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The Ability of Quasi— Spatial Syntheses in Patients with Parkinson’s Disease. /Tang Cimei
et al, Institute of Psychology, Academia Sinica, Beijing/CJCP 1995 3(2).65— 68

Abstract: Forty —one patients with Parkinson’s disease (PD)were tested for intelligence by Mini Mental
State Exam (MMSE), Knowledge and Comprehension subtests (from WAIS)and Raven’s Standard Progres-
sive Matrices (R’SPE). Judgement Line Orientation Test, Visual Form Discrimination Test (VFDT). Stick
Frame Test and Body Location Test were conducted to examine the visuospatial perception. The ability of
quasi —spatial syntheses was evaluated by arithmatic operations and comprehension of sentences with complex
syntactical structures. Forty — one normal subjects matched in age. sex and education were taken as con-
trols. The results showed that the performance of intelligence tests and visuospatial tests in PD patients were
significant worse than those in controls; the results of arithmatic operations and comprehension of complex
sentences in PD pstients were worse than those in controls slightly, and were singnficant correlation with the
results of most intelligence tests, but not with the results of visuospatial tests. It suggests that the decreased
ability of quasi—spatial syntheses in PD patients is induced by worse intelligence.

Key Words: Parkinson’s disease, Visuospatial perception. Quasi—spatial syntheses, Intelligence

Effects of Buprenorphine, Buprenorphine plus Naloxone on the Behavior, Monoamine
and Opioids in CNS of Morphine Dependent Rats. /He Ming et al. Mental Health Institute, Hunan
Medical University, Changsha/CJCP 1995 3(2). 68—74

Abstract: This study compared the responses of morphine dependent rats to buprenorphine or buprenor-
phine plus nzloxone treatment in detoxification. Rats’ behaviors such as the physical withdrawal signs and
place preference were evaluated. The contents of endogenous opioids peptides and monoamine released within
the mesolimbic structures in vivo.and the gene expression levels of POMC RNA in the hypothalamus were
estimated. It was found that either treatment regime effectively reduced the severity degree of the physical
withdrawal signs. However. the rats developed dependence to Buprenorphine at the end of one week’s treat-
ment. the rats received Buprenorphine plus naloxone treatment did not show any physical withdrawal signs
and place preference at the seventh treating day. All levels of biochemical indices estimated in buprenorphine
group were similar to that of rats at morphine tolerance dependence state, and most of which were signifi-
cantly lower than that of the control ones. In buprenorphine plus naloxone group. the levels of monoamine.
opioids and POMC mRNA expression were swiftly restored to the normal. In conclusion.buprenorphine plus
naloxone is an ideal detoxification schedule which deals with both physical dependence and craving for drugs.
and promotes CNS opioids and monoamine to return to the normal functioning.

Key Words : Buprenorphine, Naloxone. Morphine dependence. Opioids. Monoamine. POMC mRNA

Development and Standardization of the Intelligence Scale for the Deaf. /Meng Xianzhang
and Gong Yaoxian,Hunan Medical University ,Changsha/CJCP 1995 3(2):75—78
Abstract; The Intelligence Scale for the Deaf ( ISFD) was developed on the base of Gong’s Test of Non-



