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Post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) currently has no FDA-approved treatments

that reduce symptoms in the majority of patients. The ability to extinguish fear

memory associations is impaired in PTSD individuals. As such, the development

of extinction-enhancing pharmacological agents to be used in combination with

exposure therapies may benefit the treatment of PTSD. Both mGlu5 and CB1

receptors have been implicated in contextual fear extinction. Thus, here we tested

the ability of the mGlu5 positive allosteric modulator 3-Cyano-N-(1,3-diphenyl-1H-

pyrazol-5-yl)benzamide (CDPPB) and cannabidiol (CBD) to reduce both conditioned

and unconditioned fear. We used a predator-threat animal model of PTSD which we

and others have previously shown to capture the heterogeneity of anxiety responses

observed in humans exposed to trauma. Here, 1 week following a 10-min exposure

to predator scent stress, rats were classified into stress-Susceptible and stress-

Resilient phenotypes using behavioral criteria for elevated plus maze and acoustic

startle response performance. Two weeks after classification, rats underwent 3 days

of contextual fear extinction and were treated with vehicle, CDPPB or CBD prior to each

session. Finally, the light-dark box test was employed to assess phenotypic differences

and the effects of CDPPB and CBD on unconditioned anxiety. CDPBB but not CBD,

reduced freezing in Susceptible rats relative to vehicle. In the light-dark box test for

unconditioned anxiety, CBD, but not CDPPB, reduced anxiety in Susceptible rats.

Resilient rats displayed reduced anxiety in the light-dark box relative to Susceptible

rats. Taken together, the present data indicate that enhancement of mGlu5 receptor

signaling in populations vulnerable to stress may serve to offset a resistance to fear

memory extinction without producing anxiogenic effects. Furthermore, in a susceptible

population, CBD attenuates unconditioned but not conditioned fear. Taken together,

these findings support the use of predator-threat stress exposure in combination with

stress-susceptibility phenotype classification as a model for examining the unique drug

response profiles and altered neuronal function that emerge as a consequence of the

heterogeneity of psychophysiological response to stress.
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INTRODUCTION

Post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) develops in a subset
of individuals following a traumatic event (Perkonigg et al.,
2000). A characteristic feature of PTSD is impaired fear
memory extinction (Orr et al., 2000; Guthrie and Bryant, 2006),
which contributes to the persistent anxiety and hyperarousal
experienced by affected individuals (Herman, 1992; Norrholm
et al., 2011). Fear extinction is an active learning process where
stimuli that previously elicited fear are repeatedly presented in
the absence of threat to produce a gradual reduction in fear
response (Bouton et al., 2006). While extinction-based exposure
therapies are frequently used as a strategy for treating anxiety-like
disorders, PTSD-associated extinction deficits reduce the efficacy
of these treatments (Schottenbauer et al., 2008). Consequently,
there is a need to improve currently available therapies for
PTSD. One approach that directly addresses extinction deficits
in PTSD would involve the co-administration of extinction-
enhancing pharmacological agents with exposure therapy to
improve treatment outcomes (e.g., Rothbaum et al., 2014).

Animal models are essential to interrogate the neurobiology
underlying fear extinction and for the development of novel
extinction-enhancing therapeutics. The most commonly used
models are grounded in Pavlovian fear conditioning principles
(Pavlov, 1927; Rescorla, 1988). Fear conditioning involves pairing
an unconditioned aversive stimulus (US; e.g., mild electric shock)
with neutral conditioned stimuli (CS; e.g., a discrete cue or
context) until a conditioned fear response (CR; e.g., freezing,
changes in heart rate) is produced following delivery of the CS
alone. Like exposure therapy, fear extinction training involves
prolonged, or repeated presentations of the CS alone, and ideally
results in the gradual elimination of the CR (Rothbaum and
Schwartz, 2002; Barad, 2005).

Footshock stress is commonly used to study fear learning,
and although these models have contributed substantially to
our understanding of neural circuits involved in conditioning
and extinction of fear, several alternatives to footshock have
been established, each offering unique and complementary
contributions to the field. Notably, inescapable exposure to
species-relevant predator odors (also termed as predator scent
stress, PSS) can evoke persistent alterations in behavioral and
physiological response in rats that mirror the symptom profile
of fear and anxiety related disorders such as PTSD. Exposure of
rodents to 2, 3, 5-Trimethyl-3-thiazoline (TMT), a synthetically
derived component of fox feces (Vernet-Maury et al., 1984)
induces hyperarousal (Hebb et al., 2003), anxiety (Rosen et al.,
2015), social dysfunction (Stockman and McCarthy, 2017),
vulnerability to substance use (Schwendt et al., 2018), and
contextually cued defensive behaviors (Fendt and Endres, 2008;
Homiack et al., 2017), indicating the incidence of both sensitized
and conditioned fear and anxiety like behaviors.

A key advantage of using PSS models is the ability to examine
physiological features associated with the individual differences
in vulnerability to such stress. As previously established for PSS
using cat odor (Cohen et al., 2003, 2014; Nalloor et al., 2011),
rats can be separated into Susceptible, Resilient and Intermediate
phenotypes based on scores in both the elevated plus maze (EPM)

and habituation in the acoustic startle response (ASR) 7 days
after PSS exposure. Control rats are placed into the PSS context
without predator odor and are later assessed in the EPM andASR.
Most humans exposed to trauma initially display symptoms of
distress and anxiety which dissipate within 1–4 weeks following
the trauma (Foa et al., 2006). A similar pattern is observed in the
PSS model: 1 day following PSS exposure, approximately 90% of
PSS exposed rats are classified as Susceptible; by the 7th day post-
exposure, this rate drops to 25%, nicely paralleling the human
condition (Cohen et al., 2003). We and others have demonstrated
that in unstressed Control rats, the percent of rats classified
as Susceptible is much lower, at 1.33–4% (Cohen et al., 2003;
Schwendt et al., 2018). Thus, the anxiety phenotype in Susceptible
rats is induced by PSS exposure, and is not present in the absent
of such exposure.

Likewise, we have recently reported that a single 10-
min exposure to TMT gives rise to distinct stress-Susceptible
and Resilient phenotypes in Sprague-Dawley rats, with each
group presenting distinct behavioral, hormonal, and molecular
signatures (Schwendt et al., 2018). Notably, we found that
while all TMT-exposed rats and Control rats displayed similar
freezing during the PSS exposure, only Susceptible rats displayed
increased freezing upon re-exposure to the PSS context whereas
Resilient and Control rats did not. Furthermore, Susceptible rats
do not decrease freezing over the course of 5 days of extinction
exposures to the PSS context (Schwendt et al., 2018). Taken
together, these findings indicate phenotypic heterogeneity among
populations of stressed animals which may have an unseen
influence on the conclusions gained measuring fear extinction
within the entire population of stressed animals. Thus, studies
addressing differential vulnerabilities may reveal novel fear-
associated adaptations.

In healthy humans, neuroimaging studies have revealed an
important role for neural activity in the circuitry encompassing
medial prefrontal cortex (mPFC) and amygdala during fear
extinction. Increased activity is observed in the ventral medial
prefrontal cortex (vmPFC) and decreased activity observed
in the dorsal lateral prefrontal cortex (dlPFC; Milad et al.,
2007) and amygdala (LaBar et al., 1998). Opposite patterns are
demonstrated in humans with PTSD, with low vmPFC activity
and high activity in both dlPFC and amygdala (Milad et al.,
2009). As noted above, the neural correlates of fear extinction
in rodents have been extensively studied using footshock
models, and suggest a conserved mechanism also involving
functional interactions between the mPFC and amygdala. In the
rodent mPFC, the prelimbic (PL) and infralimbic (IL) cortices
(analogous to the dlPFC and vmPFC in humans, respectively)
are strongly interconnected with the basolateral amygdala (BLA;
Hoover and Vertes, 2007). The BLA is required for extinction
of conditioned footshock (Falls et al., 1992), and serves to
regulate fear response through output to the central amygdala
(CeA) and brainstem regions (Royer et al., 1999; Haubensak
et al., 2010). Chemogenetic, or electrical stimulation of IL or PL
pathways targeting the BLA reveal opposing influences (Herry
et al., 2008; Senn et al., 2014), with IL enhancing, and PL
impairing extinction (Sierra-Mercado et al., 2011). Additionally,
inhibitory and excitatory IL and PL projections (respectively)
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regulate BLA excitability, stabilizing fear response inhibition
(Cho et al., 2013). This evidence suggests that extinction of
footshock conditioned fear requires a switch from PL- to IL-
mediated reciprocal signaling through the BLA. Indeed, the
assessment of neuronal activity using c-Fos immunoreactivity
reveals high Fos expression in the IL, but not PL following
extinction, and PL and BLA Fos expression correlating with
extinction resistance (Knapska and Maren, 2009). While TMT
exposure is also associated with changes in amygdala, IL, and
PL activity (Sevelinges et al., 2004; Hwa et al., 2019), and recent
studies implicate these regions in the extinction of conditioned
fear with alternative predator odors, how the coordinated activity
across these regions may contribute to the suppression of TMT
conditioned fear remains undetermined.

Glutamate receptor signaling has been the focus of many
efforts in the development of extinction-enhancing agents.
Metabotropic glutamate receptor 5 (mGlu5) subtype regulates
bidirectional synaptic plasticity in fear-associated brain regions
including the mPFC and BLA (Niswender and Conn, 2010).
Pharmacological and genetic inhibition of mGlu5 impairs
extinction of both cues and contexts paired with footshock (Xu
et al., 2009; Fontanez-Nuin et al., 2011; Sepulveda-Orengo et al.,
2013; Sethna and Wang, 2016), and administration of mGlu5
positive allosteric modulators (PAMs) enhances extinction of
a footshock-paired context (e.g., Sethna and Wang, 2014).
Although antagonism of mGlu5 receptors impairs consolidation
of extinction memory, these drugs have also been found to
produce anxiolytic effects (Porter et al., 2005; Rahman et al.,
2017). The consequences of glutamate receptor modulation on
the extinction of predator odor conditioned fear has been assesses
in only one study that demonstrated partial agonism of NMDA
receptors with D-cycloserine enhanced extinction of a cat odor-
paired context (Sarıdoğan et al., 2015). We have previously
found increased mGlu5 gene expression in the amygdala and
mPFC of Resilient rats following re-exposure to the TMT-
associated context (Schwendt et al., 2018). In the same study,
daily systemic treatment with the mGlu5 PAM CDPPB during
extinction of the TMT-paired context increased freezing in a
cohort of Susceptible rats that previously underwent cocaine
self-administration (Schwendt et al., 2018). However, as chronic
cocaine can alter both function and mGlu5 receptors numbers
in brain regions associated with fear signaling (Hao et al., 2010;
Ghasemzadeh et al., 2011; Schmidt et al., 2011), a primary goal
here was to examine the effects of CDPPB on fear extinction in
cocaine-naïve rats using this model.

Like mGlu5, CB1 receptors are abundantly expressed in the
BLA andmPFC and are importantmodulators of fear and anxiety
signaling (Chhatwal and Ressler, 2007). Previous studies have
revealed dysregulated expression of CB1 receptors and abnormal
levels endocannabinoids in subjects with PTSD (Neumeister
et al., 2015), as well as in rodent PTSD models (Schwendt
et al., 2018). In rodents, genetic or pharmacological inhibition
of CB1 receptors impairs extinction (Marsicano et al., 2002),
while CB1 agonists have extinction-enhancing effects (Chhatwal
et al., 2005; Campolongo et al., 2009). However, CB1 agonists can
also produce biphasic anxiogenic and anxiolytic effects (Haller
et al., 2004; Sink et al., 2010), which may compromise their

clinical usefulness. Several recent studies have demonstrated
that cannabidiol (CBD), a component of cannabis which lacks
THC-like psychoactive effects (Campos et al., 2012b), may serve
to mitigate symptoms of PTSD by increasing extinction and
reducing post-trauma anxiety in both humans and rodents
(Bitencourt et al., 2008; Das et al., 2013).

Here we evaluated the effects of CDPPB and CBD on the
extinction of contextual fear in a PSS model. We focused
our investigation on rats with stress-Susceptible phenotype, as
Resilient and Control rats do not demonstrate freezing upon re-
exposure to the conditioning context (Schwendt et al., 2018).
Further, this study explored possible changes in neuronal activity
(via Fos expression) produced by fear extinction training within
the PL, IL, and BLA regions. Given the involvement of PL, IL,
and BLA neuronal activity in extinction to conditioned footshock
(Cho et al., 2013), and evidence indicating an important role for
mGlu5 receptor function (Sethna andWang, 2016), we predicted
that treatment with CDPPB would (a) enhance extinction of
contextual fear, and (b) increase Fos expression in all three
regions. Finally, this study also considered the effects of CDPPB
and CBD treatment on unconditioned anxiety, as anxiogenic
effects may compromise the utility of these drugs for fear-
extinction therapies.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Animals
Adult male Sprague-Dawley rats (Charles River; N = 307)
were individually housed in ventilated cages in a vivarium
maintained on a 12:12 light-dark cycle (lights off at 7:00 am).
Prior to the beginning of the study, rats were acclimated to
the vivarium for 7 days with ad libitum access to food and
water. Beginning 72 h after arrival, rats were carefully handled
to become familiar with experimenters (always one male and
one female experimenter) prior to stress induction. Food access
was restricted to 20 g/day from the beginning of testing to
be consistent with our previous publication with this model
(Schwendt et al., 2018). All procedures were performed within
4 h of the beginning of the dark cycle. Rats arrived in 3 cohorts of
80–110 rats over the course of 1 year. Procedures were approved
by the Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee at the
University of Florida.

Drugs
3-Cyano-N-(1,3-diphenyl-1H-pyrazol-5-yl)benzamide (CDPPB,
30 mg/kg; Abcam Biochemical) was suspended in 10% Tween
80 (Sigma-Aldrich) in phosphate-buffered saline (PBS) to a final
concentration of 30 mg/ml and injected subcutaneously (s.c.).
The dose of CDPPB was based on previous studies indicating an
effect on fear extinction (Sethna and Wang, 2014). Cannabidiol
(CBD, 5 mg/kg) was provided by the NIDA controlled substances
program (RTI, Research Triangle, NC) and dissolved in a mixture
of 100% ethanol, Cremophor, and 0.9% NaCl to 5 mg/ml and
injected intraperitoneally (i.p.). The dose of CBD was based on
previous studies demonstrating an effect on enhancing footshock
conditioned contextual fear conditioning (Jurkus et al., 2016),
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and is within a range of doses found to produce anxiolytic effects
(Guimarães et al., 1990). Locomotor testing was not performed
as given doses of CDPPB and CBD do not affect locomotion in
rats (Gass and Olive, 2009; Ren et al., 2009). 2, 3, 5-Trimethyl-
3-thiazoline (TMT, 5 µl; BioSRQ) was presented undiluted (97%
purity). The amount of TMT used for predator odor exposures
was based on previous studies by our laboratory and others
(Tanapat et al., 2001; Day et al., 2004; Schwendt et al., 2018).

Experimental Procedures
Predator-Scent Stress Exposure

The timeline for the predator-scent stress exposure and
assessment of anxiety is shown in Figure 1A. Six to 10 days after
arriving in the vivarium, rats received a single exposure to TMT
in a covered, clear cylindrical Plexiglas chamber (BioBubble Pets;
40 cm diameter × 35 cm height) with steel mesh flooring above a
clear plastic dish. Prior to each session, TMT (5µl) was placed on
a square of filter paper positioned in the center of the dish. Rats
were individually placed in the test chamber for a single 10 min
exposure. Test chambers were cleaned with 70% ethanol between
sessions. Exposures were videotaped.

Power analyses (G power) indicated the number of animals
needed was 7–8/treatment group with a significance level of 0.05.
We have previously shown that the incidence of the Susceptible
phenotype amongst TMT-exposed rats ranges from 14 to 21.8%
(Schwendt et al., 2018). Thus, with a target of 8 rats/group for
a total of 16 Susceptible rats needed for Experiments 1 and 32
needed for Experiment 2, we initially exposed 307 rats to TMT.

Elevated Plus Maze (EPM)

Seven days after TMT exposure, all rats were tested on the
EPM according to previously described procedures (Pellow et al.,
1985). The EPM apparatus (Med Associates) was made from
black acrylic and consists of four arms (50 cm length × 10 cm
width) raised 50 cm from the floor. Two open arms (2.5 cm high
walls) and two closed arms (50 cm high walls) are joined by a
center square platform (10 cm × 10 cm) illuminated at 50 lux.
Rats were individually placed on the center platform facing a
closed arm and allowed to move freely for 5 min. Sessions were
filmed by a camera secured above themaze. The EPMwas cleaned
with 70% ethanol between tests. Total time spent in the open arms
excluding time in the center area (OA time) was recorded with
EthoVision XT 14 software (Noldus Information Technology)
and served as a measure for anxiety.

Acoustic Startle Response

Immediately after EPM testing, habituation of acoustic startle
response (ASR) was assessed according to Valsamis and Schmid
(2011). Four ventilated soundproof chambers (San Diego
Instruments) each contained a transparent plexiglass cylinder
that rested on a pressure-sensitive platform. An accelerometer
fitted to the platform measured changes in pressure created
from movement of the rat’s body, and the maximum response
amplitude was registered during presentation of acoustic stimuli.
Accelerometer calibration and acoustic sound levels were
routinely checked, and chambers were cleaned with CaviCide
disinfectant (Metrex) and 70% ethanol between sessions. Rats

(four at a time) were secured in the plexiglass cylinders and
acclimated to the chamber for 5 min. Next, 30 pulses of 110 db
white noise were delivered for 40 ms followed by a variable (30–
45 s) intertrial interval. Startle habituation was calculated as the
percent change in startle amplitude from the first six trials to the
last six trials.

Experiment 1 – The Effects of CDPPB of Contextual

Fear Extinction and Context-Induced Fos

Protein Expression

Fear extinction

The timeline for this experiment is shown in Figure 2A. Rats first
underwent predator stress induction and EPM/ASR assessment
(see above and Figure 1A). Rats classified as Susceptible
were randomly subdivided into two groups: Sus-Veh and Sus-
CDPP (n = 7/group). Two weeks after anxiety assessment, rats
underwent three contextual fear extinction sessions on three
separate days. We previously found that in Susceptible rats with
a history of cocaine self-administration, treatment with CDPPB
immediately prior to placement into the TMT context increased
freezing on Days 2–4 of extinction (Schwendt et al., 2018). Here
we sacrificed rats immediately after Day 3 of extinction in order
to examine neuronal activity during the last extinction session.
Twenty minutes before sessions, rats were injected with either
vehicle or CDPPB and returned to their home cage. Rats were
then placed into the exposure chamber in the absence of TMT
for 10-min sessions (one session/day). To avoid potential residual
scent, we used plexiglass chambers which never had contact
with TMT. Sessions were filmed, and freezing was quantified
offline using the mobility detection function in Ethovision XT
14 software according to Pham et al. (2009). Freezing in rats is a
species-specific threat-related defensive strategy that is defined by
the absence of movement except for respiration (Fanselow, 1980).

Combined Fos immunohistochemistry and fluorescent

in situ hybridization

Next, we performed fluorescent immunolabeling for Fos protein
to measure neuronal activity during the third extinction session.
Fos is widely used relative marker for neuronal activation
(Lanahan and Worley, 1998; Kovács, 2008). As previous studies
have demonstrated a role for mGlu5 in the regulation of
cFos, and stimulation of mGlu5 with CDPPB can enhance
cFos expression (Mao and Wang, 2003; Mao et al., 2005;
Uslaner et al., 2009), we also performed dual-labeling for mGlu5
mRNA. Two hours after the third extinction session, rats were
administered an overdose of sodium pentobarbital (Euthasol,
1 ml, i.p.) and transcardially perfused in nuclease free 0.9%
NaCl followed by cold 4% paraformaldehyde (PFA) in PBS.
Brains were removed, post-fixed for 12 h at 4◦C in 4% PFA
in PBS, cryopreserved in 30% sucrose in PBS, frozen and kept
at −80◦C until sectioning. Twelve-µm-thick tissue sections
corresponding to the rat PL/IL (+3.00 mm relative to Bregma)
and BLA (−2.52 mm) according to rat brain atlas (Paxinos and
Watson, 2005), were collected using a freezing cryostat (Leica
CM1950). Tissue sections were direct-mounted onto Superfrost
Plus Gold slides (Fisher Scientific), dried, and stored at −80◦C.
Fluorescent in situ hybridization of GRM5 (mGlu5) mRNA was
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FIGURE 1 | Susceptible and Resilient rats display distinct behavioral phenotypes. (A) Timeline for behavioral classification. (B) Time spent in the open arms of the

EPM plotted against % habituation of acoustic startle response (ASR) for all TMT exposed rats (n = 299). Median splits performed on EPM open arm time

(median = 56.2 s) and % ASR habituation (median = 61.2%) were used to classify rats into Susceptible (Sus, n = 74), Resilient (Res, n = 74), or intermediate (Int,

n = 151) phenotypes. (C) Sus rats spent less time in the open arms of the EPM and (D) exhibited attenuated habituation to ASR relative to Res rats. ∗p < 0.0001.

performed using the RNAscope Multiplex Fluorescent Reagent
Kit (ACDBio) according to the manufacturer’s instructions with
a few modifications (Wang and Zhuo, 2012). Slides were first
equilibrated to room temperature (RT) before heating to 60◦C
for 45 min. Next, sections were fixed in cold 4% PFA in PBS
and dehydrated using ethanol gradient of 50, 70, 100, and
100% in consecutive 5 min incubations. Slides were boiled in
target retrieval reagent (ACDbio), washed in nuclease-free H2O,
and again dehydrated in 100% ethanol. Proteinase digestion
of sections was conducted using pretreatment #3 (ACDbio) at
40◦C for 30 min under humidity-controlled conditions (HybEZ
hybridization oven; ACDbio). The RNAscope probe for GRM5
(ACDBio: 471241-C2, lot 17335A) was diluted with C1 diluent
probe (1:50) and applied to sections. Slides were then incubated
2 h at 40◦C for hybridization of probe to target mRNAs. Signal
amplification was performed with preamplifier and amplifier
probes at 40◦C (AMP 1, 30 min; AMP 2, 15 min; AMP
3, 30 min; AMP 4, 15 min). For AMP4 (15 min), Alt-A
was selected so that the target probe could be detected with
ATTO 550 (Cy3) fluorescent label. Immediately following in situ
hybridization, slides were rinsed three times in Tris-buffered
saline (TBS) and blocked (0.3% Triton x-100 and 5% NGS in
TBS) for 1 h at RT. TBS was used for all rinses and antibody
dilutions. Sections were incubated in rabbit anti-Fos antibody
(1:1000; Synaptic Systems) overnight at 4◦C. The next day slides
were rinsed and then incubated in goat anti-rabbit Alexa 594
secondary antibody (1:1000; Invitrogen) for 2 h at RT. Finally,
sections were rinsed again before counterstaining with DAPI
(Invitrogen) and coverslipped using ProLong Gold antifade
mounting reagent (Invitrogen).

Imaging

Fluorescent images were captured using Zeiss LSM70 inverted
Axio-Observer 3-channel spectral confocal microscope and Zen
2012 software. Multitrack sequential imaging settings were
applied to avoid inter-channel crosstalk effects. The 405, 488,

and 561 nm laser lines were used for excitation of DAPI,
Fos (Cy3), and mGlu5 (FITC). Two regions of interest were
selected for each brain area (PL, IL, and BLA; Figure 2D)
and Z-stacks were acquired at 1 µm intervals using a 63×
oil immersion objective. Image stacks were imported into NIH
Image J software (Schneider et al., 2012) and analyzed offline.
Only the middle five focal planes from each Z-stack were
used for analysis. To measure co-expression, Z-stacks were first
converted to composite images for separation of individual color
channels. The red channel (mGlu5) was then turned off, and
cells containing green (Fos) staining were marked using the NIH
Image J multi-point tool on each focal plane. Then, the green
channel was then turned off, and the red channel was used to
mark mGlu5 puncta in the same manner. Individual cells were
distinguished based on DAPI nuclei staining. Fos expression
was established if staining within a cell was detectable on three
consecutive focal planes, andmGlu5 expression was established if
a cell contained mRNA puncta on three consecutive focal planes.
Under these conditions, cells expressing both Fos and mGlu5
were considered positive for co-expression. The total number of
Fos expressing and Fos/mGlu5 co-expressing cells were counted
for each selected area. The average number of cells for each
parameter across the two selected areas was calculated for the
three brain regions for each rat.

Experiment 2 – The Effects of CDPPB (or CBD) on

Unconditioned Anxiety and Contextual

Fear Extinction

The timeline for this experiment is shown in Figures 3A, 4A.
Rats first underwent predator stress induction and anxiety
assessment as described above. Susceptible rats were randomly
selected from the sample to create vehicle (Sus-Veh; n = 8),
CDPPB treated (Sus-CDPPB; n = 8), and CBD treated (Sus-
CBD; n = 8) groups. Resilient rats were treated with vehicle
(Res-Veh; n = 8).
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FIGURE 2 | CDPPB reduces context dependent freezing in Sus rats and increases Fos expression in the medial prefrontal cortex. (A) Timeline for Experiment 1.

(B) Treatment groups did not differ in EPM open arm time or % ASR habituation. (C) Mean ± SEM of freezing in vehicle (n = 7) or CDPPB (n = 7) treated Susc rats

during 10 min extinction sessions in the TMT context initiated 14 days after phenotype classification; CDPPB reduced freezing on day 2 of extinction. (D) Schematic

indicating the regions of interest (ROI) used for characterization of extinction dependent neuronal activity in the prefrontal cortex (top) and basal lateral amygdala

(BLA; bottom). (E) Representative confocal images from the selected ROIs in the prelimbic cortex (PL; left), infralimbic cortex (IL; middle) and BLA (right) showing

fluorescent immunolabeling of Fos (green) protein, labeling of mRNA for mGlu5 using fluorescent in situ hybridization, and DAPI (blue) nuclear staining, in vehicle (top

panel) and CDPPB (bottom panel) treated susceptible rats; scale bar: 20 µm, 63× magnification. Fos+mGlu5 co-expression is indicated with white arrows.

(F) CDPPB increased the number of Fos labeled cells in the PL and IL regions on day 3 of extinction. (G) The effects of CDPPB on the number of Fos+/mGlu5+

double-labeled cells in the PL, IL, and BLA on day 3 of extinction. ∗p < 0.05, ∗∗p < 0.01 relative to vehicle, #p < 0.05 relative to Days 1 and 3.

Light-dark box
Two weeks after anxiety assessment and phenotype classification,
rats underwent light-dark box testing based on previously
described procedures (Crawley, 1981). Light-dark box apparatus
consisted of a plexiglass box with two separate compartments
of equal dimensions (40 cm × 44 cm × 37 cm); a light
compartment (light box) with translucent walls illuminated at

300 lux, and a dark compartment (dark box) with blackened
opaque walls. An opening in the dividing wall allowed free
movement of rats between the compartments. Prior to testing,
rats were treated with vehicle, CDPPB, or CBD in their home
cage. Following pretreatment (CDPPB: 20 min; CBD: 30 min),
each animal was individually placed in the center of the light
box and allowed to roam freely for 10 min. Sessions were
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FIGURE 3 | Cannabidiol attenuates increased anxiety-like behavior in the light-dark box test in Susceptible rats. (A) Timeline for Experiment 2. (B) Vehicle (Sus-veh,

n = 8), CDPPB (Sus-CDPPB), and CBD (Sus-CBD, n = 8) treated Sus rats spent less time in the open arms of the EPM and (C) exhibited reduced habituation to

ASR relative to vehicle treated Res rats (Res-veh, n = 8). (D) CBD treated Sus rats and Res rats spent less time in the dark-box relative to vehicle treated Sus rats.

(E) CBD treatment reduced the latency to enter the light-box in Sus rats. (F) No differences were observed in latency to enter the dark-box. ∗∗p < 0.05 relative to

Res-veh; ∗p < 0.05 relative to Sus-veh.

filmed, and the following behaviors were hand scored by an
experimenter blind to the conditions: (1) latency to enter the
dark box from the light box and vice versa; (2) the number
of transitions between compartments; and (3) the duration of
individual compartment visits. The apparatus was cleaned with
70% ethanol between trials.

Fear extinction

Next, rats were used to assess differences between Resilient and
Susceptible rats in fear extinction and the ability of CBD to
enhance the extinction of TMT conditioned fear. The day after
light-dark box testing, rats were administered vehicle or CBD
20 min prior to testing (Figure 4A). Rats received the identical
treatment that they had received on the day prior for light-
dark box testing. Procedures for fear extinction were identical
to Experiment 1.

Data Analysis
GraphPad Prism (version 6.0) was used for statistical analysis
with the alpha level set at p ≤ 0.05. Unpaired t-tests were used
to compare phenotypic differences in EPM and ASR behavior for
rats used in Experiments 1–2. Unpaired t-tests were also used

to test for within region differences in Fos expression between
treatment groups. One-way analyses of variance (ANOVAs)
were used to assess differences in EPM and ASR behavior
for rats later treated with vehicle, CBD or CDPPB to ensure
no pre-existing differences prior to initiation of testing and
pharmacological treatment. Freezing during fear extinction was
analyzed by two-way mixed factorial repeated-measures (RM)
ANOVAs with Treatment as the between-subjects factor and
Day as a within-subjects factor. Significant interactions were
followed by Tukey’s post hoc analyses with corrections for
multiple comparisons.

RESULTS

Predator Odor Stress and
Susceptibility Classification
A total of 307 rats were exposed to TMT. ASR data files for
8 rats were corrupted and thus the following calculations are
based on the data from 299 rats. The median time spent in
the OA of the EPM was 56.2 s and median habituation of the
ASR was 61.2%. Rats that fell below the median for time spent
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FIGURE 4 | Cannabidiol does not reduce increased context dependent freezing in Susceptible rats. (A) Timeline for Experiment 2. (B) Mean ± SEM of freezing in

vehicle (Sus-veh; n = 8) and CBD (Sus-CBD; n = 8) treated Sus rats and vehicle treated Res rats (Res-veh; n = 7) during 10 min extinction sessions. A main effect of

Group was detected with Sus-veh and Sus-CBD displaying increased freezing relative to Res-veh rats.

in the OA and above the median for ASR habituation were
classified as Susceptible as in our previous report (Schwendt
et al., 2018). Rats were classified as Resilient if they fell above the
median for time spent in the OA and below the median for ASR
habituation. This resulted in 74 rats (25%)meeting criteria for the
Susceptible phenotype and an equal number meeting criteria for
the Resilient phenotype (Figure 1B). A total of 46 Susceptible rats
and 8 Resilient rats were used for the present set of experiments.
More Susceptible and Resilient rats were generated than were
needed for the present set of experiments and were used for other
experiments to be published at a later date. Rats not classified
as either Susceptible or Resilient (Intermediate; n = 151) were
eliminated from the experiment. Susceptible (Sus) rats spent less
time in the open arms of the EPM [t(26) = 4.482, p < 0.0001,
Figure 1C], and exhibited less reductions in ASR magnitude
[t(26) = 4.515, p< 0.0001, Figure 1D] compared to Resilient rats.
Freezing was assessed on the day of TMT exposure in a subset of
Susceptible (n = 20) and Resilient (n = 20) rats; no phenotypic
differences in freezing were found (mean ± SEM: Susceptible
10.2 ± 2.438 s; Resilient 10.8 ± 2.624 s).

Experiment 1
Rats were assigned to receive vehicle (Sus-vehicle, n = 7) or
CDPPB (30 mg/kg, s.c.; Sus-CDPPB, n = 7) prior to extinction
sessions such that there were no differences in prior EPM and
ASR scores between treatment groups (Figure 2B). To examine
the effects of CDPPB on fear extinction, a 2-way RM ANOVA
conducted on freezing behavior (Figure 2C) revealed a main
effect of Treatment [F(1,11) = 6.803, p = 0.024] and Day
[F(2,22) = 3.905, p = 0.035], and a significant Treatment × Day
interaction [F(2,22) = 5.134, p = 0.015]. Post hoc tests revealed
that on Day 2, Sus-CDPPB rats froze significantly less than Sus-
veh rats, and no between-group differences in behavior were

observed on Days 1 or 3. Within the Sus-veh group, Day 2
freezing was greater than Days 1 and 3 (Figure 2C). Analysis
of Fos immunoreactive cells revealed increased Fos expression
in the PL [t(10) = 2.80, p = 0.02], IL [t(10) = 3.03, p = 0.01] of
Sus-CDPPB rats compared to Sus-veh (Figure 2F). In the BLA,
a trend toward increased Fos protein expression was detected
in Sus-CDPPB group (p = 0.054). Co-expression of Fos and
mGlu5 was abundant across analyzed regions of both treatment
groups, however, the level of Fos/mGlu5 expression overlap
varied between regions (Sus-veh, [F(2,15) = 2.756, p = 0.0125];
Sus-CDPPB [F(2,15) = 0.830, p < 0.0001]), with lower co-
expression in the BLA (∼70%) compared to both IL and PL
regions (∼90%; data not shown). Perhaps due to this high degree
of co-localization, CDPPB treatment increased Fos expression
in mGlu5-positive cells in a manner that was similar to overall
Fos expression: expression was increased in the PL [t(10) = 2.92,
p = 0.04] and IL [t(10) = 3.30, p = 0.01], but not in the BLA
(Figure 2G). Representative images of dual Fos/mGlu5 labeling
from the regions depicted in Figure 2D are shown in Figure 2E.

Experiment 2
Subsets of Susceptible (Sus) and Resilient (Res) rats were used to
generate four treatment groups: Sus-veh, Sus-CDPPB, Sus-CBD,
and Res-vehicle. Examining only the rats utilized for Experiment
2, a one-way ANOVA revealed phenotypic differences in EPM
open arm time [F(3,27) = 37.61, p < 0.0001, Figure 3B] and
ASR habituation [F(3,27) = 8.028, p = 0.0006]. All three groups
of Sus rats spent less time compared to Res rats in the open arms
of the EPM (Sus-veh, p < 0.0001; Sus-CDPPB, p < 0.0001; Sus-
CBD, p < 0.0001, Figure 3B), and exhibited less habituation of
the ASR relative to Res rats (Sus-veh, p = 0.0023; Sus-CDPPB,
p = 0.0023; Sus-CBD, p = 0.0029, Figure 3C). In the light-dark
box test, Group differences in time spent in the dark side were
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found [F(3,27) = 4.686, p = 0.0092, Figure 3D]. Post hoc analysis
revealed Sus-veh rats spent more time in the dark side compared
to Res-veh, indicating the preservation of anxiety phenotypes
2 weeks after classification with EPM and ASR. In Susceptible
rats, CDPPB did not alter time spent in the dark (p = 0.692,
Sus-CDPPB vs. Sus-veh), however, CBD had an anxiolytic effect,
demonstrated by a reduction in dark box time (p = 0.023, Sus-
CDB vs. Sus-veh). Time spent in the dark in Sus-CBD rats did
not differ from Res-veh rats. One-way ANOVA also revealed
differences in latency to enter the light box [F(3,25) = 3.315,
p = 0.036, Figure 3E], with CDPPB again having no effect, and
CBD reducing the time to enter relative to the Sus-veh treated
group. No phenotypic or treatment differences were observed in
the latency to enter the dark side (Figure 3F).

On the day following the light-dark box test, rats began fear
extinction trials that continued for 3 days. Prior to each trial
animals received CBD (5 mg/kg, i.p.) or vehicle. A two-way
repeated measures ANOVA on time spent freezing revealed a
significant main effect of group [F(2,20) = 4.106, p = 0.032]
and a trend toward a significant group × time interaction
[F(4,40) = 2.197, p = 0.08]. There was no main effect of time
[F(2,40) = 0.2389, n.s.] (Figure 4B).

DISCUSSION

Here we found that 7 days after a single exposure to the predator
odor TMT, populations of stress Susceptible and Resilient rats
emerged following phenotype classification using EPM and ASR
scores. Similar to previous studies (e.g., Cohen and Zohar,
2004), including our own (Schwendt et al., 2018), 25% of
rats met criteria for the Susceptible phenotype and an equal
number met criteria for the Resilient phenotype. Moreover, we
found that a majority of rats displayed EPM and ASR behavior
intermediate between Susceptible and Resilient rats, suggesting
that the two phenotypes were indeed representative of extremes
of the susceptibility spectrum. In the current study, light-dark
box testing 2 weeks after the initial classification revealed that
un-conditioned anxiety also differs between Susceptible and
Resilient phenotypes.

Consistent with our previous report (Schwendt et al., 2018),
the results of Experiment 2 indicate that 3 weeks following
the initial TMT context pairing, conditioned fear in Susceptible
rats was greater than in Resilient rats. While some previous
studies failed to produce a conditioned fear response with TMT
(McGregor et al., 2002; Blanchard et al., 2003; Rosen, 2004),
these studies only tested for such a response 24 h after TMT
exposure. We hypothesize that conditioned freezing in the TMT-
paired context here and in our previous report (Schwendt
et al., 2018) may be due to the inclusion of a post-stress
incubation period. A lengthier exposure time in a medium
size chamber may also have contributed to an accumulation
of contextual CS information sufficient to generate a defensive
response upon re-entry to the TMT-paired context; exposures in
smaller chambers do not have this effect (Takahashi et al., 2008).
Furthermore, past studies examining TMT fear conditioning
have not distinguished stress-Susceptible rodents from Resilient

(Wallace and Rosen, 2000;McGregor et al., 2002; Blanchard et al.,
2003), hence any conditioning effects may have been obscured.

Consistent with our previous report, we observed an increase
in freezing in vehicle-treated Susceptible rats from Day 1 of
extinction to Day 2 (Schwendt et al., 2018). CDPPB treated
rats demonstrated less freezing on the 2nd day of re-exposure
compared to vehicle rats. One potential interpretation of these
data is that vehicle-treated rats experienced a potentiation
of fear memory reconsolidation on Day 1 that resulted in
greater freezing on Day 2; CDPPB prevented this fear memory
reconsolidation, yielding reduced freezing. Alternatively, CDPPB
treatment may have aided in extinction memory consolidation
on Day 1 by enhancing mGlu5 receptor activity within extinction
associated neuronal pathways, manifesting as a decrease in
freezing on Day 2. As freezing decreased in vehicle-treated rats
from Days 2 to 3, these rats may have engaged in extinction
acquisition and consolidation during day 2 which was exhibited
on Day 3. Extinction of conditioned fear cannot be said to
have occurred in the CDPPB-treated group, as no differences in
freezing were observed in this group across days, potentially due
to a floor effect on freezing on Day 1. Assessment of freezing
in CDPPB-treated rats on a subsequent “recall” test conducted
in the absence of CDPPB would potentially have shed some
light on whether CDPPB is acting acutely to enhance extinction
or fear; however, we had designed the present experiment to
assess Fos expression on Day 3. Thus, future work will aim
to understand whether CDPPB is reducing freezing through
the acquisition, consolidation, or expression of fear extinction
behavior by administering CDPPB in different regimens, such
as immediately after the re-exposure session or only on Day
1 of extinction.

A reduction in conditioned fear in CDPPB-treated rats is in
contrast to our previous report that this dose of CDPPB increases
freezing when administered prior to fear extinction in rats with
a history of cocaine self-administration. It can be argued that
chronic self-administration of cocaine altered the neurobiology
underlying the extinction of conditioned fear. Alternatively,
previous studies in rats and humans have demonstrated bi-phasic
effects of the NMDA receptor partial agonist D-cycloserine,
which can either produce a weakening or a strengthening of
fear memory contingent upon an individual’s experience during
the extinction session (Orr et al., 2000; Bolkan and Lattal,
2014). Furthermore, in cocaine users, D-cycloserine prevents the
reductions in craving and brain activation produced by extinction
of cocaine-associated cues. Taken together, this suggests that
cocaine alters the role of glutamate receptors in mediating
extinction of both fear and cocaine-associated cues (Price et al.,
2013; Prisciandaro et al., 2013). This should be considered in
the treatment of anxiety disorders in patients with cocaine
use disorder.

A substantial literature devoted to understanding signaling
dynamics involved in the extinction of footshock conditioned
fear indicates implicates roles of the IL and PL. Indeed, many
studies examining expression of neuronal activity markers in
these regions have correlated activity in the PL with freezing, and
IL activity with reductions in freezing during extinction (Herry
et al., 2008; Cho et al., 2013; Senn et al., 2014). Here we found
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increased Fos activation in CDPPB-treated rats in the absence of
significant decreases in freezing on the day that the tissue was
collected. It is possible that although extinction may have been
occurring in both treatment groups on Day 3, the timing of tissue
collection did not permit the assessments of the temporal patterns
of PL and IL activity during the session. For instance, we cannot
determine whether a brief fear recall event at the beginning of
Day 3 extinction produced a depolarization of PL cells which
may no longer have been firing near the end of the session.
Analysis of Fos+mGlu5 co-expression revealed that the increased
Fos expression was most likely a result of CDPPB binding, due to
the fact that (a) very few Fos-positive cells did not contain mGlu5
mRNA, and (b) increased Fos expression in mGlu5-positive cells
mirrored overall Fos protein increase. Thus, it is possible that
the increase in Fos expression is an artifact of CDPPB that is not
related to freezing behavior or extinction. It may also possible be
the case that CDPPB treatment affected non-extinction associated
mGlu5 containing cells. In order to understand the role of this
circuitry in contextual fear extinction in Susceptible rats, future
work will infuse mGlu5-targeting drugs directly into the mPFC
and BLA prior to or after fear extinction sessions.

While mGlu5 receptors represent a promising target for
reducing conditioned fear, mGlu5 agonists can produce
anxiogenic effects under certain conditions (De Jesús-Burgos
et al., 2016; Rahman et al., 2017). Therefore, we evaluated the
ability of CDPBB to alter unconditioned fear in the light-dark
box. We found that CDPPB neither attenuated nor enhanced
anxiety in the light-dark box task. This is in contrast to a recent
report that the same dose of CDPPB increased anxiety measures
in the light-dark box in unstressed mice and in mice that had
consumed alcohol (Lee et al., 2018). Thus, CDDPB or other
mGlu5 PAMs may be beneficial in a PTSD population as they
would reduce conditioned fear without inducing general anxiety,
but caution should be exerted in alcohol users.

Although prior studies in heterogeneous rodent populations
have observed extinction enhancing properties of CBD in a
conditioned footshock model (Bitencourt et al., 2008; Stern
et al., 2012; Do Monte et al., 2013), here there was no effect of
CBD on conditioned fear in Susceptible rats. It is possible that
TMT exposure was not sufficient to evoke the neuroadaptations
necessary for CBD-mediated effects. Indeed, one recent study
demonstrated that while CBD enhanced extinction in footshock
conditioned rats, extinction was unaffected by CBD in rats
administered a reduced number of shocks (Song et al.,
2016). Although the dose of CBD used in the current study
(5 mg/kg) has been previously demonstrated as effective in
mitigating the response to contextually conditioned fear (e.g.,
Jurkus et al., 2016), this dose is at the lower end of an
inverted U-shaped response curve for extinction-enhancing
effects, which ranges from 3 to 30 mg/kg (Stern et al., 2012).
Here, we utilized a lower dose because higher doses of CBD
can also produce anxiogenic effects (Song et al., 2016; Lee
et al., 2017). The mechanisms by which CBD exerts pro-
extinction and anti-anxiety effects are multifaceted, however,
several studies have demonstrated a capacity for indirect
potentiation of CB1 receptors (Bisogno et al., 2001; Campos
et al., 2013). Endocannabinoid (eCB) signaling is implicated in

fear extinction through its involvement in synaptic plasticity
(Heifets and Castillo, 2009), and dysregulated eCB signaling
has been implicated in PTSD (Neumeister et al., 2013). In
addition, CBD can function as a partial agonist of the 5-
HT1a receptor (Russo et al., 2005; Campos et al., 2012a;
Fogaça et al., 2014). Abnormal 5-HT signaling contributes to
PTSD like symptoms (Zhao et al., 2017), and is a target for
treatment of the disorder (Sullivan and Neria, 2009). Thus,
further study is needed to more exhaustively characterize the
potential of CBD in PTSD treatment.While CBDdid not enhance
extinction, it was effective in reducing anxiety in the light-
dark box test. Our findings are consistent with previous work
showing benefits of CBD in alleviating heightened anxiety in
animals that have experienced prior footshock or restraint-stress
(O’Brien et al., 2013; Fogaça et al., 2014; Song et al., 2016).
While chronic CBD administration following exposure to a live
predator was effective in mitigating predator-induced anxiety
1 week later (Campos et al., 2012a), we are the first to show an
immediate effect of CBD in a population of Susceptible rats after
only a single dose.

CONCLUSION

Here we found evidence that mGlu5 PAMs, such as CDPPB,
represent a potential treatment strategy for the reduction of
conditioned fear in a PTSD population, an effect possibly
mediated by an activation of the PL/IL circuitry. However, some
preclinical work (Lee et al., 2018; Schwendt et al., 2018) suggests
that caution should be exerted when using this class of drugs in
patients with a history of cocaine or alcohol use, as it may inhibit,
rather than facilitate extinction. Finally, while CBD produced
anxiolytic effects in response to unconditioned fear, it failed
to enhance the extinction of conditioned fear in a Susceptible,
PTSD-like population of rats. As our results indicate distinct roles
for these drugs in unconditioned vs. conditioned anxiety, future
consideration should be given to polytherapy with both CBD and
mGlu5 PAMs for the enhancement of extinction and relief of
anxiety that accompany PTSD. For example, the combination of
CBD and anmGlu5 PAM such as CDPPB should be administered
for the assessment of unconditioned and conditioned fear.

ETHICS STATEMENT

Procedures were approved by the Institutional Animal Care and
Use Committee at the University of Florida.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

JS, MS, and LK involved in the conception and design of the
study. JS, PH, MR, and AB involved in the acquisition of data.
JS, AB, LK, and MS involved in analysis and interpretation of
the data. JS drafted the manuscript. LK and MS made critical
revisions. JS, PH, AB, MR, LK, andMS approved the final version
of the manuscript to be published.

Frontiers in Behavioral Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 10 May 2019 | Volume 13 | Article 91

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/behavioral-neuroscience/
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/behavioral-neuroscience#articles


Shallcross et al. CDPPB and Cannabidiol in PTSD

FUNDING

This work was supported by Institute onMolecular Neuroscience
Subcontract 8738sc and 9250sc awarded to LK and MS.
The content of the information does not necessarily reflect
the position or the policy of the Government, and no
official endorsement should be inferred. Award Number:
W81XWH-12-2-0048. The United States Army Medical
Research Acquisition Activity, 820 Chandler Street, Fort

Detrick, MD 21702-5014 is the awarding and administering
acquisition office.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We would like to thank Lizhen Wu, Daniel Hopp, and Stephen
Beaudin-Curley for their assistance with behavioral experiments
and/or analysis of behavioral data.

REFERENCES

Barad, M. (2005). Fear extinction in rodents: basic insight to clinical promise. Curr.

Opin. Neurobiol. 15, 710–715. doi: 10.1016/j.conb.2005.10.005

Bisogno, T., Hanuš, L., De Petrocellis, L., Tchilibon, S., Ponde, D. E., Brandi, I., et al.

(2001). Molecular targets for cannabidiol and its synthetic analogues: effect on

vanilloid VR1 receptors and on the cellular uptake and enzymatic hydrolysis

of anandamide. Br. J. Pharmacol. 134, 845–852. doi: 10.1038/sj.bjp.070

4327

Bitencourt, R. M., Pamplona, F. A., and Takahashi, R. N. (2008). Facilitation of

contextual fear memory extinction and anti-anxiogenic effects of AM404 and

cannabidiol in conditioned rats. Eur. Neuropsychopharmacol. 18, 849–859. doi:

10.1016/j.euroneuro.2008.07.001

Blanchard, D. C., Markham, C., Yang, M., Hubbard, D., Madarang, E., and

Blanchard, R. J. (2003). Failure to produce conditioning with low-dose

trimethylthiazoline or cat feces as unconditioned stimuli. Behav. Neurosci. 117,

360–368. doi: 10.1037/0735-7044.117.2.360

Bolkan, S. S., and Lattal, K. M. (2014). Opposing effects of D-cycloserine on fear

despite a common extinction duration: interactions between brain regions and

behavior. Neurobiol. Learn. Mem. 113, 25–34. doi: 10.1016/j.nlm.2013.12.009

Bouton, M. E., Westbrook, R. F., Corcoran, K. A., andMaren, S. (2006). Contextual

and temporal modulation of extinction: behavioral and biological mechanisms.

Biol. Psychiatry 60, 352–360. doi: 10.1016/j.biopsych.2005.12.015

Campolongo, P., Roozendaal, B., Trezza, V., Hauer, D., Schelling, G., McGaugh,

J. L., et al. (2009). Endocannabinoids in the rat basolateral amygdala enhance

memory consolidation and enable glucocorticoid modulation of memory. Proc.

Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 106, 4888–4893. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0900835106

Campos, A. C., Ferreira, F. R., and Guimarães, F. S. (2012a). Cannabidiol

blocks long-lasting behavioral consequences of predator threat stress: possible

involvement of 5HT1A receptors. J. Psychiatr. Res. 46, 1501–1510. doi: 10.1016/

j.jpsychires.2012.08.012

Campos, A. C., Moreira, F. A., Gomes, F. V., Del Bel, E. A., and Guimarães,

F. S. (2012b). Multiple mechanisms involved in the large-spectrum therapeutic

potential of cannabidiol in psychiatric disorders. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B

Biol. Sci. 367, 3364–3378. doi: 10.1098/rstb.2011.0389

Campos, A. C., Ortega, Z., Palazuelos, J., Fogaça, M. V., Aguiar, D. C.,

Díaz-Alonso, J., et al. (2013). The anxiolytic effect of cannabidiol on

chronically stressed mice depends on hippocampal neurogenesis: involvement

of the endocannabinoid system. Int. J. Neuropsychopharmacol. 16, 1407–1419.

doi: 10.1017/S1461145712001502

Chhatwal, J. P., Davis, M., Maguschak, K. A., and Ressler, K. J. (2005). Enhancing

cannabinoid neurotransmission augments the extinction of conditioned fear.

Neuropsychopharmacology 30, 516–524. doi: 10.1038/sj.npp.1300655

Chhatwal, J. P., and Ressler, K. J. (2007). Modulation of fear and anxiety by

the endogenous cannabinoid system. CNS Spectr. 12, 211–220. doi: 10.1017/

s1092852900020939

Cho, J.-H., Deisseroth, K., and Bolshakov, V. Y. (2013). Synaptic encoding of fear

extinction in mPFC-amygdala circuits. Neuron 80, 1491–1507. doi: 10.1016/j.

neuron.2013.09.025

Cohen, H., Matar, M. A., and Zohar, J. (2014). Maintaining the clinical relevance of

animal models in translational studies of post-traumatic stress disorder. ILAR J.

55, 233–245. doi: 10.1093/ilar/ilu006

Cohen, H., and Zohar, J. (2004). An animal model of posttraumatic stress disorder:

the use of cut-off behavioral criteria. Ann. N. Y. Acad. Sci. 1032, 167–178.

doi: 10.1196/annals.1314.014

Cohen, H., Zohar, J., and Matar, M. (2003). The relevance of differential response

to trauma in an animal model of posttraumatic stress disorder. Biol. Psychiatry

53, 463–473. doi: 10.1016/s0006-3223(02)01909-1

Crawley, J. N. (1981). Neuropharmacologic specificity of a simple animal model

for the behavioral actions of benzodiazepines. Pharmacol. Biochem. Behav. 15,

695–699. doi: 10.1016/0091-3057(81)90007-1

Das, R. K., Kamboj, S. K., Ramadas, M., Yogan, K., Gupta, V., Redman, E.,

et al. (2013). Cannabidiol enhances consolidation of explicit fear extinction in

humans. Psychopharmacology 226, 781–792. doi: 10.1007/s00213-012-2955-y

Day, H. E. W., Masini, C. V., and Campeau, S. (2004). The pattern of

brain c-fos mRNA induced by a component of fox odor, 2,5-dihydro-2,4,5-

trimethylthiazoline (TMT), in rats, suggests both systemic and processive stress

characteristics. Brain Res. 1025, 139–151. doi: 10.1016/j.brainres.2004.07.079

De Jesús-Burgos, M. I., González-García, S., Cruz-Santa, Y., and Pérez-Acevedo,

N. L. (2016). Amygdalar activation of group I metabotropic glutamate receptors

produces anti- and pro-conflict effects depending upon animal sex in a sexually

dimorphic conditioned conflict-based anxiety model. Behav. Brain Res. 302,

200–212. doi: 10.1016/j.bbr.2016.01.009

DoMonte, F. H., Souza, R. R., Bitencourt, R. M., Kroon, J. A., and Takahashi, R. N.

(2013). Infusion of cannabidiol into infralimbic cortex facilitates fear extinction

via CB1 receptors. Behav. Brain Res. 250, 23–27. doi: 10.1016/j.bbr.2013.04.045

Falls, W. A., Miserendino, M. J., and Davis, M. (1992). Extinction of fear-

potentiated startle: blockade by infusion of an NMDA antagonist into the

amygdala. J. Neurosci. 12, 854–863. doi: 10.1523/jneurosci.12-03-00854.1992

Fanselow, M. S. (1980). Conditional and unconditional components of post-

shock freezing. Pavlov. J. Biol. Sci. 15, 177–182. doi: 10.1007/BF0300

1163

Fendt, M., and Endres, T. (2008). 2,3,5-trimethyl-3-thiazoline (TMT), a

component of fox odor - just repugnant or really fear-inducing? Neurosci.

Biobehav. Rev. 32, 1259–1266. doi: 10.1016/j.neubiorev.2008.05.010

Foa, E. B., Stein, D. J., and McFarlane, A. C. (2006). Symptomatology and

psychopathology of mental health problems after disaster. J. Clin. Psychiatry

67(Suppl. 2), 15–25.

Fogaça, M. V., Reis, F. M. C. V., Campos, A. C., and Guimarães, F. S. (2014). Effects

of intra-prelimbic prefrontal cortex injection of cannabidiol on anxiety-like

behavior: involvement of 5HT1A receptors and previous stressful experience.

Eur. Neuropsychopharmacol. 24, 410–419. doi: 10.1016/j.euroneuro.2013.1

0.012

Fontanez-Nuin, D. E., Santini, E., Quirk, G. J., and Porter, J. T. (2011). Memory for

fear extinction requires mGluR5-mediated activation of infralimbic neurons.

Cereb. Cortex 21, 727–735. doi: 10.1093/cercor/bhq147

Gass, J. T., and Olive, M. F. (2009). Positive allosteric modulation of mGluR5

receptors facilitates extinction of a cocaine contextual memory. Biol. Psychiatry

65, 717–720. doi: 10.1016/j.biopsych.2008.11.001

Ghasemzadeh, M. B., Vasudevan, P., Giles, C., Purgianto, A., Seubert, C.,

and Mantsch, J. R. (2011). Glutamatergic plasticity in medial prefrontal

cortex and ventral tegmental area following extended-access cocaine

self-administration. Brain Res. 1413, 60–71. doi: 10.1016/j.brainres.2011.

06.041

Guimarães, F. S., Chiaretti, T. M., Graeff, F. G., and Zuardi, A. W.

(1990). Antianxiety effect of cannabidiol in the elevated plus-maze.

Psychopharmacology 100, 558–559. doi: 10.1007/bf02244012

Guthrie, R. M., and Bryant, R. A. (2006). Extinction learning before trauma and

subsequent posttraumatic stress. Psychosom. Med. 68, 307–311. doi: 10.1097/

01.psy.0000208629.67653.cc

Frontiers in Behavioral Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 11 May 2019 | Volume 13 | Article 91

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conb.2005.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.bjp.0704327
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.bjp.0704327
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euroneuro.2008.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euroneuro.2008.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1037/0735-7044.117.2.360
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nlm.2013.12.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2005.12.015
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0900835106
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2012.08.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2012.08.012
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2011.0389
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1461145712001502
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.npp.1300655
https://doi.org/10.1017/s1092852900020939
https://doi.org/10.1017/s1092852900020939
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2013.09.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2013.09.025
https://doi.org/10.1093/ilar/ilu006
https://doi.org/10.1196/annals.1314.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0006-3223(02)01909-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0091-3057(81)90007-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-012-2955-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainres.2004.07.079
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2016.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2013.04.045
https://doi.org/10.1523/jneurosci.12-03-00854.1992
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF03001163
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF03001163
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2008.05.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euroneuro.2013.10.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euroneuro.2013.10.012
https://doi.org/10.1093/cercor/bhq147
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2008.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainres.2011.06.041
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainres.2011.06.041
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf02244012
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.psy.0000208629.67653.cc
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.psy.0000208629.67653.cc
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/behavioral-neuroscience/
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/behavioral-neuroscience#articles


Shallcross et al. CDPPB and Cannabidiol in PTSD

Haller, J., Varga, B., Ledent, C., and Freund, T. F. (2004). CB1 cannabinoid

receptors mediate anxiolytic effects: convergent genetic and pharmacological

evidence with CB1-specific agents. Behav. Pharmacol. 15, 299–304.

doi: 10.1097/01.fbp.0000135704.56422.40

Hao, Y., Martin-Fardon, R., and Weiss, F. (2010). Behavioral and functional

evidence of metabotropic glutamate receptor 2/3 and metabotropic glutamate

receptor 5 dysregulation in cocaine-escalated rats: factor in the transition to

dependence. Biol. Psychiatry 68, 240–248. doi: 10.1016/j.biopsych.2010.02.011

Haubensak,W., Kunwar, P. S., Cai, H., Ciocchi, S.,Wall, N. R., Ponnusamy, R., et al.

(2010). Genetic dissection of an amygdala microcircuit that gates conditioned

fear. Nature 468, 270–276. doi: 10.1038/nature09553

Hebb, A. L. O., Zacharko, R. M., Gauthier, M., and Drolet, G. (2003). Exposure

of mice to a predator odor increases acoustic startle but does not disrupt

the rewarding properties of VTA intracranial self-stimulation. Brain Res. 982,

195–210. doi: 10.1016/s0006-8993(03)03008-7

Heifets, B. D., and Castillo, P. E. (2009). Endocannabinoid signaling and long-

term synaptic plasticity. Annu. Rev. Physiol. 71, 283–306. doi: 10.1146/annurev.

physiol.010908.163149

Herman, J. L. (1992). Trauma and Recovery. From Domestic Abuse to Political

Terror. London: Harper Collins.

Herry, C., Ciocchi, S., Senn, V., Demmou, L., Müller, C., and Lüthi, A. (2008).

Switching on and off fear by distinct neuronal circuits. Nature 454, 600–606.

doi: 10.1038/nature07166

Homiack, D., O’Cinneide, E., Hajmurad, S., Barrileaux, B., Stanley, M., Kreutz,

M. R., et al. (2017). Predator odor evokes sex-independent stress responses

in male and female Wistar rats and reduces phosphorylation of cyclic-

adenosine monophosphate response element binding protein in the male, but

not the female hippocampus. Hippocampus 27, 1016–1029. doi: 10.1002/hipo.2

2749

Hoover, W. B., and Vertes, R. P. (2007). Anatomical analysis of afferent projections

to the medial prefrontal cortex in the rat. Brain Struct. Funct. 212, 149–179.

doi: 10.1007/s00429-007-0150-4

Hwa, L. S., Neira, S., Pina, M. M., Pati, D., Calloway, R., and Kash, T. L. (2019).

Predator odor increases avoidance and glutamatergic synaptic transmission

in the prelimbic cortex via corticotropin-releasing factor receptor 1 signaling.

Neuropsychopharmacology 44, 766–775. doi: 10.1038/s41386-018-0279-2

Jurkus, R., Day, H. L. L., Guimarães, F. S., Lee, J. L. C., Bertoglio, L. J., and

Stevenson, C. W. (2016). Cannabidiol regulation of learned fear: implications

for treating anxiety-related disorders. Front. Pharmacol. 7:454. doi: 10.3389/

fphar.2016.00454

Knapska, E., and Maren, S. (2009). Reciprocal patterns of c-Fos expression in

the medial prefrontal cortex and amygdala after extinction and renewal of

conditioned fear. Learn. Mem. 16, 486–493. doi: 10.1101/lm.1463909

Kovács, K. J. (2008). Measurement of immediate-early gene activation- c-fos

and beyond. J. Neuroendocrinol. 20, 665–672. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2826.2008.01

734.x

LaBar, K. S., Gatenby, J. C., Gore, J. C., LeDoux, J. E., and Phelps, E. A.

(1998). Human amygdala activation during conditioned fear acquisition and

extinction: a mixed-trial fMRI study. Neuron 20, 937–945. doi: 10.1016/s0896-

6273(00)80475-4

Lanahan, A., and Worley, P. (1998). Immediate-early genes and synaptic function.

Neurobiol. Learn. Mem. 70, 37–43. doi: 10.1006/nlme.1998.3836

Lee, J. L. C., Bertoglio, L. J., Guimarães, F. S., and Stevenson, C. W. (2017).

Cannabidiol regulation of emotion and emotional memory processing:

relevance for treating anxiety-related and substance abuse disorders: CBD

regulation of fear and drug reward processing. Br. J. Pharmacol. 174, 3242–3256.

doi: 10.1111/bph.13724

Lee, K. M., Coelho, M. A., Class, M. A., and Szumlinski, K. K. (2018). mGlu5-

dependent modulation of anxiety during early withdrawal from binge-drinking

in adult and adolescent male mice. Drug Alcohol Depend. 184, 1–11. doi: 10.

1016/j.drugalcdep.2017.10.031

Mao, L., andWang, J. Q. (2003). Metabotropic glutamate receptor 5-regulated Elk-

1 phosphorylation and immediate early gene expression in striatal neurons. J.

Neurochem. 85, 1006–1017. doi: 10.1046/j.1471-4159.2003.01750.x

Mao, L., Yang, L., Tang, Q., Samdani, S., Zhang, G., and Wang, J. Q. (2005).

The scaffold protein Homer1b/c links metabotropic glutamate receptor 5 to

extracellular signal-regulated protein kinase cascades in neurons. J. Neurosci.

25, 2741–2752. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4360-04.2005

Marsicano, G., Wotjak, C. T., Azad, S. C., Bisogno, T., Rammes, G., Cascio,

M. G., et al. (2002). The endogenous cannabinoid system controls extinction

of aversive memories. Nature 418, 530–534. doi: 10.1038/nature00839

McGregor, I. S., Schrama, L., Ambermoon, P., and Dielenberg, R. A. (2002). Not all

“predator odours” are equal: cat odour but not 2,4,5 trimethylthiazoline (TMT;

fox odour) elicits specific defensive behaviours in rats. Behav. Brain Res. 129,

1–16. doi: 10.1016/s0166-4328(01)00324-2

Milad, M. R., Pitman, R. K., Ellis, C. B., Gold, A. L., Shin, L. M., Lasko, N. B.,

et al. (2009). Neurobiological basis of failure to recall extinction memory in

posttraumatic stress disorder. Biol. Psychiatry 66, 1075–1082. doi: 10.1016/j.

biopsych.2009.06.026

Milad, M. R., Wright, C. I., Orr, S. P., Pitman, R. K., Quirk, G. J., and Rauch,

S. L. (2007). Recall of fear extinction in humans activates the ventromedial

prefrontal cortex and hippocampus in concert. Biol. Psychiatry 62, 446–454.

doi: 10.1016/j.biopsych.2006.10.011

Nalloor, R., Bunting, K., and Vazdarjanova, A. (2011). Predicting impaired

extinction of traumatic memory and elevated startle. PLoS One 6:e19760.

doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0019760

Neumeister, A., Normandin, M. D., Pietrzak, R. H., Piomelli, D., Zheng, M. Q.,

Gujarro-Anton, A., et al. (2013). Elevated brain cannabinoid CB1 receptor

availability in post-traumatic stress disorder: a positron emission tomography

study.Mol. Psychiatry 18, 1034–1040. doi: 10.1038/mp.2013.61

Neumeister, A., Seidel, J., Ragen, B. J., and Pietrzak, R. H. (2015). Translational

evidence for a role of endocannabinoids in the etiology and treatment

of posttraumatic stress disorder. Psychoneuroendocrinology 51, 577–584.

doi: 10.1016/j.psyneuen.2014.10.012

Niswender, C. M., and Conn, P. J. (2010). Metabotropic glutamate receptors:

physiology, pharmacology, and disease. Annu. Rev. Pharmacol. Toxicol. 50,

295–322. doi: 10.1146/annurev.pharmtox.011008.145533

Norrholm, S. D., Jovanovic, T., Olin, I. W., Sands, L. A., Karapanou, I., Bradley,

B., et al. (2011). Fear extinction in traumatized civilians with posttraumatic

stress disorder: relation to symptom severity. Biol. Psychiatry 69, 556–563.

doi: 10.1016/j.biopsych.2010.09.013

O’Brien, L. D., Wills, K. L., Segsworth, B., Dashney, B., Rock, E. M., Limebeer, C. L.,

et al. (2013). Effect of chronic exposure to rimonabant and phytocannabinoids

on anxiety-like behavior and saccharin palatability. Pharmacol. Biochem. Behav.

103, 597–602. doi: 10.1016/j.pbb.2012.10.008

Orr, S. P., Metzger, L. J., Lasko, N. B., Macklin, M. L., Peri, T., and Pitman,

R. K. (2000). De novo conditioning in trauma-exposed individuals with and

without posttraumatic stress disorder. J. Abnorm. Psychol. 109, 290–298.

doi: 10.1037/0021-843x.109.2.290

Pavlov, I. P. (1927). Conditioned Reflexes: an Investigation of the Physiological

Activity of the Cerebral Cortex. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Paxinos, G., and Watson, C. (2005). The Rat Brain in Stereotaxic Coordinates.

New York, NY: Academic Press.

Pellow, S., Chopin, P., File, S. E., and Briley, M. (1985). Validation of open:closed

arm entries in an elevated plus-maze as a measure of anxiety in the rat.

J. Neurosci. Methods 14, 149–167. doi: 10.1016/0165-0270(85)90031-7

Perkonigg, A., Kessler, R. C., Storz, S., and Wittchen, H.-U. (2000). Traumatic

events and post-traumatic stress disorder in the community: prevalence, risk

factors and comorbidity.Acta Psychiatr. Scand. 101, 46–59. doi: 10.1034/j.1600-

0447.2000.101001046.x

Pham, J., Cabrera, S. M., Sanchis-Segura, C., and Wood, M. A. (2009). Automated

scoring of fear related behavior using EthoVision software. J. Neurosci. Methods

178, 323–326. doi: 10.1016/j.jneumeth.2008.12.021

Porter, R. H. P., Jaeschke, G., Spooren, W., Ballard, T. M., Büttelmann, B.,

Kolczewski, S., et al. (2005). Fenobam: a clinically validated nonbenzodiazepine

anxiolytic is a potent, selective, and noncompetitive mGlu5 receptor antagonist

with inverse agonist activity. J. Pharmacol. Exp. Ther. 315, 711–721.

doi: 10.1124/jpet.105.089839

Price, K. L., Baker, N. L., McRae-Clark, A. L., Saladin, M. E., Desantis, S. M., Santa

Ana, E. J., et al. (2013). A randomized, placebo-controlled laboratory study

of the effects of D-cycloserine on craving in cocaine-dependent individuals.

Psychopharmacology 226, 739–746. doi: 10.1007/s00213-011-2592-x

Prisciandaro, J. J., Myrick, H., Henderson, S., McRae-Clark, A. L., Santa Ana, E. J.,

Saladin, M. E., et al. (2013). Impact of DCS-facilitated cue exposure therapy on

brain activation to cocaine cues in cocaine dependence. Drug Alcohol Depend.

132, 195–201. doi: 10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2013.02.009

Frontiers in Behavioral Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 12 May 2019 | Volume 13 | Article 91

https://doi.org/10.1097/01.fbp.0000135704.56422.40
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2010.02.011
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature09553
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0006-8993(03)03008-7
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.physiol.010908.163149
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.physiol.010908.163149
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature07166
https://doi.org/10.1002/hipo.22749
https://doi.org/10.1002/hipo.22749
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00429-007-0150-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41386-018-0279-2
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2016.00454
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2016.00454
https://doi.org/10.1101/lm.1463909
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2826.2008.01734.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2826.2008.01734.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0896-6273(00)80475-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0896-6273(00)80475-4
https://doi.org/10.1006/nlme.1998.3836
https://doi.org/10.1111/bph.13724
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2017.10.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2017.10.031
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1471-4159.2003.01750.x
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4360-04.2005
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature00839
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0166-4328(01)00324-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2009.06.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2009.06.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2006.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0019760
https://doi.org/10.1038/mp.2013.61
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2014.10.012
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.pharmtox.011008.145533
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2010.09.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pbb.2012.10.008
https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-843x.109.2.290
https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-0270(85)90031-7
https://doi.org/10.1034/j.1600-0447.2000.101001046.x
https://doi.org/10.1034/j.1600-0447.2000.101001046.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jneumeth.2008.12.021
https://doi.org/10.1124/jpet.105.089839
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-011-2592-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2013.02.009
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/behavioral-neuroscience/
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/behavioral-neuroscience#articles


Shallcross et al. CDPPB and Cannabidiol in PTSD

Rahman, M. M., Kedia, S., Fernandes, G., and Chattarji, S. (2017). Activation of

the same mGluR5 receptors in the amygdala causes divergent effects on specific

versus indiscriminate fear. eLife 6:e25665. doi: 10.7554/eLife.25665

Ren, Y., Whittard, J., Higuera-Matas, A., Morris, C. V., and Hurd, Y. L. (2009).

Cannabidiol, a nonpsychotropic component of cannabis, inhibits cue-induced

heroin-seeking and normalizes discrete mesolimbic neuronal disturbances.

J. Neurosci. 29, 14764–14769. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4291-09.2009

Rescorla, R. A. (1988). Pavlovian conditioning: it’s not what you think it is. Am.

Psychol. 43, 151–160. doi: 10.1037/0003-066X.43.3.151

Rosen, J. B. (2004). The neurobiology of conditioned and unconditioned fear: a

neurobehavioral system analysis of the amygdala. Behav. Cogn. Neurosci. Rev. 3,

23–41. doi: 10.1177/1534582304265945

Rosen, J. B., Asok, A., and Chakraborty, T. (2015). The smell of fear: innate

threat of 2,5-dihydro-2,4,5-trimethylthiazoline, a single molecule component

of a predator odor. Front. Neurosci. 9:292. doi: 10.3389/fnins.2015.00292

Rothbaum, B. O., Price, M., Jovanovic, T., Norrholm, S. D., Gerardi, M., Dunlop,

B., et al. (2014). A randomized, double-blind evaluation of D-cycloserine or

alprazolam combined with virtual reality exposure therapy for posttraumatic

stress disorder in Iraq and Afghanistan War veterans. Am. J. Psychiatry 171,

640–648. doi: 10.1176/appi.ajp.2014.13121625

Rothbaum, B. O., and Schwartz, A. C. (2002). Exposure therapy for posttraumatic

stress disorder. Am. J. Psychother. 56, 59–75. doi: 10.1176/appi.psychotherapy.

2002.56.1.59

Royer, S., Martina, M., and Paré, D. (1999). An inhibitory interface gates impulse

traffic between the input and output stations of the amygdala. J. Neurosci. 19,

10575–10583. doi: 10.1523/jneurosci.19-23-10575.1999

Russo, E. B., Burnett, A., Hall, B., and Parker, K. K. (2005). Agonistic properties of

cannabidiol at 5-HT1a receptors. Neurochem. Res. 30, 1037–1043. doi: 10.1007/

s11064-005-6978-1
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