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I. Introduction

THIS review attempts to summarize our current knowl-
edge of the biochemistry and pharmacology of the do-
pamine (DA) innervation to the frontal cortex, a rapidly
expanding area of brain research which has existed for
less than a decade (for an earlier review, see Ref. 148).
Most of the studies reviewed were conducted with rats,
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although relevant data from other species are also cited.
Brief discussions of the role of the prefrontal cortex in
behavior and of behavioral and anatomical studies on
the mesocortical DA neurons are also included in order
to consider the possible functional significance of this
DA system.

II. The Prefrontal Cortex and Dopamine

Berger et al. (19) observed that the field of dopami-
nergic projections to the rat cerebral cortex coincided
closely with the rat prefrontal cortex, a neocortical area
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defined as the projection field of the mediodorsal tha-
lamic nucleus (115, 46). This observation was confirmed
by the systematic study of Beckstead (16). A similar
parallel between mesocortical DA neuron terminal fields
and the area defined as the prefrontal cortex has since
been documented in many other species, including non-
human primates (88, 47, 23, 28).

The prefrontal cortex is involved in the temporal or-
ganization of behavior, and ablations of the prefrontal
cortices of many different species induce similar func-
tional deficits including: 1) detrimental effects on behav-
ioral tests such as discrimination and delayed response
tasks; 2) a difficulty in suppressing attention to irrele-
vant internal and external stimuli, resulting in hyper-
reaction and motor hyperactivity; and 3) a diminution in
affective and social behavior (for comprehensive reviews,
see Refs. 60, 61). In addition, neuropharmacologists have
focused attention on the prefrontal cortex because the
DA projection to this area is selectively activated by
footshock stress and shows a qualitatively different re-
sponse to chronic antipsychotic drug treatment (see sec-
tion VI).

The experiments summarized in this review focus pri-
marily on the anteromedial (pregenual) frontal cortex,
because this area represents a large portion of the ana-
tomically defined and behaviorally important prefrontal
cortex, and because it contains higher levels of DA and
neurochemical markers of dopaminergic function than
any other frontal lobe cortical region. In addition, this
area apparently receives an innervation from a more
discrete, localized group of DA cells than other cortical
areas (see section IV). In accordance with some previous
anatomical and biochemical/pharmacological investiga-
tions, this area will simply be termed the “prefrontal
cortex,” and the DA projection to this area will be called
the “mesocortical DA system.” Investigations that in-
volved examination of a slightly more inclusive terminal
area (e.g. to include the most rostral pole or lateral
aspects of the frontal cortex) are also discussed. Other
(especially earlier) studies that have involved more gross
or whole cortical dissections without regard to the differ-
ent cortical DA projections are not reviewed at length.
Likewise, details of the other more extensively studied
brain DA systems are not reviewed here, but discussed
only in comparison to the mesocortical DA system.

III. Discovery of a Dopaminergic Projection to
the Cerebral Cortex

The first evidence for a dopaminergic projection to the
rat cerebral cortex was obtained from biochemical stud-
ies. Thierry et al. (146) reported that cortical DA levels
were unaltered by lesions of the central noradrenergic
system. These investigators subsequently demonstrated
the continued synthesis of *H-DA from *H-tyrosine in
cortical slices and synaptosomes after 6-hydroxydopa-
mine (6-OHDA) lesions which nearly totally abolished
3H-norepinephrine (°*H-NE) synthesis (143). Shortly

thereafter, specific high affinity *H-DA uptake (141) and
DA-sensitive adenylate cyclase (152, 25) were identified
in the cortex. Dopaminergic projections to the cortex,
described as thin unmyelinated fibers with a smooth
appearance and irregularly spaced varicosities, were
shown by histochemical studies (in combination with
lesions and pharmacological manipulations) to innervate
primarily the frontal, cingulate, piriform, and entorhinal
cortices (18, 73, 90, 19). Distinct cortical innervations
were suggested early on by the data of Lindvall et al.
(90), who reported that lesions of the DA cell bodies in
the lateral portion of the substantia nigra (SN) com-
pletely removed the DA innervation of the anterior cin-
gulate cortex while sparing the frontal cortical DA pro-
jection. Conversely, lesions of the dorsal part of the
ventral tegmental area (VTA) DA cell group eliminated
the frontal cortical DA innervation, but not the projec-
tions to the cingulate cortex.

IV. Anatomy of the Mesocortical Dopamine
Projection and Its Relationship to the Prefrontal
Cortex

The origin and distribution of dopaminergic projec-
tions to the frontal cortex and other forebrain areas has
since been investigated in great detail by using antero-
grade transport and autoradiographic tracing, antero-
grade degeneration, retrograde transport of horseradish
peroxidase or fluorescent dyes, pharmacological manip-
ulations, and discrete brain lesions. This literature is
vast, and the data and methodological considerations are
to some extent too complex to review here. These data
are briefly summarized below, in the hope of facilitating
an understanding of the pharmacology of the mesocort-
ical DA cells (see fig. 1). For a more detailed discussion,
see Swanson (135).

Most studies have reported that the caudate is inner-
vated primarily by DA cells originating from throughout
the SN, but also receives projections of VTA origin. The
nucleus accumbens and olfactory tubercle are innervated
primarily by DA cells in the VTA, but more laterally by
fibers from the medial SN (57, 17). There has been less
agreement about the origins of the DA projections to the
cerebral cortex. The DA innervations to the cingulate
cortex (also called the anteromedial supragenual area)
and the piriform cortex seem to arise primarily from cells
in the lateral VTA and/or medial SN (90, 130, 36, 87—
89, 57, 101). Likewise, a discrete origin for the DA
innervation of the entorhinal cortex has not been estab-
lished, although most reports have suggested that this
DA projection arises primarily from the VTA (36, 87, 89,
57, 58, 101, 17, 135). In contrast to these other cortical
areas, and confirming an earlier report (90), the dopa-
minergic innervation to the prefrontal cortex (antero-
medial pregenual area) apparently derives primarily from
the medial VTA (130, 36, 87-89, 57, 132, 17, 135).

There is some controversy over the extent to which
unidentified midbrain neurons innervating forebrain
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F1G. 1. Schematic diagram depicting the distribution of nigrostri-
atal, mesolimbic, and mesocortical dopaminergic neuronal systems in
brain. The stippled regions indicate the major nerve terminal areas.
The cell groups in this figure are named according to the nomenclature
of Dahlstrom and Fuxe (Acta Physiol. Scand. 62: Suppl. 232, 1, 1965).

areas colateralize to two or more different terminal fields
(150, 151, 56, 135). However, there is general agreement
that cells originating in the VTA are rarely double labeled
after the retrograde transport of fluorescent dyes from
terminal fields; thus the majority of cells projecting to
the prefrontal cortex would not be expected to collater-
alize. It has been pointed out that the DA neurons of the
SN and VTA are formed as a single unit ontogenetically,
and constitute a continuous group in the adult (57). It
has been argued, therefore, that the distinction between
mesolimbic and mesocortical systems is “an artificial
distinction with little to recommend it” (101). While it
is true that such terms have been ill defined, dopami-
nergic projections to various cortical and “limbic” areas
do apparently differ to some extent in terms of the origin
of their DA innervation, as outlined above. Perhaps more
importantly, various forebrain DA projections can be
clearly distinguished by using biochemical, electrophys-
iological, and pharmacological criteria, as will be dis-
cussed below.

V. Biochemical Characteristics of the
Mesocortical Dopamine System

A. Dopamine Levels

Until recently, the study of mesocortical DA function-
ing has been hampered by the fact that the content of
DA in the prefrontal cortex is only approximately 1% of
the DA concentration in the striatum. DA metabolite
levels are similarly low in the prefrontal cortex. The
development of more sensitive and specific techniques,
especially liquid chromatography with electrochemical
detection and radioenzymatic assays, has greatly facili-
tated the routine determination of DA and related com-
pounds in the prefrontal cortex. DA levels in the range
of approximately 70 to 125 ng/g wet weight or 0.6 to 2
ng/mg protein are generally reported in the rat prefrontal
or frontal cortices (78, 52, 136, 138, 107, 110, 111, 126,

131, 53, 55, 9, 12-14, 98, 3, 113, 69, 139, 38). These DA
levels are approximately 25 to 60% of the norepinephrine
(NE) values in the corresponding cortical region. The
DA levels and DA enrichment relative to NE are criti-
cally dependent on anterior-posterior localization of the
area examined (“whole” frontal, prefrontal, or cingulate
cortex (52, 136, 107). In addition, the DA levels in the
prefrontal cortex increase substantially from superficial
to deeper cortical layers, while NE levels remain constant
(52, 136). Lesion experiments, analogous to those de-
scribed above with the histochemical studies, have been
performed prior to the measurement of frontal cortical
DA and NE. Lesions of the ascending noradrenergic
system which markedly deplete NE do not decrease
prefrontal cortical DA (129, 9), and, in fact, often para-
doxically increase frontal cortical DA by as much as 40%
(52, 138, 126). Electrolytic or 6-OHDA lesions of the
VTA dramatically reduce prefrontal cortical DA while
having lesser effects in adjacent areas (52, 126,,131). In
contrast, 6-OHDA lesions of the SN decrease cingulate
but not frontal cortical DA (52, 126).

B. Tyrosine Hydroxylase

Tyrosine hydroxylase is the rate-limiting enzyme in
the synthesis of DA and NE. The distribution of tyrosine
hydroxylase activity (TH) in the frontal cortex parallels
the distribution of DA. Thus, 1) TH is higher in the
prefrontal cortex than in surrounding cortical areas; 2)
TH follows the laminar distribution of DA (and not NE)
in the prefrontal cortex; 3) lesions that deplete approxi-
mately 90% of the cortical NE decrease prefrontal cor-
tical TH by only 20% to 30%; 4) lesions which cause
60% to 75% depletions of DA cause a 50% to 60% loss
of TH (52, 129, 110). Emson and Koob (52) concluded
that the amount of TH in DA terminals in this area is 2
to 3 times higher than in noradrenergic terminals.
Schmidt and Bhatnagar (129) calculated that the TH
activity relative to catecholamine content in the meso-
cortical DA system is approximately 10-fold higher than
in the cortical noradrenergic terminals.

C. *H-Dopamine Uptake

The reuptake of DA and NE into the nerve terminal
is a primary mechanism for the inactivation of catechol-
amines released into the synaptic cleft. Tassin et al.
(141) described a specific DA uptake process in rat
cerebral cortex, defined as the SH-DA uptake which was
resistant to lesioning of noradrenergic innervation to
this region or NE uptake blockers such as desipramine,
and sensitive to the somewhat selective DA uptake in-
hibitor benztropine. As with other measures of dopami-
nergic innervation, *H-DA uptake is highest in the pre-
frontal cortex, both in absolute amounts and relative to
3H-NE uptake, compared to adjacent cortical regions (52,
136, 111). 3H-DA uptake in the prefrontal cortex, as well
as in other DA terminal regions, is more potently inhib-
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ited by d-amphetamine than by [-amphetamine (94),
indicating most DA uptake occurs in DA nerve terminals.

D. Dopamine-sensitive Adenylate Cyclase

A DA-sensitive adenylate cyclase, linked to postsyn-
aptic DA receptors and distinct from NE (8-adrenergic)-
sensitive adenylate cyclase, was first characterized in
whole rat cortex (152). The cortical distribution of DA-
sensitive adenylate cyclase parallels the distribution of
other indices of dopaminergic innervation: the highest
cortical activity is found in the prefrontal cortex and,
within this area, the most activity is localized ventrally
in the deeper cortical layers (25, 136, 80, 48). The pre-
frontal cortical adenylate cyclase has been extensively
characterized (25). When this system was compared with
striatal DA-sensitive adenylate cyclase, some slight dif-
ferences between the apparent affinities of these two
systems for some DA antagonists was reported, although
the significance of this observation is not known. Differ-
ent degrees of prefrontal cortical DA-sensitive adenylate
cyclase supersensitivity are induced by various lesions of
the mesocortical DA neurons. It has been suggested that
these differences are related to the degree of concurrent
noradrenergic observation (139).

E. *H-Ligand Binding

The binding of tritiated ligands to neuroleptic recep-
tors in the rat frontal cortex has not yet contributed
significantly to our knowledge of the role of DA in the
prefrontal cortex. Laduron et al. (82) reported that *H-
spiperone (spiroperidol) labeled more binding sites in the
frontal cortex (both in vivo and in vitro) than in other
cortical areas, paralleling the distribution of other do-
paminergic markers. However, *H-spiperone apparently
labels both serotonin (5-HT) and DA binding sites, with
the former predominating in the frontal cortex (40, 86,
93, 74, 3). These investigators have shown that the
binding site(s) labeled depends on the specificity of the
displacing agent used. Since some of the commonly used
displaced drugs have nearly equal affinity for 5-HT and
DA binding sites, much of the frontal cortical *H-spipe-
rone binding literature is difficult to interpret (see sec-
tion VI B 5). However, the autoradiographic localization
of *H-spiperone frontal cortical binding sites after in vivo
coadministration of *H-spiperone and the serotonergic
antagonist pipamperone does parallel other indices of
DA receptor localization (103).

F. Dopamine Metabolites

Under many conditions brain DA metabolite levels
reflect the physiological activity of dopaminergic neu-
rons. Dihydroxyphenylacetic acid (DOPAC) and homo-
vanillic acid (HVA) are both important DA metabolites
in rat brain. In addition, both DOPAC and HVA are
found in unconjugated and conjugated forms (for a re-
view, see Ref. 39). Frontal cortical free DOPAC levels in
the range of 0.28 to 0.65 ng/mg protein (84, 70, 24, 113)
or approximately 30 to 100 ng/g wet weight (158, 121,

54, 149, 160, 153, 53, 55, 9, 98, 3, 95, 12-14, 38) have
been reported. Frontal cortical free HVA in the range of
30 to 90 ng/g have been measured (158, 121, 160, 3, 2, 3,
4). In very large areas of cortex, as well as in striatum,
free and conjugated DOPAC levels change in a similar
manner in response to DA agonists and antagonists and
to electrical stimulation, i.e., both free and conjugated
DOPAC seem to be good measures of dopaminergic ac-
tivity (51). Most investigations involving more defined
cortical regions have measured only free DOPAC; the
levels of conjugated DOPAC in very discrete cortical
regions are not known with certainty (since the conju-
gated DOPAC/free DOPAC ratio changes in different
brain regions), but conjugated DOPAC may constitute
better than 50% of total DOPAC in the frontal cortex
(50, 5).

In contrast to the similar alterations in free and con-
jugated DOPAC, Westerink and Korf (158) found that
free DOPAC and free HVA did not change in parallel
following certain pharmacological manipulations. The
discrepancies were most striking in the mesolimbic areas
and the frontal cortex. The authors suggested that DO-
PAC levels more closely reflected changes in DA metab-
olism than HVA levels did. They ascribed the difference
to the fact that under basal conditions only a small
fraction of DOPAC is O-methylated to HVA in mesolim-
bic regions (159); under conditions of altered dopami-
nergic activity, the percentage of O-methylation of DO-
PAC may be altered (158). More recent results obtained
by parallel HVA and DOPAC determinations in the
frontal cortex and mesolimbic DA system support this
contention (3) (see section VI B).

Lavielle et al. (84) have suggested that the DOPAC/
DA ratio is a sensitive index of changes in dopaminergic
activity. Objections can be raised to this method of
expressing experimental results since it may obscure
which levels (i.e. DOPAC and/or DA) are altered, and
turnover data (e.g. DOPAC levels) are generally consid-
ered more difficult to interpret under nonsteady state
(i.e. changing DA levels) conditions. This is of special
concern in view of the paradoxical changes in DA syn-
thesis seen in response to a cessation of dopaminergic
impulse flow in some (but not all) DA systems (see Refs.
116, 12). Nevertheless, DOPAC/DA ratios, at least under
basal conditions, may suggest regional differences in the
rate of DA utilization. DOPAC/DA reported by these
investigators (84, 132, 92, 24) in the frontal cortex (0.41
to 0.5), olfactory tubercle (0.30), nucleus accumbens (0.18
to 0.30), and striatum (0.12 to 0.25) would suggest that
the DA turnover in these regions is as follows: frontal
cortex > olfactory tubercle = nucleus accumbens = stria-
tum.

Recent studies, in which HVA/DA ratios in striatal,
limbic, and cortical areas of human brain have been used
to estimate DA turnover, also revealed a more rapid
turnover of DA in frontal and cingulate cortex than in
olfactory cortex and striatal and limbic areas (83a).
These observations are very similar to those reported in
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TABLE 1
Same electrophysiological and biochemical characteristics of subtypes of midbrain dopamine neurons.!

Type of DA Neuron iachargs Rate® Degres of DA Auto- DOPAC/DAt
(spikes second) Burstingl receptors

Mesoprefrontal 9.3+ 06} 539+ 9.1 No 0.413 + 0.078
(3.7-13.2) (10) (10)

Mesocingulate 5.9 + 0.5§ 378160 No 0.617 + 0.096
(3.9-7.8) (10) (8)

Mesopiriform 43103 7831 Yes 0.279 + 0.059
(2.9-5.8) (10) 9

Nigrostriatal 31+05 1803 Yes 0.101 + 0.005
(1.1-6.6) (10) 1)

Data taken in part from Chiodo et al. (38).

* Data represent the mean + SEM. The numbers in parentheses represent the range.
|l Data represent the percent of spikes occurring in bursts out of the total number of action potentials sampled (500 per cell) (mean + SEM).
The numbers in parentheses represent the number of cells sampled. All groups significantly differed from each other at P < 0.01; analysis of

variance and post-hoc Scheffe comparison.

t Data represent the mean + SEM DOPAC/DA ratio in the projection area. The numbers in parentheses represent the number of separate

experiments (4 to 8 rats/experiment).
1 P < 0.01 relative to mesopiriform and nigrostriatal.

§ P < 0.01 with respect to mesoprefrontal and P < 0.05 relative to mesopiriform and nigrostriatal; analysis of variance and post-hoc Scheffe

comparison.

rat brain and are consistent with the possibility that DA
terminals in human frontal and cingulate cortices lack
DA autoreceptors (see section VI B). Table 1 summarizes
some of the electrophysiological and biochemical char-
acteristics of midbrain DA neurons.

G. Dopamine Depletion Rates

It has been reported (147, 3) that the depletion of DA
30 to 45 min after administering the TH inhibitor «-
methyltyrosine (AMT) is more pronounced in the frontal
cortex than in other forebrain areas. This is consistent
with the DOPAC/DA measurements, which also suggest
a faster mesocortical DA turnover. Agnati et al. (1), by
using a photographic method to quantity DA fluores-
cence at various times after AMT:, have calculated a DA
half-life of 1.73 hr in the SN and 0.52 hr in the medial
VTA. As mentioned above (section IV), the DA inner-
vation to the striatum originates primarily from the SN,
while the mesocortical DA system probably originates
primarily from the medial VTA. It is of interest, then,
that the calculated half-life of striatal DA is 2.51 hr,
while the prefrontal cortical DA half-life is only 0.65 hr
(9). The half-life of DA in the olfactory tubercle and in
lateral VTA DA cells (which may be the DA cells inner-
vating the olfactory tubercle; see section IV) falls within
an intermediate range (1, 9). Thus, the DA turnover rate
of the mesocortical DA system is apparently twice as fast
as that of the mesolimbic DA system and four times
faster than nigrostriatal DA turnover (9).

VI. Biochemical Response of the Mesocortical
Dopamine System to Physiological/
Pharmacological Manipulations

A. Possible Sites of Action of Dopaminergic Drugs on
Various Dopamine Systems

The regulatory mechanisms operative in central do-
paminergic neurons have been elucidated in large part

through the use of pharmacological agents. Some drugs
act presynaptically to alter the fate of DA. Monoamine
oxidase inhibitors, for example, prevent DA catabolism,
thereby decreasing DA metabolite levels, increasing the
intraneuronal DA concentration, and inhibiting DA syn-
thesis. Other drugs such as DA receptor antagonists
(“antipsychotic drugs”) act primarily at the level of mem-
brane receptors. DA antagonists increase nigrostriatal
and mesolimbic DA cell activity and increase DA syn-
thesis, release, and catabolism (for a general review, see
Ref. 39). These drugs may exert their effects on nigro-
striatal/mesolimbic DA systems through multiple sites
of action (75) including: 1) the blockade of postsynaptic
DA receptors (fig. 2, site 1) with a subsequent increase
in DA activity mediated via a neuronal feedback mech-
anism (32); and 2) the blockade of nerve terminal auto-
receptors (fig. 2, site 2) (116). In addition, DA antagonists
may increase DA cell activity through the blockade of
soma/dendritic autoreceptors (fig. 2, site 3) (66), al-
though this remains a matter of controversy (see Ref.
31). These drugs also increase the number of dopamine
cells that are physiologically active. However, the mech-
anism responsible for this action is at present unclear
(31).

To examine the effect of dopaminergic agents on nerve
terminal DA autoreceptors (fig. 2, site 2) in vivo, a
pharmacological method for eliminating dopaminergic
impulse flow is often used. Administration of y-hydrox-
ybutyrate or its lactone precursor, +y-butyrolactone
(GBL), reversibly blocks DA impulse flow, resulting in
an increase in tyrosine hydroxylation and DA levels in
nigrostriatal and mesolimbic DA systems. Identical neu-
rochemical effects are seen after the use of mechanical
lesioning (axotomy) or local anesthetic application to
block the impulse flow of these DA systems (76, 116). It
has been hypothesized that these changes result from a
decreased DA autoreceptor activation secondary to the

2102 ‘8 Jaqwiadaq uo Alslaniun Lesewwey | ye Bio'sjeuinofiadse asiwreyd woly papeojumoq


http://pharmrev.aspetjournals.org/

PHARM
REV

PHARMACOLOGICAL REVIEWS

aspet

58 BANNON AND ROTH

receptor blocking

Possible sites of
2.3 action of dopomine
&y

and stimulating drugs

Coudate

Dopamine
Neuron

Substantia
Nigro

F1G. 2. Schematic diagram of nigrostriatal dopamine system illus-
trating some possible sites for drug interactions with dopamine recep-
tors.

decreased amount of DA released into the synaptic cleft
by neuronal discharge (77). Direct-acting DA agonists
prevent this increase in DA synthesis through the stim-
ulation of DA nerve terminal autoreceptors, since the
influence of postsynaptic DA receptors and cell body DA
autoreceptors on DA synthesis have been eliminated
(154, 10; for a review, see Ref. 116). Single cell in vivo
electrophysiological recording techniques coupled with
microiontophoresis have been used to study the interac-
tion of drugs with somatic/dendritic DA autoreceptors
(fig. 2, site 3) which can modulate DA cell activity (for
reviews, see Refs. 34, 31). The microiontophoretic appli-
cation of DA onto the cell bodies and dendrites of nigro-
striatal and mesolimbic DA neurons decreases the firing
rate of these cells through the activation of autorecep-
tors. In addition, low (parenterally administered) doses
of the DA agonist apomorphine selectively act at mid-
brain DA cell autoreceptors without stimulating postsyn-
aptic DA receptors (134). The properties of DA autore-
ceptors are listed in table 2.

In contrast to the results obtained in the nigrostriatal
and mesolimbic DA systems, the GBL- or axotomy-
induced inhibition of mesocortical DA impulse flow does
not elicit an increase in prefrontal cortical DA synthesis
(12). The increase in DA levels that occurs in this system
after the blockade of impulse flow is not due to an
increased DA synthesis, and is not reversible with DA
agonists (12-14, 118, 119, 38). These data strongly sug-
gest that mesocortical DA neurons projecting to the
prefrontal cortex lack functional terminal autoreceptors.
Likewise, the firing rate of DA cells positively identified

as innervating the prefrontal cortex (by antidromic ac-
tivation techniques) is unaltered by drugs which activate
cell body autoreceptors (11, 38). These data demonstrate
that these mesocortical DA neurons lack somatic/den-
dritic (as well as terminal) autoreceptors (see section VII
A).

B. Response to Acute and Chronic Dopamine Agonists
and Dopamine Antagonists

1. 3H-DA Synthesis. Early studies by Scatton et al.
(127) investigated the effects of dopaminergic agents on
SH-DA synthesis (from *H-tyrosine) in slices prepared
from hemicortices (including frontal, cingulate, and par-
ietal areas). In vivo pretreatment with the DA agonist
apomorphine decreased *H-DA synthesis in brain slices.
Pretreatment with the DA antagonist thioproperazine
increased both striatal and cortical SH-DA synthesis;
however, a 10-fold higher dose was required to obtain the
same effect in the cortex as in the striatum. These
investigators reported that tolerance to the activation of
SH-DA synthesis by DA antagonists developed in the
nigrostriatal but not mesolimbic and mesocortical DA
systems following chronic DA antagonist administration
(124, 125). A later analysis of the time course of activa-
tion following a single depot injection of the DA antag-
onist pipotiazine revealed the following: 1) in the stria-
tum, DA synthesis was initially accelerated, followed by
a marked and prolonged decrease in synthesis (i.e., the
development of tolerance); 2) in olfactory tubercle/nu-
cleus accumbens, synthesis of DA was accelerated for a
longer time, followed by an inhibitory phase of lesser
duration and extent than that seen in the striatum; and
3) in the cortex, only an increase in DA synthesis was
observed at all times, i.e., no tolerance developed (123).
Although these studies did not involve a very precisely
defined area of cortex, they have provided the impetus
for further research on the mesocortical DA system.

2. DA Metabolites. There are some discrepancies re-
garding the reported effects of the DA agonist apomor-

TABLE 2
Properties of dopamine autoreceptors.

1. Nerve terminal autoreceptors modulate the impulse-induced synthe-
sis and release of DA.

2. Cell body/dendritic autoreceptors regulate the physiological activity
(firing) of the DA cell.

3. In any particular DA system, autoreceptors are either present on or
absent from both the nerve terminals and cell bodies/dendrites.

4. Within any given DA system, nerve terminal and cell body/dendritic
autoreceptors appear to have similar or identical pharmacological
properties.

5. Nerve terminal autoreceptors on the mesolimbic dopamine neuron
appear to be more sensitive to dopamine agonists than autoreceptors
on nigrostriatal nerve terminals.

6. Autoreceptors differ from postsynaptic DA receptors in their phar-
macological responsiveness (e.g. the enhanced sensitivity of autore-
ceptors to DA agonists).

7. The responsiveness of autoreceptors is altered following chronic
exposure to various pharmacological agents.
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phine on frontal cortical DA metabolites but these are
most likely related to dosage, timing, and dissection,
although most data point to a similar conclusion. Wes-
terink and Korf (158) reported that a very high dose (5
mg/kg) of apomorphine depressed frontal cortical and
striatal free DOPAC%o a small and equal extent, while
lowering HVA to a greater extent. In a large frontal
cortical dissection, Elchisak et al. (51) found that free
DOPAC was depressed to a lesser extent by a relatively
high dose (2 mg/g) of apomorphine than was striatal free
DOPAC. While striatal conjugated DOPAC was also
significantly decreased, frontal cortical conjugated DO-
PAC was unaltered by apomorphine. Recently, Bacopou-
los and Roth (7) found that while apomorphine depressed
total (conjugated plus free) DOPAC and HVA levels and
reversed the haloperidol-induced increase in DA metab-
olites in the striatum and olfactory tubercle in a dose
dependent manner, the effects of apomorphine on DO-
PAC and HVA in a large frontal cortical region were
minimal or absent. Similarly, low (autoreceptor stimu-
lating) doses (30 to 50 ug/kg) of apomorphine, which
significantly decreased free HVA levels in the striatum
and olfactory tubercle, did not alter HVA levels in a
discrete prefrontal cortical region (14, 118, 119).

Likewise, some discrepancies have arisen regarding the
effect of DA antagonists on frontal cortical DA metabo-
lism. The acute administration of DA antagonists in-
creases striatal levels of the DA metabolites DOPAC and
HVA by approximately 250% to 400%. The responsive-
ness of the mesocortical DA system to DA antagonists
has been harder to determine definitively. In studies
involving rather large frontal cortical dissections (in
some cases possibly contaminated with mesolimbic tis-
sue), frontal cortical DOPAC increases on the order of
approximately 150% to 200% have been reported (7, 95,
96). However, in other experiments involving more dis-
crete frontal/prefrontal cortical dissections, much
smaller responses, on the order of only 30% to 95%
increases in DOPAC, have been found (158, 121, 160, 13,
14, 118, 119). The change in DA metabolite levels seen
also apparently depends on the metabolite measured.
HVA levels are usually increased in response to DA
antagonist to a greater extent (ranging from 50% to 400%
increases) than DOPAC levels, even in somewhat more
defined frontal cortical regions (158, 121, 160, 2, 3).
However, when analyses are carried out in a carefully
defined area of prefrontal cortex (14, 160), a region
receiving innervation from dopaminergic neurons devoid
of autoreceptors, the HVA response to acute treatment
with antipsychotic drugs is minimal and comparable to
the response of DOPAC. An enhanced response of HVA
relative to DOPAC is also seen in mesolimbic areas (158,
3), and may reflect a change in the fraction of DOPAC
converted to HVA under conditions of increased DA
activity (see section V F).

DA antagonists alter in vivo tyrosine hydroxylation
(DOPA accumulation after DOPA decarboxylase inhi-

bition) in a manner similar to DA metabolism. DOPA
accumulation is accelerated by as much as 400% in the
striatum by haloperidol. Since this increased DA synthe-
sis is only partially attenuated by the pharmacological
inhibition of DA impulse flow, it appears that the effect
of DA antagonists on striatal DA synthesis is due both
to an increase in nigrostriatal DA impulse flow and to
the blockade of striatal terminal autoreceptors (12). In
contrast, only about a 30% increase in DOPA accumu-
lation is seen in prefrontal cortex after haloperidol chal-
lenge. This modest increase in DA synthesis is totally
prevented by the blockade of mesocortical DA impulse
flow, consistent with the proposal that the effect of
haloperidol on the mesocortical DA system is solely due
to alterations in DA cell firing and does not involve an
interaction with nerve terminal DA autoreceptors (12).

Scatton (121) observed that chronic treatment with a
moderate dose of the DA antagonist haloperidol (0.2 mg/
kg) elicited striatal tolerance to DOPAC elevation within
11 days, and olfactory tubercle/nucleus accumbens tol-
erance by 40 days; the frontal cortex actually increased
in responsiveness by this time (40 days). Similarly, it has
been reported that 0.5 mg/kg of haloperidol induces a
diminished responsiveness to acute haloperidol challenge
in the striatum and olfactory tubercle, but not in the
prefrontal cortex, after 28 days of treatment (13). The
interesting observation was made that tolerance could be
induced within 11 days in all brain areas studied if
halperidol was administered in supermaximal doses (1 to
2 mg/kg haloperidol for mesolimbic area, 5 mg/kg for
frontal cortex; 121). Similar results have been obtained
with high doses of other neuroleptics (160, 2, 3).

The development of tolerance in the striatum (and
often in mesolimbic areas), but a lack of tolerance (or
even reverse tolerance) in the frontal cortex, in response
to moderate doses of DA antagonists has also been dem-
onstrated in other species, including primates (26, 27,
81, 4, 6, 117). A recent postmortem study (8) on human
brain demonstrated that following chronic neuroleptic
treatment, HVA levels were not significantly increased
in the projection areas of the nigrostriatal and mesolim-
bic DA systems; this suggests the development of toler-
ance to the effects of DA antagonists in these systems.
In contrast, several cortical areas, including the prefron-
tal cortex, contained elevated HVA levels, thereby sug-
gesting that tolerance did not develop in these brain
regions.

After chronic DA antagonist treatment schedules that
result in the development of tolerance to subsequent DA
antagonist challenge, DA autoreceptor supersensitivity
has been directly demonstrated in subcortical DA sys-
tems (64, 104, 104a, 62a, 10, 13). Even after such treat-
ment, no autoreceptor activity was demonstrable on the
DA nerve terminals in the prefrontal cortex (13).

3. Relationship between DA Autoreceptors and the Re-
sponse to Dopaminergic Drugs. The interaction of DA
agonists and antagonists with DA autoreceptors appar-

2102 ‘8 Jaqwiadaq uo Alslaniun Lesewwey | ye Bio'sjeuinofiadse asiwreyd woly papeojumoq


http://pharmrev.aspetjournals.org/

PHARMACOLOGICAL REVIEWS it

aspet

60 BANNON AND ROTH

ently plays a prominent role in determining the output
of the various DA systems in response to acute and
chronic treatment with these drugs, as summarized be-
low. DA neurons that lack DA autoreceptors show little
response (as in the case of the mesocortical system) (see
section VI B 2) or no response (e.g., the tuberoinfundi-
bular system) (42) to acute DA antagonist or agonist
challenge. DA systems that possess autoreceptors (nigro-
striatal, mesolimbic, and tuberohypophyseal systems)
respond dramatically to the administration of DA ago-
nists and antagonists (see section VI B 2, and Ref. 42).
In the mesocortical system, no tolerance to DA antago-
nists develops following chronic treatment, while toler-
ance does develop in DA systems possessing autorecep-
tors (see section VI B 2). Further, the time course for
the development of tolerance to DA antagonist challenge
parallels the development of autoreceptor supersensitiv-
ity (section VI B 2). Finally, both the acute response to
DA antagonists and agonists, and tolerance development
occurs in the nigrostriatal system, even after brain le-
sions which eliminate striatal postsynaptic DA receptors,
but which leave autoreceptors intact (63, 44, 45, 37, 20,
162, 163, 15, 122). These observations further strengthen
the belief that drug interaction with autoreceptors, as
opposed to postsynaptic receptors, play a major rather
than a minor role in influencing dopamine metabolism.

In summary, the unique characteristics of the meso-
cortical DA neurons (compared to nigrostriatal/mesolim-
bic DA systems), such as the greatly diminished effect of
DA antagonists and DA agonists (sections VI B 2, VII
A), as well as the increased DA turnover (section V, F,
G), the altered pattern and increased rate of cell firing
(section VII A), and the selective activation by certain
stresses (VI C), may be explained by the absence of nerve
terminal/cell body DA autoreceptors (see table 3). How-
ever, the importance of other dissimilarities between the
mesocortical and other DA systems, such as differences
in feedback pathways and neuronal inputs (section VI
D), has yet to be determined.

4. Protein Carboxylmethylation. Recent experiments
have uncovered a possible link between DA autoreceptor
activation and presynaptic protein carboxylmethylation
(PCM) (119, 21). DA apomorphine, and the putative
selective DA autoreceptor agonist 3-(3-hydroxyphenyl)-

TABLE 3
Unique characteristics of mesocortical dopamine neurons compared to
other dopamine systems: possible consequences of the lack of nerve
terminal and cell body/dendritic autoreceptors.

1. A higher DA turnover rate.

2. A higher rate of physiological activity (firing) and different pattern
of activity (more bursting).

3. Greatly diminished responsiveness to DA agonists and antagonists.

4. Lack of tolerance development following chronic antipsychotic drug
administration.

5. Resistance to the development of depolarization-induced inactiva-
tion following chronic treatment with antipsychotic drugs.

6. Selective activation by footshock stress.

N-n-propyl-piperdine (3-PPP) all produce a stimulation
of PCM in synaptosomes prepared from DA-rich termi-
nal areas such as striatum and olfactory tubercle, but
not in the hippocampus. This DA-sensitive PCM is
blocked by DA antagonists and by the prior destruction
of DA neurons and their autoreceptors. The lack of DA-
sensitive PCM in the prefrontal cortex is consistent with
other evidence for the absence of mesocortical DA auto-
receptors.

5. *H-Ligand Binding. After chronic neuroleptic treat-
ment, the binding of *H-spiperone in both rat and human
striatum and mesolimbic areas increases significantly
(increased B,.), while frontal cortical binding is unal-
tered (142, 2, 3, 114). However, as discussed above (sec-
tion V E), only a small percentage of the *H-spiperone
binding in the frontal cortex may be bound to DA recep-
tors under the conditions used in these studies, making
these results difficult to interpret.

C. Response to Footshock Stress

Thierry et al. (147) made the interesting observation
that 20 min of footshock stress caused a large, selective
increase in DA (but not NE) utilization in the frontal
cortex of AMT pretreated rats. A smaller activation was
seen in the nucleus accumbens, and no change was
observed in olfactory tubercle or striatum. Other inves-
tigators have since used changes in DOPAC as an index
of activation. Frontal cortical DOPAC is consistently
elevated 60% to 100% by 20 min of stress (54, 84, 149,
24, 113), an effect being seen as early as 3 min (54, 24).
The DOPAC/DA ratio has also been used in some of
these stress experiments, but as discussed above (section
V F), this measure may obscure some important infor-
mation. Thus, in response to DOPAC-elevating stress,
frontal cortical DA levels have been reported to decrease
(84, 24), increase (113), or remain unaltered (54, 149). In
addition, the time course for the reported decrease in
frontal cortical DA does not follow the elevation of
DOPAC (84, 24).

Cingulate cortex DOPAC-DA is also elevated (by 60%)
after footshock stress, an effect due to both an increase
in DOPAC and a decrease in DA (84). In agreement with
the initial experiments of Thierry et al. (147), it has been
shown that the DOPAC in the nucleus accumbens is
elevated by approximately 35% after footshock stress
(54, 149). Lavielle et al. (84) report no change in nucleus
accumbens DOPAC/DA, but in this case both DOPAC
and DA were elevated equally. Under the stress condi-
tions used, no changes in DA turnover in the olfactory
tubercle, septum, amygdala, medial basal hypothalamus,
or striatum have been reported (147, 54, 84, 149, 113).

Tissari et al. (149) report that conditions that elevate
frontal cortical DOPAC do not alter the Vi, of frontal
cortical TH or the K,, of TH for pteridine cofactor.
However, under the same conditions, Reinhard et al.
(113) have demonstrated an increase in tyrosine hydrox-
ylation in vivo (DOPA accumulation). The selective na-
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ture of the mesocortical DA activation is supported by
the lack of effect of this footshock stress on frontal
cortical 5-hydroxytryptophan accumulation, 5-HT, and
5-hydroxyindoleacetic acid levels, NE levels, and NE
utilization (113). Benzodiazepines reverse the footshock-
induced increase in frontal cortical DOPAC (54, 113),
DOPAC/DA ratio (84), or DOPA accumulation (113).
The stress-induced increase in DA was unaltered by
benzodiazepine pretreatment (113).

Interestingly, indirect evidence has suggested that the
substance P projection innervating the VTA may be
activated by the application of footshocks that selectively
activate the mesocortical DA system (92). In contrast,
just as the nigrostriatal DA system is unaffected by the
footshock stress used, the substance P projection to the
SN is apparently not activated under these conditions
(92). Recently, it has been demonstrated (11a) that prein-
fusion into the VTA of monoclonal antibodies directed
against substance P prevents the footshock-induced in-
crease in prefrontal cortical DOPAC, providing direct
evidence for a role of substance P VTA afferents in
mediating this response. Distinct afferents to different
areas within the VTA and SN may also account for the
selective responses of various DA systems to several
brain lesions (see section VI D).

Similar effects of footshock stress on DA metabolism
are seen in mice. Frontal cortical (but not striatal) DO-
PAC and HVA are increased by stress, with a time course
similar to that reported in rats (71, 79). Frontal cortical
DA levels have been reported to decrease (71) or increase
(79). Interestingly, much more dramatic increases in
frontal cortical DOPAC/DA are seen in Balb/C mice
(high rate self-stimulators/high emotionality) than in
C57 BL/C mice (low rate self-stimulators) (71). Surpris-
ingly, when *H-DA synthesis is measured in slices in
vitro following the in vivo stress, an increase in mouse
frontal cortical (but not striatal) 3H-DA synthesis is
observed, without any change in 3H-NE synthesis (49,
79). Since this stress-induced activation of *H-DA syn-
thesis is blocked by dexamethasone pretreatment and
mimicked by intracerebroventricular injection of ACTH,
Dunn and coworkers have suggested that endogenous
ACTH release may mediate the effect of stress on the
frontal cortical DA system, although they point out that
alternatively the injection of ACTH may itself act as a
stressor (49, 41, 79). In a quite distinct paradigm—
isolation induced fighting in mice—mesocortical (but not
nigrostriatal) *H-DA uptake is reportedly significantly
increased (68).

D. Response to Various Brain Lesions

Lisoprawski et al. (91) also reported that electrolytic
lesions of the entire habenula resulted in an activation
of the mesocortical DA system, as evidenced by an in-
crease in the DOPAC/DA ratio. DOPAC/DA was un-
changed in the nucleus accumbens, olfactory tubercle,
and striatum. The authors concluded that some neurons

originating or passing through the habenula exert a
selective inhibitory influence on mesocortical DA neu-
rons. These authors (70) also reported that electrolytic
lesions of the dorsal raphe caused an increase in DOPAC/
DA in the nucleus accumbens, and to some extent in the
striatum, but not in the frontal cortex. In the nucleus
accumbens, significant increases in both DOPAC and
DA were seen. The authors suggested that the DA neu-
rons projecting to the nucleus accumbens are under a
selective tonic inhibition exerted by neurons originating
from the dorsal raphe nucleus.

The studies of Phillipson (108, 109) have demonstrated
that different VTA regions in some cases receive quite
distinct neuronal inputs. For example, the majority of
the VTA region receives afferents from the lateral ha-
benula and the dorsal raphe. In contrast, the anterior
midline area of the VTA, which may correspond to the
site of origin of the mesocortical DA cells (see section
IV), receives afferents from the medial habenula and
medial raphe. The differential activation of various DA
projections following the lesions of different VTA affer-
ents might possibly be explained by the existence of
these distinct VTA inputs. Before any firm conclusions
along these lines can be reached, the arduous task of
examining the localization of VTA afferents relative to
that of the DA cells projecting to different terminal
regions must be undertaken.

E. Response to Miscellaneous Drugs

Bowers and Salomonsson (27a) assessed the effects of
a very low dose (0.05 umole/kg) of d-lysergic acid diethy-
lamide (LSD) on prefrontal cortical and striatal HVA.
Acutely, LSD more than doubled prefrontal cortical HVA
without changing striatal HVA. After chronic intermit-
tent treatment, LSD challenge elicited a lesser, but still
significant, increase in the prefrontal cortex. This latter
treatment schedule also increased striatal HVA by ap-
proximately 30%. Brom-LSD had an acute effect on
HVA in either prefrontal cortex or striatum.

The effects of intracerebroventricular injection of
ACTH,.,, and lysine vasopressin on subsequent *H-DA
accumulation from 3H-tyrosine in brain slices has been
examined, as mentioned above (section VI C). Both
ACTH, ., and lysine vasopressin are reported to selec-
tively activate >H-DA accumulation in frontal cortex,
while ACTH, ;, does not alter (and lysine vasopressin
actually inhibited) striatal *H-DA accumulation. Direct
in vitro incubation with ACTH,_,, or lysine vasopressin
does not significantly alter *H-DA accumulation in fron-
tal cortical or striatal slices.

Fadda et al. (53) have reported that the acute oral
administration of ethanol raised striatal but not frontal
cortical DOPAC. A concomitant increase in striatal
DOPA accumulation was observed. DA levels were un-
altered in both areas. Following chronic ethanol admin-
istration, however, frontal cortical (but not striatal) DA
was elevated by 60%. DOPAC in both areas was unaf-
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fected. Finally, following chronic treatment plus ethanol
challenge, increased DOPAC and decreased DA were
reported both in striatum and frontal cortex. Striatal
DOPA accumulation was no longer accelerated.

Both acute and chronic morphine treatment cause
increases in the firing rate of nigrostriatal DA neurons,
and increases in striatal DOPAC and DOPA accumula-
tion (105, 158). In contrast, acute morphine reportedly
does not raise frontal cortical DOPAC levels (158). Con-
versely, it has been reported that morphine does not
accelerate AMT-induced decline of striatal DA, but does
enhance DA decline in a large area of forebrain cortex
(99, 100).

Fadda et al. (55) also investigated the effects of lithium
on dopaminergic systems. While acute lithium had no
effect on DOPAC in any region, chronic lithium raised
striatal and nucleus accumbens DOPAC by approxi-
mately 45%. Frontal cortical DOPAC remained unal-
tered. DA levels were constant in all regions after both
acute and chronic treatment.

Waldmeier (153) has reported that the 5-HT receptor
blocker mianserin attenuates the effect of subsequently
administered haloperidol on frontal cortical DOPAC and
HVA. Conversely, a 5-HT reuptake inhibitor (CGP 6085
A) potentiates the effect of low dose haloperidol on
frontal cortical metabolites. Similar results were ob-
tained in the striatum and mesolimbic area (nucleus
accumbens/olfactory tubercle). The muscarinic agonist
oxotremorine elevates striatal and frontal cortical DO-
PAC to a similar extent (158). The monoamine oxidase
inhibitor pargyline dramatically decreases both striatal
and cortical DOPAC (51) and HVA (14) and attenuates
DA synthesis in both regions (12).

VII. Electrophysiological Characteristics and
Pharmacological Responsiveness of the
Mesocortical Dopamine Neurons and Dopamine-
sensitive Cells in the Frontal Cortex

A. Mesocortical Dopamine Cells

The biochemistry of the different DA systems has been
evaluated in detail, in part owing to the ease with which
distinct DA projection areas can be isolated for subse-
quent analysis. A distinction between different subpo-
pulations of DA cells at the level of the mesencephalon,
where the DA cell bodies are essentially contiguous, is
more difficult, and, in fact, this question has been ad-
dressed only very recently (11, 38). While the electro-
physiology of SN DA neurons has been thoroughly stud-
ied (for reviews, see Refs. 34, 31), many fewer studies
have been conducted on presumed VTA DA cells. Even
less is known about the electrophysiology of identified
subpopulations of VTA DA cells that innervate different
terminal fields (in this case, the prefrontal cortex). Only
these data will be briefly discussed here.

Deniau et al. (43) antidromically activated VTA cells
from the frontal cortex (as well as the septum, nucleus

accumbens, and striatum) which they divided into either
fast conduction velocity (>2 m/sec) or slow conduction
velocity (<1 m/sec) mesocortical cells. This second group
exhibited a mean conduction velocity of 0.53 m/sec. The
firing rate of this group of cells was not reported; the
range of discharge rates for all mesocortical cells was 0
to 8 sec. Interestingly, less than 2% of all VTA slow
conduction neurons (possible DA neurons) were found
to project to more than one forebrain structure (branch-
ing); none of these cells projected to the frontal cortex.
This is in good agreement with the anatomical evidence
for a lack of collateralization of VTA cells (see section
IV). These same investigators (144) found that these
unidentified slow-conducting mesocortical cells were re-
duced in number following local 6-OHDA lesions,
whereas the relative number of fast-conducting neurons
was increased. No further electrophysiological or phar-
macological characterization of these cells was reported.
Wang published a series of papers (155-157) on VTA
DA neurons, the majority of which were antidromically
activated by electrical stimulation of the nucleus accum-
bens. However, a few VTA DA cells (N = 11) could be
antidromically activated from a large area of the frontal
and anterior cingulate cortices (157). These DA cells
resembled other DA cells in terms of firing pattern,
discharge rate (2.87 + 0.82/sec), spike duration (3.2 +
0.4 msec), and conduction velocity (0.45 m/sec). Re-
cently, VTA DA cells antidromically activated from the
prefrontal cortex have been studied in some detail by
Chiodo, Bunney, and coworkers (11, 38). These cells are
localized to some extent to the medial VTA, in agreement
with most anatomical studies (see section IV). The con-
duction velocity (0.5 m/sec) and long duration action
potential (>2.5 msec) characteristic of DA neurons are
seen with these identified mesocortical DA cells. One
striking difference, however, is the much faster firing
rate of mesocortical DA neurons (9.3 + 0.6/sec) project-
ing to the prefrontal cortex as compared to VTA DA
cells innervating the cingulate and piriform cortices (5.9
+ 0.5/sec and 4.3 + 0.3/sec, respectively) and SN DA
cells innervating the striatum (3.1 + 0.5/sec). The me-
socortical cells projecting to the prefrontal and cingulate
cortices also exhibit significantly more bursting than
other DA cells (Table 1), although the physiological
significance of this difference is unknown at present.
DA cells identified as projecting to the prefrontal
cortex are readily inhibited by the indirect-acting DA
agonist d-amphetamine (157, 11, 38). This inhibition is
reversed by the administration of haloperidol (38). In
contrast, the mesocortical cells are not inhibited by low
(autoreceptor-selective) doses of apomorphine or the pu-
tative selective DA autoreceptor agonist 3-PPP (11, 38).
Likewise the firing rate of these neurons is unaffected
by the microiontophoretic application of DA (11, 38).
These neurons are thus strikingly different in their re-
sponsiveness to DA agonists in comparison to other VTA
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and SN DA cells. These data provide direct electrophys-
iological evidence that mesocortical DA cells innervating
the prefrontal cortex lack soma/dendritic autoreceptors
(see section VI A). These identified mesocortical cells
are also resistant to the induction of depolarization in-
activation (which is seen electrophysiologically with
other A9 and A10 DA cells) after chronic neuroleptic
treatment (38a). The mechanisms involved in this phe-
nomenon are currently under investigation.

B. Dopamine-sensitive prefrontal cortical cells

Only a few studies have assessed the effects of DA
drugs on the physiological activity of cells in the rat
frontal cortex. Mora et al. (102) simultaneously recorded
the activity of cells in the prefrontal cortex and an area
generally considered not to receive a prominent DA
innervation (somatosensory cortex or hippocampus). Of
the prefrontal cortical cells tested, 42% were inhibited
by intravenous apomorphine, while the activity of the
control cells was not decreased. d-Amphetamine and L-
DOPA (when given with a peripheral DOPA decarbox-
ylase inhibitor) also inhibited prefrontal cortical cells.
No attempt was made to correlate the response to DA
agonists with the cortical layer of the cell tested. Ana-
tomical studies have shown that, while the noradrenergic
innervation to the prefrontal cortex is relatively uniform,
the DA innervation is localized primarily to layers V and
VI (see section V A).

Bunney and Aghajanian (33) established a clear cor-
respondence between the response of a prefrontal cortical
cell to DA or NE and the localization (cortical layer) of
that cell. Cells in the more superficial layers (layers II
and III) were depressed by iontophoretically applied NE
but were minimally responsive to DA, whereas cells in
layers V and VI responded primarily to iontophoretically
applied DA and not NE. The NE reuptake blocker des-
methylimipramine, when microiontophoretically ap-
plied, potentiated the NE-induced inhibition in layers II
and III, but not the DA-induced depression in deeper
layers. Conversely, the iontophoretic application of the
DA reuptake blocker benztropine potentiated the DA-
but not NE-induced depression. The iontophoretic ap-
plication of the DA antagonist trifluoperazine blocked
the DA depression seen in layers V and VI, but not the
NE-induced inhibition seen in layers II and III.

Likewise, few studies have been conducted on the
electrophysiological responsiveness of cells in DA ter-
minal areas after chronic drug treatment. In the caudate
nucleus of the rat, a supersensitive response to ionto-
phoretic DA is evident during and/or after chronic neu-
roleptic treatment (165, 133). It has been reported that
the responsiveness of cat frontal cortical neurons is
unaltered after chronic neuroleptic treatment; however,
in this study, the responsiveness of cat striatal neurons
was also unchanged (22). The methodological differences
among these studies have been discussed at length (133).

VIII. Involvement of the Mesocortical Dopamine
System in Various Behaviors

A. Intracranial Self-Stimulation

It has been hypothesized that the mesocortical, meso-
limbic, and/or nigrostriatal DA systems may be involved
in the mediation of intracranial self-stimulation. While
the role of the various DA systems in self-stimulation
has been intensively investigated, an in depth discussion
of this research area is beyond the scope of this review.
It does not appear, however, that either the mesocortical
or the other DA projections are critical in maintaining
self-stimulation from various brain regions, although
they may serve a modulatory role (for reviews, see Refs.
59, 161). It is of interest that following a 10-min session
of bilateral intracranial self-stimulation of the VTA re-
gion, frontal cortical DOPAC was increased by approxi-
mately 90% and DA depleted by almost 30%, while a
smaller increase in nucleus accumbens DOPAC and no
change in nucleus accumbens DA was observed (132).
This is a similar response to that seen following a period
of footshock stress (see section VI C).

B. Stress

It is now well documented that the mesocortical DA
system is activated by footshock stresses which do not
activate most other brain catecholamine systems. The
biochemistry and pharmacology of this response are dis-
cussed in section VI C. More severe or chronic stresses
can alter noradrenergic, serotonergic, and dopaminergic
turnover in several brain regions (e.g., Refs. 145, 83).

C. Cognitive Function/Locomotor Activity

In a delayed response or delayed alternation paradigm,
the appropriate behavioral response is determined by a
previously presented stimulus. During the period that
separates the two stimuli, a slow surface negative poten-
tial (also called the contingent negative variation), as-
sociated with a state of anticipation, can be recorded
from the prefrontal cortical region in primates and man.
Electrophysiological recording of the activity of prefron-
tal cortical neurons reveals that most of these cells are
activated during some phase of this delay period (for
reviews, see Refs. 60, 61). Likewise, local cerebral glucose
utilization (as determined with '“C-2-deoxyglucose) is
selectively increased in the prefrontal cortex (but not
other brain regions of monkeys trained in a delayed
response task, as compared to untrained animals (30).

Lesions of the rat VTA induce a permanent syndrome
characterized by “locomotor hyperactivity, hyperreactiv-
ity, difficulties in suppressing previously learned re-
sponses or in tolerating frustrating situations, disappear-
ance of freezing reaction, disturbances of organized be-
haviors and hypoemotivity” (85, 62, 140). Likewise, food
search strategies are impaired following such lesions
(106). There is a very good correlation between the
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increase in locomotor activity seen and the decrease in
frontal cortical DA resulting from VTA lesions (140).
Similarly, after 6-OHDA lesions in the VTA, which
greatly reduce frontal cortical DA, more collateral or
irrelevant behaviors and an enhanced distractibility or
responsiveness to environmental stimuli are seen (131).
Rats with these lesions exhibit a severe impairment in
the retention of delayed alteration (131). Local injection
of 6-OHDA into the prefrontal cortex of rats pretreated
with desipramine (to protect the noradrenergic projec-
tions), which causes a dramatic local depletion of DA,
elicits the same hyperactivity (35, 111). Interestingly,
these authors reported that several biochemical measures
of the activity of the subcortical DA systems are in-
creased following these lesions (35, 110, 111). Similar
local 6-OHDA /desipramine lesions in the prefrontal cor-
tex have been performed in monkeys (29). An impair-
ment in spatial delayed alternation performance nearly
as severe as that induced by surgical ablation of the
prefrontal cortex was reported. However, 6-OHDA-in-
duced deficit can be pharmacologically reversed with
dopamine agonists (29).

D. Prefrontal Cortical/Subcortical Dopamine
Interaction: A Speculative Synthesis

It has been known for many years that lesions of the
frontal cortex alter the effects of dopaminergic drugs on
behaviors thought to be mediated by subcortical DA
systems (see Ref. 128 and references therein). For in-
stance, frontal cortical lesions enhance DA-agonist (d-
amphetamine or apomorphine)-induced stereotypy, lo-
comotor activity, and circling; conversely these lesions
attentuate DA-antagonist-induced catalepsy (128). In-
terestingly, a recent report suggests that large frontal
cortical ablations induce oral dyskinesia and greatly po-
tentiate haloperidol-induced dyskinesia (67). These data
are consistent with the possibility of a lesion induced
increase in ipsilateral subcortical DA transmission. How-
ever, basal and drug-induced changes in striatal DOPAC
levels are reportedly unaltered following frontal cortical
lesions (122, 128). Pycock and Carter and co-workers
(110, 111, 35) have reported that selective prefrontal
cortical DA lesions also apparently enhance subcortical
DA transmission, since these more selective lesions also
increase DA-agonist-induced behaviors. In addition,
after prefrontal cortical DA lesions, biochemical evidence
of increased subcortical DA turnover was also obtained.

An increase in the activity of subcortical DA systems
in response to lesioning of either the entire frontal cortex
or the DA innervation to the prefrontal cortex may thus
account for the increased locomotor activity generally
seen following such lesions, as suggested by Pycock and
coworkers. Consistent with this suggestion, behavioral
manipulations (e.g. isolation) which decrease prefrontal
cortical DOPAC/DA result in a concurrent increase in
subcortical DOPAC/DA (24). In addition, the placement
of different mouse strains in an open field apparatus has

an inverse effect on prefrontal cortical DOPAC/DA and
locomotor activity, i.e. the smaller the increase in pre-
frontal cortical DOPAC/DA evoked, the greater the in-
crease in locomotor activity (137).

As mentioned above, in many species lesions of the
prefrontal cortex induce functional deficits including 1)
dramatic deficits on certain “cognitive” tasks, 2) a diffi-
culty in suppressing attention to irrelevant internal and
external stimuli, and (a possibly related) motor hyper-
activity, and 3) a diminution in affective and social
behavior (see Refs. 60, 61, 106). These changes parallel
most of the predominant symptoms of schizophrenia,
including a disruption of higher cognitive functions, dif-
ficulty of attention, increased and stereotypic motor be-
havior, and disturbances in affective response and with-
drawal from interaction with other people (see 120, 106).
These data may seem at odds, since the effects of pre-
frontal cortical lesions are often mimicked by selective
reductions in prefrontal cortical DA, while schizophrenia
has been thought to be somehow linked to a relative
excess of cortical or limbic DA influence. However, the
animal experiments on prefrontal cortical/subcortical
DA interaction could help to reconcile these data. If
schizophrenia involved some disturbance of frontal lobe
function, as has been previously suggested, the subcort-
ical or other cortical DA systems normally modulated by
the prefrontal cortex might in turn be activated. The
increased activity of these other DA systems could ac-
count for some of the schizophrenic symptomology ob-
served, and the efficacy of antipsychotic agents could be
due to DA blockade at these sites. Yet the cognitive/
attentional (prefrontal cortical) deficits might be ex-
pected to persist even in patients who otherwise show
clinical improvement. In fact, such deficits have been
reported even in schizophrenics on antipsychotic drug
treatment or in remission (see Ref. 164 and references
therein, 106).

IX. Summary

The current information on the pharmacology and
function of the DA innervation to the prefrontal cortex
is a synthesis of data from several initially distinct areas
of research. Some possible functions of the mesocortical
DA system are suggested from the extensive studies
conducted on the role of the prefrontal cortex in behav-
ior, and also from the data on prefrontal cortical modu-
lation of the output of subcortical DA systems. Mean-
while, anatomical, behavioral, biochemical, and electro-
physiological studies on mesocortical DA neurons have
largely resulted from interest in determining the site(s)
and mechanism(s) of action of various psychotropic
drugs, and particularly the antipsychotic drugs (DA an-
tagonists). An interrelated field of study has investigated
the functional role of DA autoreceptors.

The mesocortical DA system possesses many unique
characteristics compared to the nigrostriatal/mesolimbic
DA systems, including 1) a higher DA turnover rate, 2)
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a higher rate and different pattern of neuronal discharge,
3) a greatly diminished responsiveness to DA agonists
and antagonists, 4) a lack of tolerance to the effect of
chronically administered DA antagonists, and 5) a selec-
tive activation by footshock stress. These characteristics
may be due to the fact that the DA cells projecting to
the prefrontal cortex lack DA autoreceptors, an impor-
tant site for the physiological and pharmacological mod-
ulation of subcortical DA systems. This contention is
further supported by recent studies on two distinct DA
systems innervating, respectively, the anterior cingulate
and piriform cortices: the former system, which lacks DA
autoreceptors, responds much like the prefrontal cortical
DA system; the latter system, which possesses functional
DA autoreceptors, manifests a pharmacological respon-
siveness similar to the nigrostriatal/mesolimbic DA sys-
tems (11, 14, 118, 119, 38).

Autoreceptors may be an important target for future
rational drug design. For example, DA agonists more
selective for DA autoreceptors (65, 72) may be useful
agents in the treatment of schizophrenia. If, however,
these drugs prove ineffective in schizophrenic patients,
it might help to explain the equivocal results obtained to
date in the treatment of schizophrenia with low (auto-
receptor-specific) doses of less selective DA agonists (for
a review, see Ref. 97). A lack of clinical efficacy of DA
autoreceptor agonists might also suggest that if a DA
system is indirectly involved in schizophrenia the site of
therapeutic action of antipsychotic drugs is a DA system
(such as that innervating the prefrontal cortex) that
lacks autoreceptors.

Acknowledgments. This research was supported in part by grants
from the National Institute of Mental Health, grant MH-14092, and
the State of Connecticut.

We thank Mrs. Lynn Williams and Mrs. Diane Bennett for their
skilled assistance in the preparation of this manuscript. The following
colleagues provided helpful discussions and suggestions during the
course of writing this review: Drs. B. S. Bunney, L. A. Chiodo, A. A.
Grace, G. R. Heninger, M. J. Bowers, Jr., G. K. Aghajanian, L. T.
Meltzer, P. S. Goldman-Rakic, S. D. Iversen, and J. Alpert. Drs. L. W.
Swanson and A. J. Dunn provided us with preprints of unpublished
manuscripts.

REFERENCES

1. AGNATY, L. F.,, Fuxe, K., ANDERSSON, K., BENFENATY, F., CORTELLY, P.,
AND D’ALESSANDRO, R.: The mesolimbic dopamine system: Evidence for
a high amine turnover and for a heterogeneity of the dopamine neuron
population. Neurosci. Lett. 18: 45-51, 1980.

2. BacorouLos, N. G.: Biochemical mechanism of tolerance to neuroleptic
drugs; regional differences in rat brain. Eur. J. Pharmacol. 70: 585-586,
1981.

3. BACOPOULOS, N. G.: Antipsychotic drug effects on dopamine and serotonin

In vitro binding and in vivo turnover studies. J. Pharmacol.
Exp. Ther. 219: 708-713, 1981.
4. BacorouLos, N. G., Bus'm,G R.lmaoun,D E., BAuLy, J., AND ROTH,

R. H.: Regional sensitivity of primate brain dopaminergic neurons to
halopendoLAltonhomﬁollomn‘chromcmt.BnmRuls7
396401, 1978.

5. BACOPOULOS, N. G., HATTOX, S. E., AND ROTH, R. H.: 3,4-Dihydroxyphen-

yhcohc.cdaudhownmﬂtmdmmphmmwwof
central dopaminergic activity. Eur. J. Pharmacol. 58: 225-236, 1979.

6. BacorouLos, N. G ReDMOND, D. E., BauLy, J., AND RoTH, R. H.:
Chronic orﬂlpbmeﬂmondopcmmmbohnm
berain, fiuid and plasma of aethiops (Vervet

M)Jw&pmzl&lé 1960.

7. BAcopPouL0S, N. G., AND RoTH, R. H.: Apomorphine-haloperidol interac-
tions: Different types of antagonism in cortical and subcortical brain
regions. Brain Res. 205: 313-319, 1981.

8. BacorouLos, N. G., Sroxss, E. G, Brp, E. D, AND RoTH, R. H.:
Antipsychotic dma action in .chnophnme patients: Effect on cortical
dopamine metabolism after long-term treatment. Science 205: 1405-
1407, 1979.

9. BANNON, M. J., BUNNEY, E. B., AND ROTH, R. H.: Mesocortical dopamine
neurons: Rapid transmitter turnover compared to other brain catechol-
amine systems. Brain Res. 218: 376-382, 1981.

10. BANNON, M. J., BUNNEY, E. B,, ZIGUN, J. R., SKIRBOLL, L. R., AND ROTH,
R. H.: Presynaptic dopamine receptors: Insensitivity to kainic acid and
the development of supersensitivity following chronic haloperidol. Nau-
nyn-Schmiedeberg’s Arch. Pharmacol. 312: 161-164, 1980.

11. Bmuou. M. J., CHioDo, L. A, RoTH, R. H., AND BUNNEY, B. S.: Meso-

dopamme neurons. I. Electmphynolopal and biochemical evi-
dence for the absence of autoreceptors in a subpopulation. Soc. Neurosci.
Abstr. 8: 480, 1982.

11a. BANNON, M. J., ELLIOT, P. J., ALPERT, J. E., GOEDERT, M., IVERSEN, S.
D., AND Ivme, L. L.: Selecuve activation of moeomcal dopamine
neutombystm'l‘heroleofmbstancePaﬁmnudemonmtedunng
in vivo application of substance P monoclonal antibody, submitted for
publication, 1983.

12. BANNON, M. J., MICHAUD, R. L., AND ROTH, R. H.: Mesocortical dopamine
neurons: Lack of autoreceptors modulating dopamine synthesis. Mol.
Pharmacol. 19: 270-275, 1981.

13. BANNON, M. J., REINHARD, J. F., JR., BUNNEY, E. B, AND ROTH, R. H.
Unique response to antipsychotic drugs is due to the absence of terminal
autoreceptors in mesocortical dopamine neurons. Nature (Lond.) 296:
444446, 1982.

14. BANNON, M. J., WoLr, M. E,, AND ROTH, R. H.: Pharmacology of dopamine
neurons innervating the prefrontal, cingulate and piriform cortices. Eur.
J. Pharmacol,, in press, 1983.

15. BARING, M. D., WALTERS, J. R., AND ENG, N.: Action of systemic apomor-
phine on dopamine cell firing after neostriatal kainic acid lesion. Brain
Res. 181: 214-218, 1980.

16. BECKSTEAD, R. M.: Convergent thalamic and mesencephalic projections to
the anterior medial cortex in the rat. J. Comp. Neurol. 166: 403416,
1976.

17. BecksTRAD, R. M., DoMESIC, V. B., AND NAUTA, W. J. H.: Efferent
connections of the substantia nigra and ventral tegmental area in the rat.
Brain Res. 175: 191-197, 1979.

18. BERGER, B., TasSIN, J. P., BLANC, G., MOYNE, M. A., AND THIERRY, A.
M.: Histochemical confirmation for dopaminergic innervation of the rat
cerebral cortex after destruction of the noradrenergic ascending pathways.
Brain Res. 81: 332-337, 1974.

19. BERGER, B., THIERRY, A. M., TASSIN, J. P., AND MOYNE, M. A.: Dopami-
nergic innervation of the rat prefrontal cortex: A fluorescence histochem-
ical study. Brain Res. 108: 133-145, 1976.

20. BiGGIO, G., CAsU, M., KLIMEK, V., AND GESSA, G. L.: Dopamine synthesis:
Toleranoe to hnlopendol and mpercenatmty to apomorphine depend on

pre-synaptic receptors. In Advances in Biochemical Psychopharmacology,
ed. by F. Cattabeni, G. Racagni, P. F. Spano, and E. Costa, vol. 24, pp.
18-22, Raven Press, New York, 1980.

21. BILLINGSLEY, M. L., AND RoTH, R. H.: Dopamine autoreceptor agonists
stimulate protein carboxylmethylation in striatal synaptosomes. J. Phar-
macol. Exp. Ther. 223: 681-688, 1982.

22. BIOULAC, B., BOULARD, G., VINCENT, J. D., AND PruL, E.: Effects of
dopamine agonists on neurones in the caudate nucleus and cerebral cortex
of cats chronically treated with neuroleptics. Neuropharmacology 17:
965-969, 1978.

23. BJORKLUND, A., Divac, L, AND LINDVALL, O.: Regional distribution of
catecholamines in monkey cerebral cortex, evidence for a dopaminergic
innervation of the primate prefrontal cortex. Neurosci. Lett. 7: 115-119,
1978.

24. BLANC, G., HERVE, D., SIMON, H., LiSOPRAWSKI, A., GLOWINSKI, J., AND
TASSIN, J P. Relpomewmofmﬁmulduptmmme
mmmmmmummhmt{m([ond.)m 265-267,

25.Bocnm J., Tassin, J. P., THIERRY, A. M., GLOWINSKI, J., AND PRE-
nom.J..ChaMofdnpammemdMa adrenergic sensitive aden-
ylate cyclases in the frontal cerebral cortex of the rat. Comparative effects
of neuroleptics on frontal cortex and striatal dopamine sensitive adenylate
cyclases. Brain Res. 122: 71-86, 1977.

26. Bowers, M. B, Jr., AND Rozimis, A.: Regional differences in homovanillic
acid concentrations after acute and chronic administration of antipsycho-
tic drugs. J. Pharm. Pharmacol. 28: 743-745, 1974.

27. Bowemrs, M. B, JR., AND Rozimis, A.: Brain homovanillic acid: Regional
changes over time with antipsychotic drugs. Eur. J. Pharmacol. 89: 109-
115, 1976.

27a. Bowns, M. B, Jn.. AND SALOMONSSON, L. A.: LSD: Effect on mono-
amine meubolrm in rat prefrontal cortex. Biochem. Pharmacol. 31:

40934098, 1982.
28. BROWN,R. M., Cuu:.A.M AND GOLDMAN, P. S.: Regional distribution
dmmmwmﬁmmof&e

2102 ‘8 Jaqwiadag uo Ausianiun pesewwey | ye Bio sjeuinofiadse asswieyd woly papeojumoq


http://pharmrev.aspetjournals.org/

PHARM
REV

PHARMACOLOGICAL REVIEWS

aspet

66 BANNON AND ROTH

rhesus monkey: Concentrations and in vivo synthesis rates. Brain Res.
168: 133-150, 1979.

29. Brozoski, T. J., BROWN, R. M., RosvoLp, H. E., AND GOLDMAN, P. S.:
Cognitive deficit caused by regional depletion of dopamine in prefrontal
cortex of rhesus money. Science 208: 929-931, 1979.

30. BuGBEE, N. M., AND GOLDMAN-RAKIC, P. S.: Functional 2-deoxyglucose
mapping in association cortex: Prefrontal activation in monkeys perform-
ing a cognitive task. Soc. Neuroeci. Abstr. 7: 239, 1981.

31. BUNNEY, B. S.: The electrophysiological pharmacology of midbrain dopa-
minergic systems. In The Neurobiology of Dopamine, ed. by A. S. Horn,
J. Korf, and B. H. C. Westerink, pp. 417-452, Academic Press, New York,
1979.

32. BUNNEY, B. S., AND AGHAJANIAN, G. K.: Dopaminergic influence in the
basal ganglia: Evidence for strionigral feedback regulation. /In The Basal
Ganglia, ed. by M. D. Yahr, pp. 249-267, Raven Press, New York, 1976.

33. BUNNEY, B. S., AND AGHAJANIAN, G. K.: Dopamine and norepinephrine
innervated cells in the rat prefrontal cortex: Pharmacological differentia-
tion using microiontophoretic techniques. Life Sci. 19: 1783-1792, 1976.

34. BUNNEY, B. S., AND AGHAJANIAN, G. K.: Mesolimbic and mesocortical
dopaminergic systems: Physiology and pharmacology. In Psychopharma-
cology: A Generation of Progress, ed. by M. A. Lipton and A. DiMascio,
pp. 159-169, Raven Press, New York, 1978.

35. CARTER, C. J., AND PyCOCK, C. J.: Behavioural and biochemical effects of
dopamine nnd noradrenaline depletion within the medial prefrontal cortex
of the rat. Brain Res. 192: 163-176, 1980.

36. CARTER, D. A., AND FIBIGER, H. D.: Ascending projections of presumed
dopamine-containing neurons in the ventral tegmentum of the rat as
demonstrated by horseradish peroxidase. Neuroscience 2: 569-676, 1977.

37. Casu, M., KLiIMEK, V., BIGGIO, G., AND GESSA, G. L.: Tolerance to
haloperidol effect on dopamine (DA) synthesis is independent from post-
synaptic DA receptors. Pharmacol. Res. Commun. 12: 393-396, 1980.

38. CHioDO, L. A., BANNON, M. J.,, RoTH, R. H., AND BUNNEY, B. S.: The
absence of autoreceptors on mesocortical dopamine neurons: Electrophys-
iological and biochemical evidenoe, submitted for publication, 1883.

38a. CHIODO, L. A., AND BUNNEY, B. S.: Typical and atypical neuroleptics:
Differential effects of chronic ndmmnstuuonontheactmtyofAQand
A10 midbrain dopaminergic neurons. J. Neurosci., in press, 1983.

39. COOPER, J. R., BLoOM, F. E., AND RoTH, R. H.: The Biochemical Basis of
Neuropharmacology, 4th ed., Oxford University Press, New York, 1982.

40. CREESE, L., AND SNYDER, S. H.: *H-Spiroperidol labels serotonin receptors
in rat cerebral cortex and hippocampus. Eur. J. Pharmacol. 49: 201-202,
1978.

41. DELANOY, R. L., KRAMARCY, N. L., AND DUNN, A. J.: ACTH, 4 and lysine
vasopressin selectively activate ine synthesis in frontal cortex.
Brain Res. 231: 117-129, 1982.

42. DEMEREST, K. T., AND MOORE, K. E.: Comparison of dopamine synthesis
regulation in tbe terminals of nigrostriatal, mesolimbic, tuberoinfundi-
bular and tuberohypophyseal neurons. J. Neural Transm. 46: 263-277,
1979.

43. DENIAU, J. M., THIERRY, A. M., AND FEGER, J.: Electrophysiological
identification of mesencephalic ventromedial tegmentum (VMT) neurons
projecting to the frontal cortex, septum and nucleus accumbens. Brain
Res. 189: 315-326, 1980.

44. DICHIARA, G., PORCEDDU, M. L., FRATTA, W., AND GESSA, G. L.: Postsyn-
aptic receptors are not essential for dopalmnerg:c feedback regulation.
Nature (Lond.) 267: 270-272, 1977.

45. DICHIARA, G., PORCEDDU, M. L., SPANO, P. F., AND GESSA, G. L.: Halo-
peridol increases and apomorphine decmse- mutal dopamine metabo-
lism after destruction of striatal sensitive adenylate cyclase by
kainic acid. Brain Res. 130: 374-382, 1977.

46. DIVAC, L.: Neostriatum and functions of prefrontal cortex. Acta Neurobiol.
Exp. 32: 461477, 1972.

47. DIVAC. I., BJORKLUND, A., LINDVALL, O., AND PASSINGHAM, R. E.: Con-
verging projections from tho mediodorsal thalamic nucleus and mesence-

phalic dopaminergic neurons to the neocortex in three species. J. Comp.
Neurol. 180: 53-72, 1978.

48. DOLPHIN, A., ADRIEN, J., HAMON, M., AND BOCKAERT, J.: Identity of [*H}
dihydmalprenolol bindin( sites and beta-adrenergic receptors coupled
with adenylate cyclase in the central nervous system: Pharmacological
properties, distribution and adaptive responsiveness. Mol. Pharmacol. 15:
1-15, 1979.

49. DUNN, A. J., KRAMARCY, N. R., AND DELANOY, R. L.: Hormonal involve-
ment in footshock-induced changes in catecholamine synthesis in brain
slices. lnFuncuondeeg\ﬂnuonofMonummeEnzymed.byE.
Usdin, N. Weiner, and M. B. H. Yondim, pp. 297-305, Macmillan Pub-
lishers, London, 1981.

50. ELCHISAK, M. A., MAAS, J. W., AND ROTH, R. H.: Dihydroxyphenylacetic
acid eonjuute: Natural occurrence and demonstration of probenecid-
induced accumulation in rat striatum, olfactory tubercles and frontal
cortex. Eur. J. Pharmacol. 41: 369-378, 1972.

51. ELCHISAK, M. A., MURRIN, L. C., AND ROTH, R. H.: Free and conjugated
dihydroxyphenylacetic acid: Effect of alterations in impulse flow in rat
neostriatum and frontal cortex. Psychopharmacol. Commun. 2: 411-420,
1976.

652. EM8ON, P. C., AND K00B, G. F.: The origin and distribution of dopamine-

containing afferents to the rat frontal cortex. Brain Res. 142: 249-267,
1978.

53. FADDA, F., ARGIOLAS, A., MELIS, M. R, SERRA, G., AND GESSA, G. L.:
Differential effect of acute and chronic ethanol on dopamine metabolism
in frontal cortex, caudate nucleus and substantia nigra. Life Sci. 27: 979-
986, 1980.

54. FADDA, F., ARGIOLAS, A., MELIS, M. R, Ti88ARI, A. H,, ONALL, P. L., AND
GEsSA, G. L.: Stress-induced increase in 3,4-dihydroxyphenylacetic acid
(DOPAC) levels in the cerebral cortex and in nucleus accumbens: Reversal
by diazepam. Life Sci. 23: 2219-2224, 1978.

55. FADDA, F., SERRA, G., ARGIOLAS, A., MELIS, M. R., AND GEsSA, G. L.
Effect of lithium on 3,4-dihydroxyphenylacetic acid (DOPAC) concentra-
tions in different brain areas of rats. Pharmacol. Res. Commun. 12: 689-
693, 1980.

66. FALLON, J. H.: Collateralization of monoamine neurons: Mesotelencephalic
dopammepropctwmtoeeudato,nptumnndﬁonhleortox..’ Neurosci.
1: 1361-1368, 1981.

57. FALLON, J. H., AND MOORE, R. Y.: Catecholamine innervation of the basal
fonbmn.IV Topography of the dopamine projection to the basal fore-
brain and neostriatum. J. Comp. Neurol. 180: 545-580, 1978.

58. FALLON, J. H,, RILEY, J. H., AND MOORE, R. Y.: Substantia nigra dopamine
neurons: te populations project to neostriatum and allocortex.
Neurosci. Lett. 7: 157-162, 1978.

59. FIBIGER, H. C.: Drugs and reinforcement mechanism: A critical review of
the catecholamine theory. Annu. Rev. Pharmacol. Toxicol. 18: 37-66,
1978.

60. FUSTER, J. M.: The Prefrontal Cortex: Anatomy, Physiology, and Neurop-
sychology of the Frontal Lobe, Raven Press, New York, 1980.

61. FUSTER, J. M.: Prefrontal cortex in motor control. In Handbook of Physi-
ology, Section 1: The Nervous System, vol. II, pp. 1149-1178, American
Physiological Society, Washington, D. C., 1981.

62. GALEY, D., SIMON, H., AND LEMOAL, M.: Behavioural effects of lesions in
thoAlOdopummetocamoftbomt.anRes. 124: 83-97, 1977.

62a. GALLAGHER, D. W., PERT, A., AND BUNNEY, W. E, JR.: Haloperidol-
induced - presynaptic dopamme supersensitivity is blocked by chronic
lithium. Nature (Lond.) 273: 309-312, 1978.

63. GARCIA-MuNoOZ, M., NicoLaou, N. M,, TULLOCH, I. F., WRIGHT, A. K.,
AND ARBU'I'HNM'I‘, G. W.: Feedback loop or output pathway in striato-
nigral fibres? Nature (Lond.) 285: 363-365, 1977.

64. GIANUTS08, G., THORNBURG, J. E., AND Moou, K. E.: Differential actions
of dopamine agonists on the - increase in mouse
brain dopamine. Psychopharmacology 50: 225-2% 1976.

65. GOODALE, D. B., RusTERHOLZ, D. B., LONG, J. P, FLYNN, J. R., WALSH,
B., CANNON, J. G., AND LEE, T.: Neumchemiul nnd behavioral evidence
for a selective presynaptic dopainine receptor agonist. Science 210: 1141-
1143, 1980.

66. GROVES, P. M., WILSON, C. J., YOUNG, S. J., AND REBEC, G. V.: Self-
mhiblhonbydnpnmmemcmhdumhwwthe ‘neuronal
feedback loop’ hypothesis for the mode of action of certain psychotropic
drugs. Science 190: 522-529, 1975.

67. GUNNE, L. M., GROWDON, J., AND GLABSER, B.: Oral dyskinesia in rats
following brain lesions and neuroleptic drug administration. Psychophar-
macology 77: 134-139, 1882.

68. HADFIELD, M. G.: Mesocortical vs. nigrostriatal dopamine uptake in isolated
fighting mice. Brain Res. 222: 172-176, 1981.

69. HERVE, D., BLANC, G., GLOWINSKI, J., AND TAsSIN, J. P.: Reduction of
dopamneutdmﬂonmtbepnﬁonuleomb\nnotmthenucb\n
accumbens after selective destruction of noradrenergic fibers innervating
the ventral tegmental area in the rat. Brain Res. 287: 510-516, 1982.

70. HERVE, D., S1MON, H., BLANC, G., LiSOPRAWSKI, A., LeMoAL, M., GLOW-
INSKI, J., AunTmm,J P. lncnudunlmmnofdopammomthe
nuclemaccumbembutnotmthcentnleommdonalnpbehuom
in the rat. Neurosci. Lett. 15: 127-133, 1979.

71. HERVE, D., TasSIN, J. P., an:uuv, C., BLANC, G., LAVIELLE, 8., AND
GLOWINSKI, d: D:ffennee in the n.ctmty of the muoeortml dopum
nergic neurons to stress in the BALB/C and C57 BL/6 mice. Life Sci.
25: 1659-1664, 1979.

72. HIORTH, S., CARLSSON, A., WIKSTROM, H., LINDBERG, P., SANCHEZ, D.,
HACKSELL, V., ARVIDSSON, L. E., SVENSSON, V., AND NILSSON, J. L. G.:
3-PPP, a new centrally acting DA-receptor agonist with selectivity for
autoreceptors. Life Sci. 28: 1225-1238, 1981.

73. HOKFELT, T., LJUNGDAHL, A., FUxe, K., AND JOHANSSON, O.: Dopamine
nemurmimhindnmlimbiccom::Aspecuofthedopamimhypoth-
esis of schizophrenia. Science 184: 177-179, 1974.

74. HOWLETT, D. R., AND NAHORSKI, S. R.: Quantitative assessment of heter-
ogeneous *H-spiperone binding to rat neostriatum and frontal cortex. Life
Sci. 26: 511-517, 1980.

75. KEBABIAN, J. W., AND CALNE, D. B.: Multiple receptors for dopamine.
Nature (Lond.) 277: 93-96, 1979.

76. KEHR, W., CARLSSON, A., AND LINDQVIST, M.: Catecholamine synthesis in
rat brain after axotomy: Interaction between apomorphine and haloperi-
dol. Naunyn-Schmiedeberg’s Arch. Pharmacol. 287: 111-117, 1977.

77. KEHR, W., CARL8SSON, A., LINDQVIST, M., MAGNUSSON, T., AND ATACK,
C. V. Evndnnee for a nceptor-modnted feedback eontml of striatal
tyrosine hydroxylase activity. J. Pharm. Pharmacol. 24: 744-747, 1972.

2102 ‘8 Jaqwiadaq uo Alslaniun Lesewwey | ye Bio'sjeuinofiadse asiwreyd woly papeojumoq


http://pharmrev.aspetjournals.org/

PHARMACOLOGICAL REVIEWS it

aspet

MESOCORTICAL DOPAMINE NEURONS 67

78. KEHR, W., LINDQVIST, M., AND CARLSSON, A.: Distribution of dopamine
in the rat cerebral cortex. J. Neural Transm. 38: 173-180, 1976.

79. KRAMARCY, N. R., DELANOY, R. L., AND DUNN, A. J.: The effects of
footshock on regional catecholamine synthesis in brain slices. Brain Res.,
submitted for publication, 1982.

80. KRIEGER, N. R., BUNNEY, B. S., AND GREENGARD, P.: Localization of
dopamine-sensitive adenylate cyclase activity within laminae of the pre-

" frontal cortex. Brain Res. 179: 171-175, 1979.

81. LAURON, P., DEBIE, K., AND LEYSEN, J.: Specific effect of haloperidol on
dopamine turnover in the frontal cortex. Naunyn-Schmiedeberg’s Arch.
Pharmacol. 202: 183-185, 1977.

82. LADURON, P. M., JANSSEN, P. F. M., AND LEYSEN, J. E.: Spiperone: A
ligand of choice for neuroleptic receptors. 2. Regional distribution and in
vivo displacement of neuroleptic drugs. Biochem. Pharmacol. 27: 317-
321, 1978.

83. LANE, J. D., Sanps, M. P., Co, C., CHEREK, D. R., AND SMITH, J. E.
Biogenic monoamine turnover in discrete rat brain regions is correlated
with conditioned emotional response and its conditioning history. Brain
Res. 240: 95-108, 1982.

83a. LANGLAIS, P. J., WaLsH, F. X., STRVENS, T. J.,, AND BmrD, E. D.:
Faumtwnofdopammeumrmummhmhcmdﬁonuloomed
areas of human brain. Soc. Neuroeci. Abstr. 8: 114, 1982,

84. LAVIELLE, 8., TAsSIN, J. P., THIERRY, A. M., BLANC, G., HERVE, D.,
BARTHELEMY, C., AND GLOWINSKI, J.: Blockade by benzodiazepines of
ﬂnuloctwohnghmcmumdopaminewmoverm&wedbyumum
mesocortical dopaminergic neurons of the rat. Brain Res. 168: 585-594,
1978.

85. LEMoAL, M., CARDO, B., AND STINUS, L.: Influence of ventral mesence-
phalic lesions on various spontaneous and conditioned behaviors in the
rat. Physiol. Behav. 4: 567-573, 1969.

86. LEYSEN, J. E., NIEMEGRERS, S. J. E., TOLLENAERE, J. P., AND LADURON,
P. M.: Serotonergic component of neroleptic receptors. Nature (Lond.)
272: 168-171, 1978.

87. LINDVALL, O., AND BJORKLUND, A.: Anatomy of the dopaminergic neuron
systems in the rat brain. /n Advances in Biochemical Psychopharmacol-
ogy, ed. by P. J. Roberts, G. N. Woodruff, and L. L. Iversen, vol. 19, pp.
1-23, Raven Press, New York, 1978.

88. LINDVALL, O., BJORKLUND, A., AND DIVAC, L.: Subcortical afferents to the

mﬁonuleomOmnmbon mesencephalic dopaminergic and me-
diodorsal thalamic projections. Acta Physiol. Scand. Suppl. 452: 35-38,
1977.

89. LiNpvALL, O., BJORKLUND, A., AND DIVAC, L.: Organization of catechol-
amine neurons projecting to the frontal cortex in the rat. Brain Res. 142:
1-24, 1978.

90. LINDVALL, O., BJORKLUND, A., MOORE, R. Y., AND STENEVI, U.: Mesen-
cephalic dopamine neurons projecting to neocortex. Brain Res. 81: 325-
331, 1974.

91. LiSOPRAWSKI, A., BLANC, G., AND GLOWINSKI, J.: Activation by stress of
the habenulo-interpeduncular substance P neurons in the rat. Neurosci.
Lett. 26: 47-61, 1981,

92. LisOPRAWSI, A., HERVE, D., BLANC, G., GLOWINSI, J., AND TASSIN, J. P.:
Selective activation of the mesocortical frontal dopaminergic neurons
induced by lesion of the habenula in the rat. Brain Res. 183: 229-234,
1980.

93. MARCHAIS, D., TASSIN, J. P., AND BOCKAERT, J.: Dopaminergic component
of [’H]spuopendol bmdmg in the rat anterior cerebral cortex. Brain Res.
183: 235-240, 1980.

94. MATHEWS, R. T., AND SHORE, P. A.: Similar potency ratios of amphetamine
isomers on inhibiﬁonof’H-&maminemhbyanolMorymbenh
and frontal cortex dopaminergic nerve terminals. Soc. Neuroeci. Absetr. 8:
146, 1980.

95. McMn.l.BN B. A..Compantxveeﬂocudclmwahndatypwdanmycho-

dopamine .

96. MELLER, E.: Chronic molmdono treatment: Relative inability to elicit
dopamine receptor super-sensitivity in rats. Psychopharmacology 76:
222-227, 1982.

97. MELTIRR, H. Y.: Relevance of dopamine autoreceptors for psychiatry:
Preclinical and clinical studies. Schizophren. Bull. 8: 456-475, 1980.

88. MICHAUD, R. L., BANNON, M. J., AND ROTH, R. H.: The use of Cq-octyl
columns for the analysis of catecholamines by ion pair reversed phase
liquid chromatography with amperometric detection. J. Chromatogr. 225:
335-345, 1981.

99. MOLEMAN, P AND BRUINVELS, J.: Differential effect of morphine on
dopaminergic neurons in frontal cortex and striatum of the rat. Life Sci.
19: 1277-1282, 1976.

100. MOLEMAN, P., AND BRUINVELS, J.: Effect of morphine on dopaminergic
neuromintbontb-alfonbninmdmiam-l. Neural Transm. 46:
225-2317, 1979.

101. MOORE, R. Y., AND BLOOM, F. E.: Central catecholamine neuron systems:
Anastomy and physiology of the dopamine systems. Annu. Rev. Neuroeci.
1: 129-169, 1978.

102. MoORA, F., SWEENEY, K. F., RoLLs, E. T., AND SANGUINETTI, A. M.:

: Spontaneous firing rate of neurones in the prefrontal cortex of the rat:
Evidence for a dopaminergic inhibition. Brain Res. 116: 516-522, 1976.

103. MURRIN, L. C., AND KUHAR, M. J.: Dopamine receptors in the rat frontal
cortex: An autoradlographxc study. Brain Res. 177: 279-285, 1979.

104. Nowycky, M. C., AND RotH, R. H.: Presynaptic dopamine
Development of supersensitivity following treatment with fluphenazine
decanoate. Naunyn-Schmiedeberg’s Arch. Pharmacol. 800: 247-254,
1977.

104a. Nowycky, M. C,, AND RotH, R. H.: Dopaminergic neurons: Role of
presynaptic receptors in the regulation of transmitter biosynthesis. Prog.
Neuro-Psychopharmacol. 2: 139-158, 1978.

105. Nowycky, M. C., WALTERS, J. R.,, AND RoTH, R. H.: Dopaminergic
neurons: Effect of acute and chronic morphine administration on single
cell activity and transmitter metabolism. J. Neural Transm. 42: 99-116,
1978.

106. OADES, R. D.: Attention and Schizophrenia, Pitman Publishing, Boston,
1982.

107. PALKOVITS, M., ZABORSZKY, L., BROWNSTEIN, M. J., FExETE, M. 1. K,,
HERMAN, J. P., AND KANYICSKA, B.: Distribution of norepinephrine and
dopamine in cerebral cortical areas of the rat. Brain Res. Bull. 4: 593-
601, 1979.

108. PHILLIPSON, O. T.: Afferent projections to A10 dopaminergic neurones in
the rat as shown by the retrograde transport of horseradish peroxidase.
Neurosci. Lett. 9 : 363-359, 1978.

109. PHILLIPSON, O. T.: Afferent projections to the ventral tegmental area of
Tsai and interfuscicular nucleus: A horseradish peroxidase study in the
rat. J. Comp. Neurol. 187: 117-144, 1979.

110. Pycock, C. J., CARTER, C. J., AND KErwiN, R. W.: Effect of 6-hydroxydo-
pamine lesions of the medial prefrontal cortex on neurotransmitter sys-
tems in subcortical sites in the rat. J. Neurochem. 84: 91-99, 1980.

111. Pycock, C. J., mem, R. W., AND CARTER, C. J.: Effect of lesion of
cortical urmmlsonmbooniu!dopaminemqmninnu.
Nature (Lond.) 286: 74-77, 1980.

112. READER, T. A.: Distribution of catecholamines and serotonin in the rat
cerebral cortex: Abeolute levels and relative proportions. J. Neural
Transm. 50: 13-27, 1981.

113. REINHARD, J. F., JR., BANNON, M. J., AND ROTH, R. H.: Acceleration by
stress of dopamine synthesis and metabolism in prefrontal cortex: Antag-
onism by diazepam. Naunyn-Schmiedeberg’s Arch. Pharmacol. 318: 374-
377, 1982.

114. ReISINE, T.: Adaptive changes in catecholamine receptors in the central
nervous system. Neuroscience 6: 1471-1502, 1981.

115. RosE, J. E., AND WooOLSEY, C. N.: The orbitofrontal cortex and its connec-
tions with the mediodorsal nucleus in rabbit, sheep and cat. Res. Publ.
Assoc. Res. Nerv. Ment. Dis. 27: 210-232, 1948.

116. Roml R.H Dopammewwnceptoml’hlrmneolog function and com-

117. Rorru R.H, Bacorouws,N G., BusTos, G., AND Rxmnonn.D E, Jr.:

nonhuman primates. In Advances in Biochemical Psychopharmacology,
ed. by F. Cattabeni, G. Racagni, P. F. Spano, and E. Costa, vol. 24, pp.
613-520, Raven Press, New York, 1980.

118. RoTH, R. H., BANNON, M. J., AND WoLr, M. E.: Mesocortical dopamine
neurons. I1. Presence or absence of autoreceptors predicts responsiveness
to dopamine agonists and antagonists. Soc. Neurosci. Abstr. 8: 481, 1982.

119. Rotx, R. H., BANNON, M. J., WoLr, M. E., AND BILLINGSLEY, M. L.:
Dopamine autoneeptou. onchemwd studies on their pharmacology,
distribution and function. Acta Pharm. Suec., Suppl. 1: 98-107, 1983.

120. SARTORIUS, N., JABLENSKY, A., STROMGREN, E., AND SHAPIRO, R.: Validity
ofdmcnoouceoneepumudmm. preliminary report from the
international pilot study of schizophrenia. In The Nature of Schizophre-
nia: New Approaches to Research and Treatment, ed. by L. C. Wynne, R.
L. Cromwell, and S. Matthysse, pp. 6567-669, John Wiley & Sons, New
York, 1978.

121. Scu'noN, B.: Differential regional development of tolerance to increase in

turnover upon repeated neuroleptic administration. Eur. J.
Pharmacol. 46: 363-369, 1977.

122. SCATTON, B.: Eﬁectofnputodﬁutmentmthmhp&aon dopamine
metabolism in cell bodies and terminals in dopaminergic systems in the
rat brain. In Advances in Biochemical Psychopharmacology, ed. by F.
Cattabeni, G. Racagni, P. F. Spano, and E. Costa, vol. 24, pp. 31-36,
Raven Press, New York, 1980.

123. SCATTON, B., BOIREAU, A., GARET, C., GLOWINSKI, J., AND Jm.ou, L.
Acnonofthepdmhcmrofpnpotumondopamm ism in the

nigro-striatal, meso-limbic and meso-cortical systems. Naunyn-Schmie-
doberg’o Arch. Pharmacol. 206: 169-175, 1977.

124. SCATTON, B., GARRET, C., AND JULOU, L.: Acute and subacute effects of
neurokpﬁa on dopolmne synthesis and release in the rat striatum.
Naunyn-Schmiedeberg’s Arch. Pharmacol. 289: 419-434, 1975.

125. SCATTON, B., GLOWINSKI, J., AND JULOU, L.: Dopamine metabolism in the
mohmbwmdmmmaldop‘mmmcmmrcmdoorn-

peated administrations of neuroleptics. Brain Res. 109 : 184-189, 1976.

126. Scxrron, B., SiMoN, H., LeMoAL, M., AND BiscHorr, S.: Origin of
dopaminergic innervation of the rat hippocampal formation. Neurosci.
Lett. 18: 125-131, 1980.

2102 ‘8 Jaqwiadag uo Ausianiun pesewwey | ye Bio sjeuinofiadse asswieyd woly papeojumoq


http://pharmrev.aspetjournals.org/

PHARM
REV

PHARMACOLOGICAL REVIEWS

aspet

68 BANNON AND ROTH

127. SCATTON, B., THIERRY, A. M., GLOWINSKI, J., AND JULOU, L.: Effects of
thwpropermmandapomorphnoondoptmmotynthensmthemuo-
cortical dopaminergic systems. Brain Res. 88: 389-393, 1975.

128. SCATTON, B., WorMsS, P., LLoYD, K. G., AND BARTHOLINI, G.: Cortical
modulation of striatal ﬁmcﬁon. Brain Res. 282: 331-343, 1982.

129. SCHMIDT, R. H., AND BHATNAGAR, R. K.: Assessment of the effects of
neonatal subcutaneous 6-hydroxydopamine on noradrenergic and dope-
minergic innervation of the cerebral cortex. Brain Res. 166: 309-319,

1979.
130. SiMON, H., LEMoAL, M., GALEY, D AND CARDO, B.: Silver impregnation
ofdommmerglcsymm-nﬁe and 6-OHDA lesions of the

rat ventral tegmentum. Brain Res. 115: 215-231, 1976.

131. SiMON, H., SCATTON, B., AND LEMoAL, M.: Dopaminergic
are mvolved in cognitive functions. Nature (Lond.) 286: 150-151, 1980.

132. SIMON, H., STINUS, L., TASSIN, J. P., LAVIELLE, S., BLANC, G., THIERRY,
A. M., GLOWINSKI, J., AND LEMOAL, M.: Is the dopaminergic mesocor-
ticolimbic system necessary for intracranial self-stimulation? Biochemical
and behavioral studies from A10 cell bodies and terminals. Behav. Neural
Biol. 27: 125-145, 1979.

133. SKIRBOLL, L. R., AND BUNNRY, B. S.: The effects of acute and chronic
haloperidol treatment on spontaneously firing neurons in the caudate
nucleus of the rat. Life Sci. 25: 1419-1434, 1979.

134. SIRBOLL, L. R., GRACE, A. A., AND BUNNEY, B. S.: Dopamine auto- and
postsynaptic receptors: Electrophysiological evidence for differential sen-
sitivity to dopamine agonists. Science 208: 80-82, 1979.

135. SWANSON, L. W.: The projections of the ventral tegmental area and adjacent
regions: A combined fluorescent retrograde and immunofluorescence study
in the rat. Brain Res. Bull. 9: 321-354, 1982.

136. TassIN, J. P., BOCKAERT, J., BLANC, G., STINUS, L., THIERRY, A. M.,
LAVIELLE, S PREMONT, J., AND GLOWINSKI, J.: Topographical distri-
lnmonofdopamwmnemonmddopcmwmnoﬁhe
anterior cerebral cortex of the rat. Brain Res. 154: 241-251, 1978.

137. TassIN, J. P., HERVE, D., BLANC, G., AND GLOWINSKI, J.: Differential
effects of a two minute open-field session on dopamine utilization in the
frontal cortices of Balb/C and C57 BL/6 mice. Neurosci. Lett. 17: 67-71,
1980.

138. TassIN, J. P., LavieLLg, S., HERVE, D., BLANC, G., THIERRY, A. M.,
ALVAREZ, C., BERGER, B., AND GLOWINSKI, J.: Collatenlqmmng and
ndtmd.cmtyofdnratmrtmldopamwmm:ubc
tive destruction of the ascending noradrenergic bundles. Neuroscience 4:
1969-1982, 1979.

139. TassIN, J. P., SiMON, H., HERVE, D. Bunc, G., LEMoAL, M., GLOWINSKI,
d., AND Bocnm Jd.: fibres may nguhu dopamine-
mtnve.donyhtccychnmthepnfmnhleoﬁexmdnml«nmm
bens. Nature (Lond.) 205: 696-698, 1982.

140. TassIN, J. P., STINUS, L., SIMON, H., BLANC, G., THIERRY, A. M., LEMOAL,
M., Cnno, B., AND wamm. .| Relationship between the locomotor
hypemctmtymdmedbyAlOlanommdthedestmeﬁonofthefmnto—
cortical dopaminergic innervation in the rat. Brain Res. 141: 267, 281,
1978.

141. TassIN, J. P., THIERRY, A. M., BLANC, G., AND GLOWINSKL, J.: Evidence
fornmﬁcmhofdopamm dopammtpcwmmhoftbem
cerebral cortex. Naunyn-Schmiedeberg’s Arch. Pharmacol. 282: 239-244,
1974.

142. THEODOROU, A., GOMMEREN, W., CLOW, A., LEYSEN, J., JENNER, P., AND
MARSDEN, C. D.: Chronic ne\mkptic treatment i alters the
number of dopamine receptors in rat brain. Life Sci. 28: 1621-1627, 1981.

143. THIRRRY, A. M., BLANC, G., SOBEL, A., STINUS, L., AND GLOWINSKI, J.:
Dopomnetpcmmmlsmdn rat cortex. Science 182: 499-501, 1973.

144. THIERRY, A. M., DENIAU, J. M., HERVE, D., AND CHEVALIER, G.: Electro-
physiological evidence for non-dopaminergic mesocortical and mesolimbic
neurons in the rat. Brain Res. 201: 210-214, 1960.

145. THIRRRY, A. M., Javoy, F., GLOWINSKI, J., AND KETY, S. S.: Effects of

A10 neurones

strees on the metabolism of norepinephrine, dopamine and serotonin in
the central nervous system of the rat. I. Modifications of norepinephrine
turnover. J. Pharmacol. Exp. Ther. 163: 163-171, 1968.

146. THIRRRY, A. M., STINUS, L., BLANC, G., AND GLOWINSKI, J.: Some evidence
for the existence of dopaminergic neurons in the rat cortex. Brain Res.
50: 230-234, 1973.

147. THIRRRY, A. M., TASSIN, J. P., BLANC, G., AND GLOWINSKI, J.: Selective
activation of the nx rtical DA system by stress. Nature (Lond.) 263:
242-244, 1976.

148. THIERRY, A. M., TAssm J. P, BLANC, G., AND GLOWINSKI, J.: Studies on
mesocortical systems. In Advnncea in Biochemical Psycho-
pharmacology, ed. by P. J. Roberts, G. N. Woodruff and L. L. Iversen,
vol. 19, pp. 205-216, Raven Press, New York, 1978.

149. TissARL, A. H., ARGIOLAS, A., FADDA, F., SERRA, G., AND GRSSA, G. L.:
Foot-shock stress accelerates non-striatal dopamine synthesis without
activating tyrosine hydroxylase. Naunyn-Schmiedeberg’s Arch. Pharma-
col. 308: 155-157, 1979.

150. vAN DER K00Y, D.: The organization of the thalmic, nigral and raphe cells
projecting to the medial vs. lateral caudate-putamen in the rat. A fluores-
cent retrograde double labeling study. Brain Res. 169: 381-387, 1979.

151. VAN DER KooY, D., AND KuYPERS, H. G. J. M.: Fluorescent retrograde
double labeling: Axonal branching in the ascending raphe and nigral
projections. Science 204: 873-875, 1979.

1562. voN HUNGEN, K., AND ROBERTS, S.: Adenylate cyclase receptors for adre-
nergic neurotransmitters in rat cerebral cortex. Eur. J. Biochem. 86: 391-
401, 1973.

153. WALDMEIER, P. C.: Serotonergic modulation of mesolimbic and frontal
cortical dopamine neurons. Experientia (Basel) 36: 1092-1094, 1880.

154. WALTERS, J. R., AND RoTH, R. H.: Dopaminergic neurons: An in vivo
system for measuring drug interactions with presynaptic receptors. Nau-
nyn-Schmiedeberg’s Arch. Pharmacol. 298: 5-14, 1976.

155. WANG, R. Y.: Dopaminergic neurons in the rat ventral tegmental area. L.
Identification and characterization. Brain Res. Rev. 3: 123-140, 1981.

156. WANG, R. Y.: Dopaminergic neurons in the rat ventral tegmental area. II.
Evidence for autoregulation. Brain Res. Rev. 3: 141-151, 1981.

157. WANG, R. Y.: Dopaminergic neurons in the rat ventral tegmental area. IIL
Effects of D- and L-amphetamine. Brain Res. Rev. 8: 153165, 1981.

158. WesTeRINK, B. H. C., AND KORF, J.: Acidic dopamine metabolites in
comcnlam-ofthembmn. Localization and effects of drugs. Brain
Res. 113: 429434, 1976.

159. WESTERINK, B. H. C., AND KORP, J.: Turnover of acid dopamine metabolites
in striatal and mesolimbic tissue of the rat brain. Eur. J. Pharmacol. 37:

249-255, 1976.
160. WHEELER, S. C., AND RoTH, R. H.: Tolerance to fluphenazine and super-
itivity to hine in ) s after chroni

dopaminergic

fluphenazine treatment. Naunyn-Schmiedeberg’s Arch. Pharmacol. 312:

151-169, 1980.

161. WisE, R. A.: Intracranial self-stimulation: Mapping against the lateral
boundaries of the dopaminergic cells of the substantia nigra. Brain Res.
213: 190-194, 1981.

162. WUERTHELE, S. W., AND MOORE, K. E.: Effects of dopaminergic antagonists
on striatal DOPAC concentrations and a-methyl-p-tyrosine-induced de-
cline of dopamine following intrastriatal injections of kainic acid. J.
Pharm. Pharmacol. 81: 180-182, 1979.

163. WUERTHELE, S. M., mmx&mdwmm
injections of haloperidol on stristal dopamine and DOPAC concentrations
in rats pretreated by section of nigrostriatal fibres. J. Pharm. Pharmacol.
82: 507-510, 1980.

164. WYNNE, L. C., CROMWELL, R. L., AND MATTHYSSE, S.: The Nature of
Schizophrenia: New Approaches to Research and Treatment, John Wiley
& Sons, New York, 1978.

166. YARBROUGH, G. G.: Supersensitivity of caudate neurons after
administration of haloperidol. Eur. J. Pharmacol. 81: 367-369, 1975.

2102 ‘8 Jaqwiadaq uo Alslaniun Lesewwey | ye Bio'sjeuinofiadse asiwreyd woly papeojumoq


http://pharmrev.aspetjournals.org/



