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ABSTRACT

Several evidences have indicated the involvement of neuronal nicotinic acetylcholine receptors (nAChR) in
behavioral effects of drugs of abuse, including ethanol. nAChRs are implicated in ethanol-induced behaviors
as well as neurochemical responses to ethanol. Recently, it is demonstrated that mecamylamine, a nAChR
antagonist blocks cocaine-, d-amphetamine-, ephedrine-, nicotine-, and methylphenidate-induced psycho-
motor sensitization. However, no reports are available on its role in ethanol-induced psychomotor
sensitization. Therefore, an attempt was made to evaluate its effect on ethanol-induced locomotor
sensitization using a model previously described by us. The results revealed that acute administration of
mecamylamine (1 and 2 mg/kg, i.p.) blocked the acute stimulant effect of ethanol (2.0 g/kg, i.p.). In addition,
treatment with mecamylamine (0.5-2.0 mg/kg, i.p.), 30 min prior to the challenge dose of ethanol (2.0 g/kg,
i.p.) dose dependently attenuated expression of sensitization to locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol.
Moreover, administration of mecamylamine (1 and 2 mg/kg, i.p.) during development (prior to each ethanol
injection on days 1, 4, 7, and 10) blocked acquisition as well as expression (day 15) of sensitization to
locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol. Mecamylamine per se did not affect locomotor activity. Further, it also
did not influence blood ethanol levels and rotarod performance in mice. These results support the hypothesis
that neuroadaptive changes in nAChRs may participate in the development and the expression of ethanol-

induced locomotor sensitization.

© 2010 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Chronic administration of drugs of abuse is reported to induce
long-term neuronal and molecular adaptations in brain (Robinson
and Kolb, 2004; Koob, 2008). Chronic and intermittent administration
of such agents may result in an increase in its behavioral stimulant
effect; a process termed as sensitization (Kalivas and Stewart, 1991).
In case of ethanol abuse, sensitization is reported to persist at least for
weeks to month even after its intake is stopped (Henry and White,
1995; Fish et al., 2002). This phenomenon and relapse to drug-seeking
behavior after long periods of abstinence are highly correlated (Segal
and Schuckit, 1983; Hunt and Lands, 1992; Robinson and Berridge,
1993; Lessov and Phillips, 1998; Koob, 2008). Numerous studies have
demonstrated locomotor sensitization in mice on repeated adminis-
tration of ethanol (Lister, 1987; Phillips et al., 1995; Goeldner et al.,
2005; Umathe et al., 2009), which is thought to initiate in the ventral
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tegmental area (VTA) and then express in the nucleus accumbens
(NAc), presumably through enhancement of dopamine responses
(Kalivas and Duffy, 1990). Furthermore, ethanol-induced psychomo-
tor sensitization is influenced by different neurotransmitters and
neuropeptide system modulators, such as dopamine (Palmer et al.,
2003; Broadbent et al., 2005), serotonin (Goeldner et al., 2005; Ferraz
and Boerngen-Lacerda, 2008; Umathe et al., 2009), gamma-amino-
butyric acid (Broadbent and Harless, 1999), glutamate (Broadbent
et al., 2003; Kotlinska et al., 2006), nitric oxide (Itzhak and Martin,
2000), corticotrophin-releasing hormone (Fee et al., 2007), gonado-
trophin-releasing hormone (Umathe et al., 2008), etc.

Ethanol consumption and tobacco smoking are highly correlated
behaviors. More than 90% of alcoholics are smokers (Walton, 1972;
Bobo et al., 1987), and approximately 35% of alcoholics have nicotine
co-dependence (Grant et al., 2004). The high prevalence of co-
dependence on ethanol and nicotine is suggestive of a shared
neurobiological mechanism(s) mediating reinforcement and reward
(Little, 2000; Funk et al., 2006). In recent years, neuronal nicotinic
acetylcholine receptors (nAChRs) have received particular attention
for their involvement in alcoholism. Several researchers have
demonstrated an interaction between nAChR and ethanol using
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electrophysiological and behavioral studies (Narahashi et al., 1999;
Larsson and Engel, 2004; Ford et al., 2009; Bhutada et al., 2010b). High
to moderate densities of nAChRs are reported to be present in
mesolimbic dopamine-innervated areas (Clarke et al., 1984; Klink
et al.,, 2001; Wonnacott et al., 2005; Champtiaux et al., 2006). Chronic
ethanol intake was found to produce changes in the binding
characteristics (Bmax) of radiolabeled nicotine in different regions of
the rat brain (Yoshida et al., 1982). nAChRs in VTA and NAc are
reported to be involved in ethanol intake and preference as well as
ethanol-induced stimulation of the mesolimbic dopaminergic system
and locomotor activity (Nadal et al., 1998; Le et al., 2000; Soderpalm
et al., 2000; Blomqvist et al., 2002; Larsson et al., 2002, 2004; Chi and
de Wit, 2003; Larsson and Engel, 2004; Young et al., 2005). Moreover,
mecamylamine, a nAChR antagonist is reported to inhibit sensitiza-
tion to locomotor stimulant effect of cocaine, d-amphetamine,
nicotine, ephedrine and methylphenidate (Karler et al., 1996;
Kempsill and Pratt, 2000; Schoffelmeer et al., 2002; Miller and Segert,
2005; Wooters and Bardo, 2009). All these evidences suggest that
nAChR may have some role to play in the process of ethanol-induced
psychomotor sensitization.

Thus, in view of 1) high prevalence of ethanol and nicotine co-
dependence; 2) presence of nAChR in brain areas responsible for the
development and the expression of sensitization to ethanol; 3) ability
of mecamylamine, a nAChR antagonist to inhibit sensitization to drugs
of abuse; we hypothesized that nAChR antagonists may inhibit the
process of ethanol-induced psychomotor sensitization, and tested the
influence of mecamylamine treatment on acquisition and expression
of ethanol-induced locomotor sensitization in mice.

2. Materials and methods
2.1. Subjects

Inbred Swiss albino male mice (22-26 g), born and reared in the
Animal House of the Agnihotri College of Pharmacy, Wardha, from a
stock originally purchased from Shree Farm, Bhandara, India, were
used as subjects. Mice were group housed (four per cage) in opaque
polypropylene cages (28 x21x14 cm) and maintained at 2342 °C
under 12:12 h light/dark cycle (light cycle: 0800-2000 h), with free
access to standard rodent diet and tap water. Animals were naive to
the drug treatment and experimentation at the beginning of all the
experiments. Each experimental group comprised of six to nine mice.
Behavioral studies were carried out between 09.00 and 14.00 h to
minimize circadian influences. Testing was carried out in a counter-
balanced order with respect to the treatment conditions, in a noise
free room.

The present investigations employed Swiss mice as ethanol (2.0 g/
kg) is known to induce a locomotor stimulant effect in these mice,
which becomes more pronounced with repeated exposure (Masur
and Boerngen, 1980; Camarini et al., 1995). Further, only males were
used, as different phases of estrus cycle in females are reported to
modulate the response to ethanol (Biggio et al., 2007).

All experiments were approved by the Institutional Animal Ethics
Committee (IAEC), constituted for the purpose of control and
supervision of experimental animals by Ministry of Environment
and Forests, Government of India, New Delhi, India.

2.2. Drugs and solutions

Mecamylamine hydrochloride (Sigma-Aldrich Co, St. Louis, MO)
and ethanol (Changshu Yangyuan Chemical, China) were dissolved in
0.9% saline. Mecamylamine was administered at a dose 0.5-2.0 mg/kg,
i.p., in a volume of 10 ml/kg body weight, on the basis of previous
reports (Larsson et al., 2002; Kamens and Phillips, 2008) and our
preliminary studies. Ethanol was administered at dose of 2 g/kg, i.p. in
a volume of 12.5 ml/kg body weight, as this dose was previously

demonstrated to induce sensitization in mice (Masur and Boerngen,
1980; Boerngen-Lacerda and Souza-Formigoni, 2000). All other
chemicals employed in the present investigation were of analytical
grade and purchased from SISCO Research Laboratories, Mumbai,
India.

2.3. Locomotor activity

Locomotor activity was assessed in an actophotometer (V]
Instruments, Amravati, India). It consists of an enclosed circular
arena of 40 cm, fitted with four infrared beam cells on the circular wall
(2cm above the floor). The light beam interruptions due to
movement of animals are recorded by a digital counter. The tests
were performed in sound-attenuated chamber with low, indirect
incandescent lighting (40 Ix on the testing floor). Locomotor activity
was expressed in terms of total number of light beam interruptions in
30 min.

On the test day, mice were weighed and moved in their home
cages to the testing room 60 min before drug administration to adapt
with the testing environment. Mice were treated with either
mecamylamine or vehicle (pretreatment), and returned to their
home cages. Thirty minutes after the pretreatment, ethanol or saline
(post-treatment) was administered, and the animals were again
returned to their home cages. Five minutes thereafter individual
mouse was placed in actophotometer and the locomotor activity was
recorded for 30 min (Bellot et al., 1996; de Araujo et al., 2009).

2.4. Accelerated rotarod test

The ataxic behavior of the mice was evaluated by accelerating
rotarod test (V] Instruments, Amravati, India) using methods
described previously with slight modifications (Rustay et al., 2003;
Boyce-Rustay et al., 2006). The apparatus had a 25 cm fall height and a
6 cm diameter dowel, which was lined on the surface to facilitate
grasping (Bhutada et al., 2010a). The latency to fall from dowel was
automatically recorded, with a cut off at 5min. Each mouse
was individually placed on the slowly (5 rpm) rotating rod, which
was accelerated from 5 to 40 rpm at a rate of 7 rpm/min. Each mouse
was first given 4 consecutive training trials on the accelerating rotarod
with 30 s rest between trials. After the fourth trial, each mouse was
administered with vehicle or mecamylamine (pretreatment) and
30 min thereafter treated with saline or ethanol (post-treatment),
and returned to the home cage; 20 min later, a test trial was
performed. This time point (mid-point of locomotor activity session)
was selected for the test as we have observed the locomotor activity
for 30 min.

2.5. Blood ethanol concentrations

Blood ethanol concentration was determined by alcohol dehydro-
genase assay as described by us earlier (Umathe et al., 2009). In brief,
blood samples (40 pl) were obtained from the retro-orbital sinus
immediately after locomotor activity experiments (35 min post-
ethanol administration). 3% perchloric acid (160 pl) was added, it
was vortexed and then centrifuged at 10,000xg in a cooling
centrifuge. The supernatant was stored at 4 °C until analysis.

For the assay, 60 pl of supernatant was incubated for 40 min at
room temperature in 3 ml of 0.5 M Tris-Cl buffer (pH 8.8) containing
5.5 ug/ml of alcohol dehydrogenase and 1.5 mM [-nicotinamide
adenine dinucleotide (3-NAD). Thereafter, accumulation of 3-NADH
was measured by reading absorbance at 340 nm. The ethanol
concentration in the samples was estimated by using a standard
calibration curve.
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2.6. Effect of mecamylamine treatment on the locomotor stimulant
effects of acute ethanol administration

Mice (n =6-8) were randomly assigned to treatment conditions and
mecamylamine (0.25, 0.5, 1.0, or 2.0 mg/kg, i.p., in volume 10 ml/kg
body weight) or vehicle (0.9 % saline, 10 ml/kg body weight, i.p.) was
administered. Thirty minutes thereafter mice received either ethanol
(2.0 g/kg, i.p., in volume 12.5 ml/kg body weight) or 0.9 % saline
(12.5 ml/kg body weight, i.p.). Five minutes after the last treatment,
locomotor activity was assessed for 30 min using actophotometer. After
completion of the locomotor session, blood ethanol levels were assessed
in ethanol treated group by the method described above.

2.7. Acquisition and expression of sensitization to locomotor stimulant
effect of ethanol

Sensitization to locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol was developed
as per the method described earlier (Kotlinska et al., 2007; Umathe et al.,
2009) with slight modifications. Mice were administered with ethanol
(2.0 g/kg, i.p., in volume 12.5 ml/kg body weight) or saline (12.5 ml/kg
body weight, i.p.) on day 1, 4, 7, and 10. Five minutes after each ethanol
injection, locomotor activity of each mouse was assessed for 30 min as
described above. The locomotor count was plotted against time to
ascertain the acquisition of sensitization.

To assess the expression of sensitization to locomotor activity,
challenge dose of ethanol (2.0 g/kg, i.p., in volume 12.5 ml/kg) was
given to ethanol and saline treated groups on day 15, and locomotor
activity was assessed for 30 min as described above. The group
chronically treated with saline received saline on the challenge day
(day 15), and served as respective control group.

2.8. Influence of mecamylamine acute treatment on the expression of
sensitization to locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol

In order to study the effect of mecamylamine on the expression of
sensitization to locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol, separate groups
of mice (n=6-8) were sensitized to ethanol as described above, and
on day 15, 30 min prior to the challenge dose of ethanol, mice were
treated with mecamylamine (0.25, 0.5, 1.0, or 2.0 mg/kg, i.p., in
volume 10 ml/kg body weight) or vehicle (0.9 % saline, 10 ml/kg body
weight, i.p.). Five minutes after the injection of ethanol, locomotor
activity was assessed for 30 min as described above, and after the
completion of the locomotor activity test session, the blood ethanol
levels were assessed by the method described above.

2.9. Influence of mecamylamine chronic treatment on the acquisition and
the expression of sensitization to the locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol

Separate groups of mice (n=6-9) were treated with mecamyl-
amine (0.5, 1.0, or 2.0 mg/kg, i.p., in volume 10 ml/kg body weight) or
vehicle (0.9 % saline, 10 ml/kg body weight, i.p.), 30 min prior to each
ethanol (2.0 g/kg, i.p., in volume 12.5 ml/kg body weight) or saline
(0.9 % saline, 12.5 ml/kg body weight, i.p.) injection on days 1, 4, 7,
and 10 (acquisition). On day 15, all mice received only a challenge
dose of ethanol. Five minutes after the challenge, locomotor activity
was assessed for 30 min as described above (expression), and after
the completion of the locomotor session on day 15, the blood ethanol
levels were assessed.

2.10. Influence of mecamylamine and ethanol treatment on motor
coordination in mice

In order to confirm the specificity of inhibitory influence of
mecamylamine on ethanol-induced locomotor sensitization, studies
were carried out in mice treated with both ethanol and mecamyl-
amine using accelerating rotarod apparatus. This was thought

necessary to eliminate any non-specific effects of mecamylamine on
the ability of the mice to stimulate to ethanol.

Mice were randomly assigned to treatment conditions (n=6) in
which mecamylamine (0.25, 0.5, 1.0, or 2.0 mg/kg, i.p., in volume 10 ml/
kg body weight) or vehicle (0.9 % saline, 10 ml/kg body weight, i.p.) was
administered, and 30 min later ethanol (2.0 g/kg, i.p., in volume 12.5 ml/
kg body weight) was injected. Twenty minutes after the last treatment,
mice were subjected to accelerating rotarod test (test trial) and latency
to fall was recorded as described above.

2.11. Data analysis

The results are expressed as a mean4S.E.M. Data were analyzed
using either one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) followed by
Tukey's/Dunnett's multiple comparison test or two-way ANOVA/repeat
measure ANOVA followed by Bonferroni test for multiple comparisons.
P<0.05 was considered statistically significant in all the cases.

3. Results

3.1. Effect of mecamylamine on locomotor activity of saline or ethanol
treated mice

Fig. 1 depicts the influence of acute mecamylamine treatment on
the locomotor activity of saline or ethanol treated mice. Two-way
ANOVA revealed a significant locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol
(2.0 g/kg, i.p.) in mice [F (1, 61)=42.71, P<0.0001]. Similarly,
mecamylamine treatment also had a significant influence on the
locomotor activity of mice [F (4, 61)=5.27, P=0.001]. However,
mecamylamine had different effects in saline and ethanol treated
mice {Ethanol x Mecamylamine [F (4, 61)=3.225, P=0.0182]}.

Post hoc Bonferroni test indicated that mecamylamine (1.0 and
2.0 mg/kg) significantly (P<0.001) reduced the acute locomotor
stimulant effect of ethanol, whereas the lower doses were ineffective
(P>0.05). Further, mecamylamine pretreatment had no influence on
the locomotor activity of saline treated mice (P>0.05).

Acute administration of mecamylamine (1.0 and 2.0 mg/kg, i.p.)
had no influence on the blood ethanol levels (P>0.05) (Table 1).

3.2. Acquisition and expression of sensitization to locomotor stimulant
effect of ethanol

The data from that single experiment have been divided as
acquisition and expression of sensitization to ethanol, and represented
in the two figures (Figs. 2 and 3). The data on acquisition and the
expression of sensitization to locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol is
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Fig. 1. Effect of mecamylamine on locomotor activity of saline or ethanol treated mice.
Fig. 1 shows effects of mecamylamine on locomotor responses to saline and to acute
ethanol. Each bar represents the mean 4 S.E.M. of 6-8 mice per group. *P<0.001 vs.
ethanol control group (Two-way ANOVA followed by Bonferroni test).
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Table 1
Effect of mecamylamine on blood ethanol concentrations.
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Treatments Dose Blood ethanol

Mecamylamine Ethanol GOl (il
. . Mean + SEM

(mg/kg, i.p.) (g/kg, i.p.)

Effect of mecamylamine on the locomotor stimulant effect of acute ethanol

Saline (a) + EtOH (a) = 2.0 100.61+13.19

Mecamylamine (a) + EtOH (a) 1.0 2.0 99.004-6.30
2.0 2.0 93.92+7.90

Influence of mecamylamine acute treatment on expression of sensitization to locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol

Saline (ch) + saline (a) + EtOH (a) - 2.0 113.564+5.03

EtOH (ch) + saline (a) + EtOH (a) = 20420 110.16 £5.75

EtOH (ch) + mecamylamine (a) 4+ EtOH (a) 0.25 2.0+20 109.794+5.43
0.50 2.0+20 97.42+11.34
1.0 20+£2.0 99.67 +8.24
2.0 20+2.0 96.82 +6.53

Influence of mecamylamine chronic treatment on acquisition and expression of sensitization to locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol

Saline (ch) -+ EtOH (ch) 4 EtOH (a) = 20420 108.54 + 8.54

Mecamylamine (ch) +EtOH (ch) + EtOH (a) 1.0 2.0+£20 109.444+8.25
2.0 20+£2.0 95.89+9.06

a, acute; ch, chronic; EtOH, Ethanol in g/kg, i.p.; mecamylamine, mg/kg, i.p.; Saline ml/kg, i.p.

shown in Fig. 2. Ethanol administration (2.0 g/kg) ondays 1,4,7,and 10
progressively increased the locomotor activity indicating acquisition of
sensitization. Two-way repeat measures ANOVA revealed a significant
influence of ethanol treatment [F (2, 54)=147.7, P<0.0001] and
duration of ethanol treatment [F (3, 54)=26.86, P<0.0001] on
locomotor activity of mice, and this effect was different on each day
{Ethanol treatment x Time [F (6, 54) =27.75, P<0.0001]}.

The post hoc Bonferroni test indicated a significant influence of
ethanol chronic treatment on the locomotor activity of mice on day 1
(P<0.01), days 4, 7, and 10 (P<0.001).

On day 15, challenge with ethanol produced a large increase in the
locomotor activity of mice chronically treated with ethanol indicating
expression of sensitization.

One-way ANOVA indicated a significant effect of ethanol treatment
on locomotor activity [F (2, 20) =122.4, P<0.0001]. The post hoc
Tukey's test further indicated that the locomotor activity in
chronically ethanol treated group was significantly (P<0.001)
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different as compared to acute ethanol treated as well as saline
treated mice (Fig. 2).

3.3. Influence of mecamylamine acute treatment on expression of
sensitization to locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol

Influence of mecamylamine acute treatment on expression of
sensitization to locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol is depicted in
Fig. 3. One-way ANOVA revealed a significant influence of mecamyl-
amine acute treatment on expression of sensitization to locomotor
stimulant effect of ethanol [F (4, 34) =19.98, P<0.0001]. Dunnett's
post hoc test further indicated that mecamylamine (0.5, 1, and 2 mg/
kg) significantly (P<0.05, 0.01, 0.01) reduced the locomotor activity
as compared to vehicle treated mice, whereas it had no effect at
0.25 mg/kg (P>0.05) [Fig. 3]. The data of control group in Fig. 3 is
same as represented in Fig. 2.
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Fig. 2. Acquisition and expression of sensitization to locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol. Each bar/value represents the mean + S.E.M. of 6-8 mice per group. *P<0.01, *P<0.001 vs.
saline treatment in acquisition experiment. *P<0.01, **P<0.001 vs. [saline + saline + saline] treated mice, ¥P<0.001 vs. [saline + saline + ethanol] treated mice in expression
experiment (day 15). (Two-way repeat measures ANOVA followed by Bonferroni test for acquisition and One-way ANOVA followed by Tukey's multiple comparison test for

expression experiment). ch: chronic; a: acute.
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C— Ethanol (ch) + Vehicle (a) + ethanol (a)

M Ethanol (ch) + mecamylamine 0.25 mg/kg (a) + ethanol (a)
E== Ethanol (ch) + mecamylamine 0.50 mg/kg (a) + ethanol (a)
Ethanol (ch) + mecamylamine 1.00 mg/kg (a) + ethanol (a)
ZXXA Ethanol (ch) + mecamylamine 2.00 mg/kg (a) + ethanol (a)

Fig. 3. Influence of acute mecamylamine treatment in mice chronically treated with ethanol. Each value/bar represents the mean + S.E.M. (n =6-8). Mice were administered with
ethanol (2.0 g/kg, i.p.) or saline (12.5 ml/kg, i.p.) on days 1,4, 7 and 10. On day 15, mice were acutely treated with mecamylamine (0.25, 0.5, 1.0 or 2.0 mg/kg, i.p.) or vehicle 30 min
prior to challenge dose of ethanol. Five minutes after ethanol injection, locomotor activity of each mouse was assessed for 30 min. *P<0.05, *P<0.01 vs. [ethanol (ch) + vehicle (a) +
ethanol (a)] treated group on day 15 (One-way ANOVA followed by Dunnett's test). ch: chronic; a: acute.

One-way ANOVA further revealed that acute administration of
mecamylamine (0.25-2.0 mg/kg, i.p.) in sensitized animals did not
influence blood ethanol levels [F (5, 35)=0.7083, P=0.6212]
(Table 1).

3.4. Influence of mecamylamine chronic treatment on acquisition and
expression of sensitization to locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol

When the groups treated with mecamylamine 1.0 mg/kg were
considered, the repeated-measures two-way ANOVA detected signifi-
cant differences for the chronic treatment factor [F (3, 75)=120.7,
P<0.0001] and the test condition factor [F (3, 75) =51.47, P<0.0001],
and a significant interaction between the two factors [F (9, 75) = 16.53,
P<0.0001] (Fig. 4).

When the groups treated with mecamylamine 2.0 mg/kg were
considered, the repeated-measures two-way ANOVA detected signifi-
cant differences for the chronic treatment factor [F (3, 75)=224.2,
P<0.0001] and the test condition factor [F (3, 75) =19.49, P<0.0001],
and a significant interaction between the two factors [F (9, 75) = 24.58,
P<0.0001] (Fig. 4).

The Bonferrroni post hoc test indicated that mecamylamine
(1.0 mg/kg) significantly reduced the acquisition of sensitization on
days 7 and 10 (P<0.01), whereas mecamylamine (2.0 mg/kg) reduced
the acquisition of sensitization on all days (P<0.001), and it had no
effect at 0.5 mg/kg. Similarly, mecamylamine chronic treatment at all
tested doses had no influence on the locomotor activity compared to
vehicle treated mice (P>0.05) (Fig. 4).

On day 15, challenge with ethanol produced a large increase in the
locomotor activity of mice chronically treated with ethanol indicating
expression of sensitization. One-way ANOVA indicated a significant
effect of mecamylamine treatment on ethanol-induced increase in
locomotor activity [F (7, 52) =42.99, P<0.0001]. Post hoc Tukey's test

indicated that mice treated with mecamylamine (1 and 2 mg/kg) on
days 1, 4, 7, and 10 exhibited a significant (P<0.001) decrease in the
locomotor activity after ethanol challenge dose on day 15 as
compared to vehicle treated group (Fig. 4). However, it had no
influence at 0.5 mg/kg (P>0.05). Further, chronic treatment of
mecamylamine per se (days 1, 4, 7, and 10) at these doses had no
influence on locomotor activity after ethanol challenge dose on day 15
as compared to vehicle treated mice. Further, chronic mecamylamine
(1.0 or 2.0 mg/kg, i.p.) treatment did not alter blood ethanol levels
(P>0.05) (Table 1).

3.5. Influence of mecamylamine and ethanol treatment on motor
coordination in mice

One-way ANOVA revealed no significant influence of mecamyl-
amine pretreatment (0.5-2.0 mg/kg, i.p.) on the rotarod performance
of ethanol treated mice [F (4, 29) =0.398, P=0.8081] (Fig. 5).

4. Discussion

In order to examine our hypothesis that changes in nACh may
relate to ethanol-induced locomotor sensitization, we studied the
influence of mecamylamine, a nAChR antagonist on ethanol-induced
locomotor sensitization. The results revealed that mecamylamine
blocked the expression and prevented the development of sensitiza-
tion to locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol in mice.

Behavioral sensitization is defined as the long-lasting and
progressive enhancement of locomotor and motivational responses
to a drug following repeated and intermittent administration (Kalivas
and Stewart, 1991), and is suggested to be analogous to the
characteristic behavior of drug addiction (Segal and Schuckit 1983;
Robinson and Berridge, 1993). Generally, sensitization may be
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Fig. 4. Influence of mecamylamine chronic treatment on acquisition and expression of sensitization to locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol. Each value/bar represents the mean 4 S.E.M. of
6-9 mice. Mice were treated with mecamylamine (0.5, 1.0 or 2.0 mg/kg, i.p.) ondays 1,4,7,and 10, 30 min prior to ethanol, and on day 15, only challenge dose of ethanol was administered.
*P<0.05 vs. [vehicle (ch) + saline (ch)]; *P<0.01 vs. [vehicle (ch) + ethanol (ch)] treated group on respective day in acquisition experiment (Two-way repeat measures ANOVA followed
by Bonferroni test). “P<0.001 vs. vehicle treatment in ethanol treated group (One-way ANOVA followed by Tukey's multiple comparison test for expression experiment). ch: chronic.

involved in reinstating drug-seeking behavior (De Vries et al., 1998),
which suggests that the treatments that prevent the expression of
sensitization may reduce the probability of relapse. In addition,
detailed investigations on the process of behavioral sensitization have
revealed a host of cellular neuroadaptations that are likely to
contribute to the neural mechanisms of addictive behavior (Nestler
and Aghajanian 1997; White and Kalivas, 1998). Hence, the present
investigations employed the behavioral sensitization paradigm to
study the role of nAChR in alcohol abuse and screen the influence of
mecamylamine on the same.

Ethanol (2 g/kg, i.p.)

60

404
20
0
0 25 5 1 2

Latency to fall (Sec)

Mecamylamine (mg/kg, i.p.)

Fig. 5. Influence of mecamylamine and ethanol treatment on motor coordination in
mice. Each bar represents the mean + S.E.M. of 6 mice per group. (One-way ANOVA
followed by Tukey's multiple comparison test).

Locomotor sensitization study was carried out by using earlier
reported methods (Kotlinska et al., 2007; Umathe et al., 2008; 2009)
with slight modifications. It was observed that the locomotor
stimulant effect of ethanol (2.0 g/kg, i.p.) progressively increased
with each administration on days 1, 4, 7, and 10, and the challenge
dose of ethanol on day 15, produced higher locomotor stimulation,
which indicated the expression of sensitization. These observations
indicate the successful induction of ethanol sensitization in mice. Our
observations further revealed that mecamylamine not only attenuat-
ed locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol but also blocked the
development and the expression of sensitization to ethanol. These
effects of mecamylamine were not associated with changes in blood
ethanol concentration, suggesting that the effects of the mecamyl-
amine were not secondary to alterations of ethanol metabolism. The
results raise a possibility that changes in ethanol-induced locomotor
activity produced by mecamylamine pretreatment might be due to
non-specific locomotor depression and/or sedative effects. But, the
observation that mice treated with mecamylamine (0.25-2.0 mg/kg)
alone exhibited no change in locomotor activity, and earlier reports
also shown that mecamylamine per se did not influence locomotor
activity (Larsson et al., 2002; Miller and segert, 2005; Kamens and
Phillips, 2008; Wooters and Bardo, 2009), which further supports
non-involvement of any non-specific locomotor depression, ataxia
and/or sedative effects in the influence of mecamylamine on effects of
ethanol. In addition, mecamylamine is reported to attenuate the acute
locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol in different strains of the mice in
the doses used in the present study (Larsson et al., 2002; Kamens and
Phillips, 2008). However, the dose of ethanol chosen for rotarod
testing was the same as that used for measurement of sensitization.
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This dose of ethanol is higher than that used by many investigators for
ataxia testing in rotarod test, and the latencies to fall from the rod
were extremely short. Thus, whether there was any floor effect such
that even shorter latencies could have been seen, remains unknown.

Development of psychomotor sensitization involves plastic
changes in dopaminergic cell bodies of the VTA, whereas the
expression involves changes in dopamine transmission in axon
terminal fields of the NAc (Kalivas and Stewart, 1991; Cador et al.,
1995). Earlier studies revealed that ethanol augments nAChR activity
depending on the subtype of nicotinic receptors (Forman and Zhou,
2000; Zhou et al., 2000; Zuo et al., 2002). Moreover, systemic ethanol
is reported to increase acetylcholine concentrations in VTA, presum-
ably through activation of nAChRs (Ericson et al., 2003). In addition,
nAChRs have reported to partially mediate the reinforcing properties
of ethanol (Soderpalm et al., 2000). Interestingly, earlier studies have
shown that mecamylamine delivered systemically or directly into the
VTA blocks elevation of ethanol mediated dopamine release in the
NAc (Blomqvist et al., 1993, 1997). Recently, it is also reported that
mecamylamine significantly reduces the number of DAergic neurons
in the VTA that were activated by repeated exposure to ethanol
(Hendrickson et al., 2009). These reports and our investigations
support the contention that plastic changes associated with dopami-
nergic cell bodies in VTA by ethanol may be subsequent to nAChR
activation.

Ethanol is also known to act at both N-methyl-p-aspartate
(NMDA) and non-NMDA glutamate receptors (Faingold et al., 1998)
that play an important role in the expression of sensitization to
psycho-stimulants including ethanol (Vanderschuren and Kalivas,
2000; Broadbent et al.,, 2003). Interestingly, mecamylamine is
reported to noncompetitively inhibit NMDA receptor function
(O'Dell and Christensen, 1988; Fu et al., 2008). It is also indicated
that nAChR antagonists including mecamylamine block the NMDA-
induced behavioral effects and exhibit NMDA antagonist-like effect
(McDonough and Shih, 1995). Moreover, it is well established that
certain types of NMDA receptor antagonists (channel blockers)
potently bind to nicotinic receptors and may act as nicotinic receptor
antagonist (for reviews see, Zakharova et al., 2005). Therefore, the
involvement of NMDA in addition to nAChR in the effects of meca-
mylamine cannot be completely eliminated. In addition, reports
indicate that mecamylamine blocks behavioral sensitization of
cocaine, d-amphetamine, ephedrine, nicotine and methylphenidate
(Karler et al., 1996; Schoffelmeer et al., 2002; Miller and Segert, 2005;
Wooters and Bardo, 2009). Therefore, results obtained in present
study raise the possibility that mecamylamine blocked the expression
and development of ethanol-induced locomotor sensitization by
acting on nACh receptors.

However, our results clearly indicate that the doses of mecamyl-
amine (1.0 and 2.0 mg/kg) suppressing the acute stimulant effects of
ethanol are the doses that suppress acquisition and expression of
sensitization. Hence, mecamylamine does not appear to be having
non-specific effects on sensitization by producing ataxia, its effects on
sensitization seem to be directly linked to suppression of acute
ethanol stimulation. The paradigm validity suggests that stronger
evidence of a specific effect of mecamylamine on sensitization would
require suppression of acquisition and expression of sensitization in
the absence of acute effects on ethanol stimulation. However, NMDA
receptor antagonists and acamprosate, a clinically used drug in
alcoholism also blocked the expression of sensitization to ethanol at
the doses which also blocked acute locomotor stimulation (Kotlinska
et al., 2006).

Thus, the present findings demonstrate that chronic effects of
ethanol on locomotor activity in mice are complex and can be
specifically modulated by nAChR. From a clinical point of view, if our
experimental design had prevented the development and reversed
the established ethanol-induced sensitization similarly to that
depicted for other drugs of abuse, then it would be remarkable for

future research on human alcoholism treatment. In conclusion, the
current data add to the growing literature implicating brain nACh
receptor signaling modulates the development and the expression of
ethanol-induced locomotor sensitization in mice.

Acknowledgements

The authors would like to thank Pandit Shree Shankarprasad
Agnihotri, President and Mr. Sachin Agnihotri, Chairman, Jai Mahakali
Shikshan Sanstha, Wardha, for funding the research.

References

Bellot RG, Camarini R, Vital MA, Palermo-Neto ], Leyton V, Frussa-Filho R.
Monosialoganglioside attenuates the excitatory and behavioural sensitization
effects of ethanol. Eur ] Pharmacol 1996;313:175-9.

Bhutada P, Mundhada Y, Bansod K, Dixit P, Umathe S, Mundhada D. Anticonvulsant
activity of berberine, an isoquinoline alkaloid in mice. Epilepsy Behav 2010a,
doi:10.1016/j.yebeh.2010.03.007.

Bhutada PS, Mundhada YR, Bansod KU, Umathe SN, Kahale VP, Dixit PV, et al. Inhibitory
influence of mecamylamine on ethanol withdrawal-induced symptoms in C57BL/6]
mice. Behav Pharmacol 2010b;21:90-5.

Biggio G, Concas A, Follesa P, Sanna E, Serra M. Stress, ethanol, and neuroactive steroids.
Pharmacol Ther 2007;116:140-71.

Blomgqvist O, Engel JA, Nissbrandt H, Soderpalm B. The mesolimbic dopamine-activating
properties of ethanol are antagonized by mecamylamine. Eur ] Pharmacol
1993;249:207-13.

Blomqvist O, Ericson M, Engel JA, Soderpalm B. Accumbal dopamine overflow after
ethanol: localization of the antagonizing effect of mecamylamine. Eur ] Pharmacol
1997;334:149-56.

Blomgqvist O, Hernandez-Avila CA, Van Kirk ], Rose JE, Kranzler HR. Mecamylamine
modifies the pharmacokinetics and reinforcing effects of alcohol. Alcohol Clin Exp
Res 2002;26:326-31.

Bobo JK, Gilchrist LD, Schilling RF, Noach B, Schinke SP. Cigarette smoking cessation
attempts by recovering alcoholics. Addict Behav 1987;12:209-15.

Boerngen-Lacerda R, Souza-Formigoni MLO. Does the increase in locomotion induced
by ethanol indicate its stimulant or anxiolytic properties? Pharmacol Biochem
Behav 2000;67:225-32.

Boyce-Rustay JM, Wiedholz LM, Millstein RA, Carroll J, Murphy DL, Daws LC, et al.
Ethanol-related behaviors in serotonin transporter knockout mice. Alcohol Clin Exp
Res 2006;30:1957-65.

Broadbent |, Harless WE. Differential effects of GABA(A) and GABA(B) agonists on
sensitization to the locomotor stimulant effects of ethanol in DBA/2] mice.
Psychopharmacology (Berl) 1999;141:197-205.

Broadbent J, Kampmueller KM, Koonse SA. Expression of behavioral sensitization to
ethanol by DBA/2] mice: the role of NMDA and non-NMDA glutamate receptors.
Psychopharmacology (Berl) 2003;167:225-34.

Broadbent ], Kampmueller KM, Koonse SA. Role of dopamine in behavioral sensitization
to ethanol in DBA/2] mice. Alcohol 2005;35:137-48.

Cador M, Bjijou Y, Stinus L. Evidence of a complete independence of the neurobiological
substrates for the induction and expression of behavioral sensitization to
amphetamine. Neuroscience 1995;65:385-95.

Camarini R, Andreatini R, Monteiro MG. Prolonged treatment with carbamazepine
increases the stimulatory effects of ethanol in mice. Alcohol 1995;12:305-8.

Champtiaux N, Kalivas PW, Bardo MT. Contribution of dihydro-beta-erythroidine
sensitive nicotinic acetylcholine receptors in the ventral tegmental area to cocaine-
induced behavioral sensitization in rats. Behav Brain Res 2006;168:120-6.

Chi H, de Wit H. Mecamylamine attenuates the subjective stimulant-like effects of
alcohol in social drinkers. Alcohol Clin Exp Res 2003;27:780-6.

Clarke PB, Pert CB, Pert A. Autoradiographic distribution of nicotine receptors in rat
brain. Brain Res 1984;323:390-5.

de Araujo NP, Fukushiro DF, Grassl C, Hipélide DC, Souza-Formigoni ML, Tufik S, et al.
Ethanol-induced behavioral sensitization is associated with dopamine receptor
changes in the mouse olfactory tubercle. Physiol Behav 2009;96:12-7.

De Vries TJ, Schoffelmeer AN, Binnekade R, Mulder AH, Vanderschuren LJ. Drug-induced
reinstatement of heroin- and cocaine-seeking behaviour following long-term
extinction is associated with expression of behavioural sensitization. Eur ] Neurosci
1998;10:3565-71.

Ericson M, Molander A, Lof E, Engel JA, Soderpalm B. Ethanol elevates accumbal
dopamine levels via indirect activation of ventral tegmental nicotinic acetylcholine
receptors. Eur J Pharmacol 2003;467:85-93.

Faingold CL, N'Gouemo P, Riaz A. Ethanol and neurotransmitter interactions from
molecular to integrative effects. Prog Neurobiol 1998;55:509-35.

Fee JR, Sparta DR, Picker MJ, Thiele TE. Corticotropin releasing factor (CRF)-1 receptor
antagonist, CP-154, 526, blocks the expression of ethanol-induced behavioral
sensitization in DBA/2] mice. Neuroscience 2007;150:14-21.

Ferraz IC, Boerngen-Lacerda R. Serotonin 5-HT2 receptor antagonist does not reverse
established ethanol-induced sensitization but blocks its development and
expression. Pharmacol Biochem Behav 2008;88:456-64.

Fish EW, DeBold JF, Miczek KA. Repeated alcohol: behavioral sensitization and alcohol-
heightened aggression in mice. Psychopharmacology (Berl) 2002;160:39-48.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.yebeh.2010.03.007

P.S. Bhutada et al. / Pharmacology, Biochemistry and Behavior 96 (2010) 266-273 273

Ford MM, Fretwell AM, Nickel ]D, Mark GP, Strong MN, Yoneyama N, et al. The influence
of mecamylamine on ethanol and sucrose self-administration. Neuropharmacology
2009;57:250-8.

Forman SA, Zhou Q. Nicotinic receptor pore mutations create a sensitive inhibitory site
for ethanol. Alcohol Clin Exp Res 2000;24:1363-8.

Fu H, Dou J, Li W, Luo J, Li KC, Lam CS, et al. Mecamylamine prevents neuronal apoptosis
induced by glutamate and low potassium via differential anticholinergic indepen-
dent mechanisms. Neuropharmacology 2008;54:755-65.

Funk D, Marinelli PW, Le AD. Biological processes underlying co-use of alcohol and
nicotine: neuronal mechanisms, cross-tolerance, and genetic factors. Alcohol Res
Health 2006;29:186-92.

Goeldner FO, Pigatto G, Ribeiro AF, Machado HB, Boerngen-Lacerda R. Influence of
fluoxetine and paroxetine in behavioral sensitization induced by ethanol in mice.
Pharmacol Biochem Behav 2005;82:388-96.

Grant BF, Hasin DS, Chou SP, Stinson FS, Dawson DA. Nicotine dependence and
psychiatric disorders in the United States: results from the national epidemiologic
survey on alcohol and related conditions. Arch Gen Psychiatry 2004;61:1107-15.

Hendrickson LM, Zhao-Shea R, Tapper AR. Modulation of ethanol drinking-in-the-dark
by mecamylamine and nicotinic acetylcholine receptor agonists in C57BL/6] mice.
Psychopharmacology 2009;204:563-72.

Henry DJ, White FJ. The persistence of behavioral sensitization to cocaine parallels
enhanced inhibition of nucleus accumbens neurons. ] Neurosci 1995;15:6287-99.

Hunt WA, Lands WE. A role for behavioral sensitization in uncontrolled ethanol intake.
Alcohol 1992;9:327-8.

Itzhak Y, Martin JL. Blockade of alcohol-induced locomotor sensitization and
conditioned place preference in DBA mice by 7-nitroindazole. Brain Res
2000;858:402-7.

Kalivas PW, Duffy P. Effect of acute and daily cocaine treatment on extracellular
dopamine in the nucleus accumbens. Synapse 1990;5:48-58.

Kalivas PW, Stewart ]. Dopamine transmission in the initiation and expression of drug-
and stress-induced sensitization of motor activity. Brain Res Brain Res Rev 1991;16:
223-44.

Kamens HM, Phillips TJ. A role for neuronal nicotinic acetylcholine receptors in ethanol-
induced stimulation, but not cocaine-or methamphetamine-induced stimulation.
Psychopharmacology 2008;196:377-87.

Karler R, Calder LD, Bedingfield JB. A novel nicotinic cholinergic role in behavioral
sensitization to amphetamine induced stereotypy in mice. Brain Res 1996;725:
192-8.

Kempsill FEG, Pratt JA. Mecamylamine but not the a7 receptor antagonist a-
bungarotoxin blocks sensitization to the locomotor stimulant effects of nicotine.
Br ] Pharmacol 2000;131:997-1003.

Klink R, de Kerchove d'Exaerde A, Zoli M, Changeux JP. Molecular and physiological
diversity of nicotinic acetylcholine receptors in the midbrain dopaminergic nuclei. |
Neurosci 2001;21:1452-63.

Koob GF. Corticotropin-releasing factor, neuroplasticity (sensitization), and alcoholism.
PNAS 2008;105:8809-10.

Kotlinska ], Bochenski M, Danysz W. N-methyl-p-aspartate and group I metabotropic
glutamate receptors are involved in the expression of ethanol-induced sensitiza-
tion in mice. Behav Pharmacol 2006;17:1-8.

Kotlinska J, Pachuta A, Dylag T, Silberring J. The role of neuropeptide FF (NPFF) in the
expression of sensitization to hyperlocomotor effect of morphine and ethanol.
Neuropeptides 2007;41:51-8.

Larsson A, Engel JA. Neurochemical and behavioral studies on ethanol and nicotine
interactions. Neurosci Biobehav Rev 2004;27:713-20.

Larsson A, Jerlhag E, Svensson L, Soderpalm B, Engel JA. Is an alpha-conotoxin MII-
sensitive mechanism involved in the neurochemical, stimulatory, and rewarding
effects of ethanol? Alcohol 2004;4:239-50.

Larsson A, Svensson L, Soderpalm B, Engel JA. Role of different nicotinic acetylcholine
receptors in mediating behavioral and neurochemical effects of ethanol in mice.
Alcohol 2002;28:157-67.

Le AD, Corrigall WA, Harding JW, Juzytsch W, Li TK. Involvement of nicotinic receptors
in alcohol self-administration. Alcohol Clin Exp Res 2000;24:155-63.

Lessov CN, Phillips TJ. Duration of sensitization to the locomotor stimulant effects of
ethanol in mice. Psychopharmacology (Berl) 1998;135:374-82.

Lister RG. The effects of repeated doses of ethanol on exploration and its habituation.
Psychopharmacology (Berl) 1987;92:78-83.

Little HJ. Behavioral mechanisms underlying the link between smoking and drinking.
Alcohol Res Health 2000;24:215-24.

Masur J, Boerngen R. The excitatory component of ethanol in mice: a chronic study.
Pharmacol Biochem Behav 1980;13:777-80.

McDonough JH, Shih T. A study of the IV-methyl-p-aspartate antagonistic properties of
anticholinergic drugs. Pharmacol Biochem Behav 1995;51:249-53.

Miller DK, Segert IL. Mecamylamine attenuates ephedrine induced hyperactivity in rats.
Pharmacol Biochem Behav 2005;81:165-9.

Nadal R, Chappell AM, Samson HH. Effects of nicotine and mecamylamine microinjec-
tions into the nucleus accumbens on ethanol and sucrose self administration.
Alcohol Clin Exp Res 1998;22:1190-8.

Narahashi T, Aistrup GL, Marszalec W, Nagata K. Neuronal nicotinic acetylcholine
receptors: a new target site of ethanol. Neurochem Int 1999;35:131-41.

Nestler EJ, Aghajanian GK. Molecular and cellular basis of addiction. Science 1997;278:
58-63.

O'Dell TJ, Christensen BN. Mecamylamine is a selective noncompetitive antagonist of N-
methyl-p-aspartate- and aspartate induced currents in horizontal cells dissociated
from the catfish retina. Neurosci Lett 1988;94:93-8.

Palmer AA, Low M], Grandy DK, Phillips TJ. Effects of a Drd2 deletion mutation on
ethanol-induced locomotor stimulation and sensitization suggest a role for
epistasis. Behav Genet 2003;33:311-24.

Phillips TJ, Huson M, Gwiazdon C, Burkhart-Kasch S, Shen EH. Effects of acute and
repeated ethanol exposures on the locomotor activity of BXD recombinant inbred
mice. Alcohol Clin Exp Res 1995;19:269-78.

Robinson TE, Berridge KC. The neural basis of drug craving: an incentive-sensitization
theory of addiction. Brain Res Rev 1993;18:247-91.

Robinson TE, Kolb B. Structural plasticity associated with exposure to drugs of abuse.
Neuropharmacology 2004;7:33-46.

Rustay NR, Wahlsten D, Crabbe ]C. Influence of task parameters on rotarod performance
and sensitivity to ethanol in mice. Behav Brain Res 2003;141:237-49.

Schoffelmeer AN, De Vries TJ, Wardeh G, Van de Ven HW, Vanderschuren LJ.
Psychostimulant-induced behavioral sensitization depends on nicotinic receptor
activation. ] Neurosci 2002;22:3269-76.

Segal DS, Schuckit MA. Animal models of stimulant induced psychosis. In: Creese I,
editor. Stimulants: neurochemical, behavioral, and clinical perspectives. New York:
Raven Press; 1983. p. 131-67.

Soderpalm B, Ericson M, Olausson P, Blomqvist O, Engel JA. Nicotinic mechanisms
involved in the dopamine activating and reinforcing properties of ethanol. Behav
Brain Res 2000;113:85-96.

Umathe SN, Bhutada PS, Dixit PV, Jain NS. Leuprolide—a luteinizing hormone-releasing
hormone agonist attenuates ethanol-withdrawal syndrome and ethanol-induced
locomotor sensitization in mice. Neuropeptides 2008;42:345-53.

Umathe SN, Bhutada PS, Raut VS, Jain NS, Mundhada YR. The 5-HT3 receptor antagonist,
ondansetron, blocks the development and expression of ethanol-induced locomo-
tor sensitization in mice. Behav Pharmacol 2009;20:78-83.

Vanderschuren LJ, Kalivas PW. Alterations in dopaminergic and glutamatergic
transmission in the induction and expression of behavioral sensitization: a critical
review of preclinical studies. Psychopharmacology 2000;151:99-120.

Walton RG. Smoking and alcoholism: a brief report. Am ] Psychiatry 1972;128:1455-6.

White FJ, Kalivas PW. Neuroadaptations involved in amphetamine and cocaine
addiction. Drug Alcohol Depend 1998;51:141-53.

Wonnacott S, Sidhpura N, Balfour DJ. Nicotine: from molecular mechanisms to
behaviour. Curr Opin Pharmacol 2005;5:53-9.

Wooters TE, Bardo MT. Nicotinic receptors differentially modulate the induction and
expression of behavioral sensitization to methylphenidate in rats. Psychopharma-
cology 2009;204:551-62.

Yoshida K, Engel JA, Liljequist S. The effect of chronic ethanol administration of high
affinity 3H-nicotinic binding in rat brain. Naunyn Schmiedebergs Arch Pharmacol
1982;321:74-6.

Young EM, Mahler S, Chi H, de Wit H. Mecamylamine and ethanol preference in healthy
volunteers. Alcohol Clin Exp Res 2005;29:58-65.

Zakharova ES, Danysz W, Bespalov AY. Drug discrimination analysis of NMDA receptor
channel blockers as nicotinic receptor antagonists in rats. Psychopharmacology
2005;179:128-35.

Zhou QL, Zhou Q, Forman SA. The n-alcohol site in the nicotinic receptor pore is a
hydrophobic patch. Biochemistry 2000;39:14920-6.

Zuo Y, Kuryatov A, Lindstrom JM, Yeh JZ, Narahashi T. Alcohol modulation of neuronal
nicotinic acetylcholine receptors is alpha subunit dependent. Alcohol Clin Exp Res
2002;26:779-84.



	Inhibitory influence of mecamylamine on the development and the expression of ethanol-induced locomotor sensitization in mice
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Subjects
	Drugs and solutions
	Locomotor activity
	Accelerated rotarod test
	Blood ethanol concentrations
	Effect of mecamylamine treatment on the locomotor stimulant effects of acute ethanol administration
	Acquisition and expression of sensitization to locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol
	Influence of mecamylamine acute treatment on the expression of sensitization to locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol
	Influence of mecamylamine chronic treatment on the acquisition and the expression of sensitization to the locomotor stimula...
	Influence of mecamylamine and ethanol treatment on motor coordination in mice
	Data analysis

	Results
	Effect of mecamylamine on locomotor activity of saline or ethanol treated mice
	Acquisition and expression of sensitization to locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol
	Influence of mecamylamine acute treatment on expression of sensitization to locomotor stimulant effect of ethanol
	Influence of mecamylamine chronic treatment on acquisition and expression of sensitization to locomotor stimulant effect of...
	Influence of mecamylamine and ethanol treatment on motor coordination in mice

	Discussion
	Acknowledgements
	References




