BB R b U R REY HEH ORI EEENIC G A D%

Kol PE— - VORGSR

FNERTF: « BAERFHEIIR AR GBS HA)



FMERT: « ROERFRIAR IR

2014, Vol. 59. 93~96
| RE - BR RS — b |

fA i 2 b v 2 B DS AT D ZE W] HE

’ﬁ:"‘z- Z)E'/El

Effects of fetal stress on spatial learning function of rats in adulthood
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