEEE L 72 W IREBICT R D,
[FIRFIZ, 2 Dt AR b D BORHA O i
OPHBHI—F—0, “BEET D" KE
W22 %, ZOXIDIT, YT AEND D,
W2 ST D7D, < OEmRM
DIENT—F—ITAD T &2/ T,
NG h MM ZBGETED
d—F—LOMZETERLRTNE

"shuttling rule”
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RE7EW, ZOI—IVE, YT AL
DTEMEZDEND, ITUADT ¥ M
freaasgkty > aTHeNC
ElREINTW Z&IzkD, EREH
MBI BHEND ZENRMho Tz,
SHRENZ, GIAEE SN2 1 D72
FOMMI—F—Z2EIRTHZ &N
ERINDHE VWO, INETOD
IntelliCage % fl W ZBf¥HIL, <
AR ES>TIEHEHZDICRA DM, H
BRSBTS )Y D (Mechan et al.,
2009), fiOZEMFEENT T A L
B9 5 &, R RERGHE SRR R
DIZHMNH 5T, RCST OFE R
X, Morris DKKP(e.g. Gass et al.
1998; Plath et al. 2006; Chen et al. 2007)
At DO KPER B (e.g. Lewejohann et al.
2004; Dillon et al. 2008) THZR I /-
HOERPTWD, UL, BROLXD
12, B IntelliCage & {8 L /= Z2ff1 5
X, EHE AT LTI U RIZ
BRI BZYPIRLIENTESLEND
CERSYAVAS S =vihy: SRR

1.2 Behavioral flexibility
TTEYDOFHME (B L <IIERHAIFHK
%) behavioral (or cognitive) flexibility
W, U7z 7B AR OB
(action-outcome contingency) (2% L,
FOITHOBENEFRE < FHHEKRT 5
Hef1 & 3% S 315 (Harries et al.,, 1998;
Clarke et-al., 2004),
ZIUIAERW IR AT B O B RERY
HERTHD10, Z< OMFHEL I
AFH I TN e EFWITHR L



7= (Miller and Cohen, 2001; Badre 2008;
Johnston et al, 2007). F o t%E D
behavioral flexibility D7z & 5 7n¥k
iZ. v b TELAHLENDD(eg
Birrell and Brown, 2000; Stalnaker et al.,
2007; Boulougouris and Robbins, 2010).
T UATIEMmD TR (eg
Vyssotski et al., 2002), Z® RCST /N5
A4 LTI bbb inid—
FHELTHEMOH S —F— &
MoOsnwd—F—0REMNY—2%
RHIZHDERLTWS,

B4R LIeL DT, Ny—2 &
5 U /2B, < ™ A D error rate DV E
MIZHBA D DT, F3UIT T ANHETD
W—IVIZEL TWsZ &EZRLT
Wb, LirL., 208DOE Y a >
T, error rate 3D EFTTHO,
%ﬂ@i?@l@ﬁ@]ﬁ%ﬁ [(PRREAL A

WERRICHER LI EZRL
méo%; Z DS MR BRI
JITEN, BEA LS DENRIK
BUiREOBETHRORLAE SN
%, Behavioral flexibility 2% 5 F < #&5E
U TWiRVREBLY, T o NN % 18
HBUEBICE<<BERINTVS), *E
BMTIEERBRYIVAZERILT DI &
L W, BIAE KR T Ty b
R—LDONEZBE ST EEHIC
BEOH LT AL, I FEAEHRT
%mmob@b‘ﬁmﬁvwxfc\
B EIC R D RN ERT , MIPLhH
AR 75y RiR—LMWEMNT
Wiz EWEIRLTHD, o~
A, FFIZ B6 ¥ A TIEE R < LLA

HLOD reversal
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W7oy hiR—LADRENM T WY
FiafRd 2 200, MORKAE
% RS B (Vootele et al., 2004), ZEfH
FCIE DI & behavioral flexibility O
HEEDIOL D IBKRBITENL, &
55007 OEAIZEET 20T, #l
TE DRI S 2R 5,

SHHEAYIZ, IntelliCage 7O b O—)1
{d. familiar spatial framework T A h
EfioTWd, 20703 —)LD
reversal procedure (4, ZEMIFCIE DI
ZERLARWVW, ZOLDIT,
leaning 7O X &2 H{ET 5 LT,
spatial reversal performance D#kFEH 72
BRI, XIVENTWVWLEEDNTH
0. ORI HIETEERY T 0—
FrEEEDN S, EE K5I1ITREN
% error DRFEHIT K> THEMIZE
N5EIT, YIRBEOYHTIE, <
TDAEHENUOFEE L IfTE &K
2 o K f M (action-outcome
contingency) & o THFH LEHNEZE
FOERL, ZzL TN HA
5NTNLS, 20K DT, 5 RCST
@ reversal DFER D A FE error D2 R
. ¥ 7 A 17 8 @ behavioral
flexibility 1ZxF U, EFTHIE L9 N
time-lapsing’-like index Z#gft L. Fi
BRI < KEVEREOHTE 5
&R bDIZR> T, bhibn
1. Z 374" behavioral flexibility DHERE
EZRH T 5OICWmD TER L H
LWIEIETH 5.

reversal

1.3 Reversal learning-set



SEGEonNHTEbEkELTT
BYekEVX, rule learning % JBRL T
%, TR O ) it B 1 1
KTBHZ&] ZRLIEDBDOTH D, 3
BX. B6-UT T —F I DIRLREND
K DI, YT AFEAD 10 /05 20 [H]
DFERORENT, Fr L WZERNEF — 1T
WHIEIST D (K 7TA SB[ 4),
Z DBI4 1T reversal learning-set D%,
ERBLLTNWSEEZ N5,

‘learning-set’ &\ D BEEX, YL
EICRSND, YO & REITE Z
HEEROMWER M B, & U TER
INB, —EHINNENZEET DL,
HIVIEH L WY OIROFEMIZE L
TENZEEN ZFH T 5 (Harlow 1949,
Reid and Morris 1993), Z3d, HILH
BTSN - 2L T
ZEERLTWVD, RIT,
learning-set {3, —# D reversal FREIZ
U THEMTH AN SWERR
mEELTRBEINIBRTH D, T
FUZ. Y Il (Schusterman, 1964; Schrier,
1974), 7 3 J7(Schusterman, 1966), &
(Bond et al., 2007; Ward et al., 2008)%>
< v I (van der Plasse & Feenstra, 2008)
THEIN TS, DNHONOAI SR
R O HFEEFX., v T AMN
reversal-learning-set DL ZFEH L 7=
BADOHMETH D,

F 72 E, knowledge-based learning
DIERIL, <7 ADH L WIRBUT R L
TURIFH LNV —IVZ2H WS T &
EOREICT D, WD ETHD,

reversal

-
—
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2. BHFEER DL
BIomEnrosBmoniziERz
g 5 Z &2k o T, bivbhnidze
M, Wlnai, E AR OB
DFIEM, TRTOWHEEDTXTD
KRBT, BHITESZEZ2RT I EN
T&E/z, RTOWIFEICHMTHI &
1. reversal set DY D&\ error 1758
< RCST Z#EL TWAHMOD error
score WD TBHZE (B 1) &,
JAE W b AR T 56T % 0 s IO B [
ELTTWwBZE (K6) ThHhd,
LU, FiCFa—YU v ERFETH,
fOMFEE L KT 5 &, FHEED
basic dynamics IIfRFFS /20, AT
AR DM LIZMENH > Tee Fa—U
v B RZETIEEY) IR OB S K
E2ESKENGR 20T, ok
- IIVDOEFEZRERLS SN, Fa
— YUy ERFEOKRET, XTADEF
N—Ta INFRokZ IR
5D L IRV, On must ZR4REEIZ,
AT DA D 100 visit DIEEFEIZ LT
W5, ZUIH < T AD visit T,
HITPENNDONTE ST, 3 —F
—ORFBITENZHAMIIKML TN
(ZAUTHMM O NRETTHHR
TREI %), 20k, Tk
KA SN 270 ha—)ich
WT, EERERERD,
HARDOHAREMICH T 2R MIsE
B3 b o EHMAEBNH LMD
L7y, mlgetE & U Tid, NG
AONHRMEERT =012, A0S
K TFINaebHA I EM, UT I2H



oI ADEMNRENETHNS
Mol EICEMULEEEZ SN S,
IN5OEMe 7 F)IVid MIU ® UZH
DOERBTIIFMELR N, T OFEBRIIVF
REMTOLRKZHMET S (B TDOY
TJAERUBMTE TS &0, —HEIT
fEAND &M, T TR S
NTNDEIOREREE SR ol
D, FOEMEEOEHZETDHE NS
LD &) EDIZBERENZHD
T, LA, Fxid7obha—
IVOHEBREPCRAEDAREEZAID
O, FEDORRBEOLIEHFFT DI &
WZHERE B o TiT o 7,

BETNE, BRADORLEZOHL
W70 hI— VIR D EE T, —
PO, TARL—LTHANS
DT FINMNEE BT S5ENWo 72K
IRBE ORI EZ KT D &
T, &£ EV matching score 23 A HET
HHEDBNZAD, EOETHARNI E
N, ZDX D IRRIEEEEE O T
AR TIIHEB S N TW7R W (Wolfer
et al, Nature, Krackow et al., GBB),

3 IntelliCage DF] 5

BT HECMHE L2 O T AITH
THEHEEEINZT AP EERD
&, IntelliCage ZH L7286, Hi
HONORE T O N —)VIXHMERF
HEF-> T2, £9., 28I N
e AT L LR ongEtkZ2%E S
5 (DIYXTADONY R > T3
MEEND, YT AEAMDONY R
PUTRMUTHRAT A TIIRIET S
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DT, ZOFHEZVITET A N TOk
BEMOBELAIES (B, QF
T AR ARTT A FEN5, [FH
FREDOITADHRIZBNTHH L
Wil MR B ICHATENM NI L EL
ECHR VAN A M = CAVAR IR Y =L 94D
5, Wiz IntelliCage N D ™7 A{7H)
2. RIEWNIEEIZ DR, F—2 o
DOHREICEFT 5, thBTIRITHE
SHEEICEIDITHOEISsDE2H
FTHMH LN, FRITDONT
VRN T Y1 I NG E R
BOEBRIZELDBEEEIIENEND
Z EMREINT WS (Krackow et al,
2010), ET A MOEBHIZDOWTI,
3 DDOMRBIZE N o HEBRORER
WWBWT—HLTWS, 3% DfTE)
OIS DEE, HAEAREZD S
HIFHOIESDELRPTES, It
BEZDYAT LMIMEMICED K
L. ZNENDOITRAZBRL TS
METHDH, ZDOEI, E<HFET
LB, BAENEETNS B <R
SN, EITEINLFHEITHT o E
W ZITRTED ER{LAIEETH 5.
(HE#%IZ. IntelliCage D2 AT MIE
WIZRNTH B, L5, T2
H#ETONDE DI AZRBL T
ANEOEE L TERT S &N
HETHD, £ TRINTNDS K
DHo ERMBOERD RGNS
Thd, HILTNEE-DEETH
S2TH, 207D RI—)VTTFARE
NENTFTALE, CORBREFRL X
SBRORIAZMAL TERT S



Z EVIARTRETE o Tz,
F—UANDOREE WO ZRED
BRIz L o T, SSHITEELTED
B LIV, FHUIEEWHh &
LTREPBZFLELSEFNIFIERETEHRR
W, E2ROEBRFHEEIT. 7 A MMER
Dk A > I 1 CBRITHEOD
WsE 2 BB b D=0z, IEEITEH
TE, EREVFENTH S, TROHND
N OMFEE TITHN DM T,
FRUID - EELRBEAD, NS
WEROMAFED, B TE#IESNZYY
A& W, X0 EERTEERM T 0
T 2D, RERRERNERIEOZ

WEBWT D L THATH S,
E %

1. EOMEEIZHEH JRER
IntelliCage 7O b O—)LEH WS &
W2k, Bl O#SE " Dynamics
BEDE T ADORAOE R A RE
W2ib, ZOLIHII. Zo7aha—
NI K0 = — 2 THEM RS0
TO B e,
flexibility ., (ZNLETIEIYTATO
AmANEE L Ao 7z) EHIIINAT LK
RRA T O ATHT S, i EfTD
ZEINTE D,

2. Zo7oklka—ivid. 3200
B 5MRAETOERT, BRWIZH
U<IZENEHNSRENER > T
WaHHT, HEL7Z (B6) YA &Afh
DD A (D2 & ICR) DOk

behavioral
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ZRWTERZ URER, LN
Y= OFEPBEOENT I ENSR
SNZWO, FEFITEFERBITLHO
TH D,
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