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Nicotinic receptors in the central nervous system (nAChRs) are known to play important roles in pain
processing and modulate behavioral responses to analgesic drugs, including nicotine. The presence of the
a5-neuronal nicotinic accessory subunit in the nicotinic receptor complex is increasingly understood to
modulate reward and aversive states, addiction, and possibly pathological pain. In the current study,
using a5-knockout (KO) mice and subunit-specific antibodies, we assess the role of a5-containing
neuronal nicotinic receptors in neuropathic pain and in the analgesic response to nicotine. After
chronic constriction injury (CCI) or partial sciatic nerve ligation (PSNL), no differences in mechanical,
heat, or cold hyperalgesia were found in wild-type (WT) versus .5-KO littermate mice. The number of a5-
containing nAChRs was decreased (rather than increased) after CCI in the spinal cord and in the thal-
amus. Nevertheless, thermal analgesic response to nicotine was marginally reduced in CCI 25-KO mice at
4 days after CCI, but not at later timepoints or after PSNL. Interestingly, upon daily intermittent nicotine
injections in unoperated mice, WT animals developed tolerance to nicotine-induced analgesia to a larger
extent than a5-KO mice. Our results suggest that a5-containing nAChRs mediate analgesic tolerance to
nicotine but do not play a major role in neuropathic pain.

Tolerance

© 2015 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Neuronal nicotinic acetylcholine receptors (nAChRs) are pen-
tameric ligand-gated channels formed from multiple o (22—210)
and B subunits (B2—p4) in various combinations that are widely but
not uniformly distributed in the peripheral and central nervous
system. Heteropentameric nAChRs with an a334 backbone prevail
in the PNS, whereas 2482 receptors are more numerous in most
parts of the CNS. Both the pharmacological and biochemical
properties of nAChRs are critically determined by their subunit
composition. Multiple neurobehavioral changes and effects have
been attributed to nicotinic receptors in the CNS (Jacob et al., 2013;
Dani and Bertrand, 2007; Hurst et al., 2013), including analgesia,
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allodynia, and pathological pain (Lawand et al., 1999; Bartolini et al.,
2011; Umana et al., 2013; Hurst et al., 2013).

Various nicotinic agonists, e.g. epibatidine and related com-
pounds, are potent analgesics acting at the spinal and supraspinal
level (Khan et al., 1998, 2001; Bannon et al., 1998; Damaj et al.,
1998). Substances such as epibatidine and ABT-594 have been
known for quite some time to be equally or more potent analgesics
than morphine, depending on the assay (Bannon and Jarboe, 1978).
Nicotinic agonist antinociceptive effects have also been shown in
animal models of postoperative (Rowley et al., 2008) and of
neuropathic pain (Di Cesare et al., 2013; Abdin et al., 2006; Pacini
et al., 2010). To date, several types of nAChRs have been impli-
cated in mediating these effects, namely receptors containing the
subunits a4 and B2 (Marubio et al., 1999; Khan et al., 2001), a3
(Young et al., 2008; Albers et al., 2014), a5 (Jackson et al., 2010) and
a7 (Feuerbach et al.,, 2009). In vivo evidence for receptors con-
taining the above subunits has been provided by the use of
receptor-selective agonists and antagonists, as well as with mice
carrying deletions of distinct nAChR subunit genes. Based on
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molecular modeling, desensitization of «4f2a5 receptors has
recently been proposed as the mechanism which mediates the
analgesic effect of nicotinic agonists (Zhang et al., 2012). Paradox-
ically, positive allosteric modulation using novel compounds acting
on various nAChRs have also been shown to have potent effects in
animal behavioral studies (Uteshev, 2014; Pandya and Yakel, 2013;
Rode et al, 2012). For example, the positive 24p2 allosteric
modulator NS-9283 can potentiate the analgesic efficacy of the
epibatidine analogue ABT-594 (Zhu et al., 2011). Although analgesic
effects have to date most often been reported to be due to action at
a4B2 containing receptors, recent studies suggest that this subunit
combination can be deemed as necessary but not necessarily suf-
ficient to produce analgesia (Gao et al., 2010).

A number of studies have furthermore suggested that nAChRs
are directly involved in the pain processing of noxious stimuli and
in neuropathic pain. Hence, deletion of the 2 subunit lowers the
mechanical and thermal nociceptive thresholds in 2-KO mice
(Yalcin et al., 2011), knockdown of a5-containing receptors by
intrathecal antisense oligonucleotides moderately reduces allody-
nia (Vincler and Eisenach, 2005), and hyperalgesia in a nicotine
withdrawal model is lost in 27-KO mice (Jackson et al., 2008). After
spinal nerve ligation in rats, spinal a5 receptor upregulation has
also been reported (Vincler and Eisenach, 2004; Young et al., 2008).

Our work focuses on further studying the role of a5-containing
receptors in neuropathic pain and in mediating the analgesic effects
of nicotine. o5 is considered an accessory subunit as it can only
form functional receptors when co-expressed with a principal
subunit (such as a2, a3, or 4) and one complementary subunit (2
or B4, e.g. as a4P2a5 or a3P4a5 receptors) (Wang et al.,, 1996;
Gerzanich et al, 1998; Ramirez-Latorre et al., 1996). Recent
studies using specific antibodies have localized the a5 subunit in
various CNS regions, including the substantia nigra pars compacta,
medial habenula, interpeduncular nucleus (IPN), striatum, thal-
amus, prefrontal cortex, hippocampus, and the spinal cord in both
rats and mice (Mao et al., 2008; David et al., 2010; Grady et al.,
2009; Scholze et al., 2012; Beiranvand et al., 2014). a5 assembles
into a3p4 receptors in the superior cervical ganglion (SCG) (Mao
et al,, 2006; David et al., 2010), whereas in CNS regions such as
the hippocampus, the striatum, the cerebral cortex, or the thal-
amus, a5 is found in combination with the subunits a4 and 2 (Mao
et al., 2008). In the habenula, a5 co-assembles with both 2 and 4
to form the a3a5B4B32 complex (Grady et al., 2009; Scholze et al.,
2012), while in the IPN a5 subunits co-assemble with 2, but not
B4 (Grady et al., 2009; Beiranvand et al., 2014). The presence of a5
can profoundly impact the overall pharmacological and physio-
logical properties of the receptor complex. Effects include altered
calcium permeability, increased sensitivity to allosteric modulators,
altered receptor desensitization, altered single-channel properties,
or altered agonist-mediated responses such as effects on the po-
tency and efficacy of agonists (Ciuraszkiewicz et al., 2013; Tapia
et al., 2007; Kuryatov et al., 2008). Two tests for thermal sensi-
tivity testing involving spinal and supraspinal mechanisms show
that effects of nicotine are largely reduced in «5-KO mice (Jackson
et al., 2010).

In the current study, we test whether o5-KO mice differ from
their WT littermates in two well-established models of neuropathic
pain and in their responses to analgesic doses of nicotine. We
furthermore measure the overall number of hetero-pentameric
nAChRs and the expression of distinct receptors containing the
subunits 2-, B4-, and a5 by means of immunoprecipitation in the
lumbar spinal cord, thalamus, hippocampus, habenula, striatum,
and the IPN after peripheral nerve injury. We found no differences
in the development of neuropathic pain between WT and a5-KO
mice, and only minor changes in the expression of nicotinic re-
ceptors after peripheral nerve injury. The thermal analgesic effects

of acute nicotine administration were also only marginally
different. However, when tested in unoperated mice, WT animals
developed tolerance to nicotine-induced analgesia to a larger
extent than «5-KO mice.

2. Materials and methods
2.1. Animals

For behavioral experiments (see exception below) and all biochemical assays,
adult male littermate WT mice and mice with a deletion of the &5 nAChR subunit
gene (5-KO) (Wang et al., 2002) were used. Mice used in this study were back-
crossed into C57BI/6] background for at least 7 generations after germ line trans-
mission. For most of the experiments, KO and WT mice were littermates from
heterozygous breeding pairs and genotyped at weaning (18 days after birth). When
probing for nicotine tolerance, some experiments were, in addition, performed on
“cagemate” mice (pooled at weaning from litters of the two homozygous breeding
pairs). Experiments were performed within the age range of 2—5 months. All mice
were bred in-house and kept in Type IIL cages (~553 cm?) at a density of 4—6 per
cage. Animals were maintained and tested in state-of-the-art temperature and
humidity controlled housing facilities and behavioral testing rooms set at 20—24 °C,
40—60% humidity, 12 h light/dark cycle, and food and water provided ad libitum.
Experiments were always performed during the light cycle between the hours of
10AM—6PM.

Experimental procedures were approved by the Ethics Committee of the Med-
ical University of Vienna and the Austrian Federal Ministry of Science and Research
(BMWE). Extra care was taken to minimize animal suffering and to limit the number
of animals used for experiments.

2.2. Models of neuropathic pain

For the partial sciatic nerve ligation (PSNL) model, mice received an injury to the
left sciatic nerve, according to a standard method previously reported (Malmberg
and Basbaum, 1998) which is based on the Seltzer model (Seltzer et al., 1990).
Mice were kept anaesthetized using a gaseous mixture of nitrous oxide (~25%),
oxygen (~75%), and 1.5% isoflurane (~5% for induction). Under sterile conditions, the
sciatic nerve was exposed at thigh level and carefully freed from the surrounding
connective tissue. Using a fine curved needle, the nerve was pierced at the midline
and one tight ligature using a G-6 (8.0 mm 3/8c) silk suture (Ethicon, Vienna,
Austria) was applied to ligate half the nerve. The wound was closed with 7-0 Pro-
lene® polypropylene sutures (Ethicon, Vienna, Austria) which were applied to both
muscle and skin. In the sham-operated mice, only the skin and the muscle were
carefully freed, while the sciatic nerve was left intact. Nitrofurazone ointment was
applied topically on the wound to prevent infection. Animals were housed indi-
vidually after surgery and monitored for any motor deficits or abnormalities in the
days after surgery (less than 3% of animals).

For the chronic constriction injury (CCI) model, a similar procedure as above was
followed except that the nerve was not pierced but instead carefully ligated in its
entirety with three loose CATGUT® chrome absorbable surgical suture (SMI AG; St.
Vith, Belgium) based on the Bennett model (Bennett and Xie, 1988). Double knots
were used to prevent knot slippage and ligature tightness was regulated to prevent
ischemia. Animals were also housed individually after surgery, and any animal
showing severe motor deficits was excluded (less than 5% of animals).

2.3. Behavioral tests

Prior to any behavioral tests, animals were acclimatized to the non-sterile
holding rooms for at least two weeks. They were then habituated to the behav-
ioral testing facilities, testing equipment, and to the experimenter for at least three
days prior to any experimentation. In the neuropathic pain models, littermate WT
and «5-KO mice were tested up to 21 days after PSNL, and up to 29 days after CCI
nerve injury or sham surgery at time intervals indicated in the figures (n = 9 per
group). The order of testing was always first for mechanical, followed by cold, and
lastly heat sensitivity, with at least one hour of habituation time between each test
modality. The contralateral (unoperated side) hindpaw was tested first, followed by
the ipsilateral hindpaw (operated side). WT and «5-KO animals were assigned
randomly into treatment and control groups, and these were tested in parallel. All
experiments were performed by an experimenter who was blinded to the genotype
of the animals. Genotyping was also confirmed at the end of the experiments in
randomly chosen animals.

2.3.1. Heat hypersensitivity to measure pathological pain

The Hargreaves plantar test (Hargreaves et al., 1988) was used to test for thermal
hyperalgesia in both hindpaws. Mice were placed individually inside Plexiglas cyl-
inders (~7 cm diameter) on the glass floor of an Analgesiometer apparatus (Stoelting
Co, Wood Dale, IL, US.A.) and habituated for at least 20—30 min prior to testing.
Thermal stimulation of the hindpaws was performed by aiming the radiant heat
source positioned beneath the glass floor to the center of the plantar hindpaw. The
hindpaw withdrawal latency (PWL), i.e. the time until the first clear nociceptive
reaction directed to the hindpaw (withdrawal, flinching, licking), was manually
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recorded using a digital timer. This procedure was repeated 3 times for each hind-
paw, with an interval of 10 min for the CCI and PSNL time course experiments, and
every 5 min for the nicotine injection experiments. The light beam intensity was
adjusted to measure a baseline PWL between 11 and 13 s. A cut-off of 20 s was used
to prevent tissue damage. Consistency within experiments for radiant heat intensity
applied was verified using a radiometer (Ugo Basile, Varese, Italy).

2.3.2. Mechanical hypersensitivity to measure pathological pain

Calibrated von Frey Hairs (Anesthesio®; Ugo Basile, Varese, Italy) were used to
measure responses to mechanical stimulation. Mice were placed on a metal mesh
inside Plexiglas cylinders (~7 cm diameter). A series of nylon monofilaments (0.07 g,
0.16 g,0.40g,0.60 g,1.0 g, 1.4 g, and 2.0 g) were applied to the plantar surface of the
hindpaw in ascending order. Each stimulation was exerted until the filament bent
gently, held for approximately 3 s, and was repeated 5 times per filament with a
minimum 5 s interval. The threshold was determined when a monofilament induced
3 out of 5 positive nociceptive responses (hindpaw withdrawal, flinching, or licking)
not related to general movement or grooming.

2.3.3. Cold hypersensitivity to measure pathological pain

To assess the development of cold hyperalgesia, a modified acetone test was
used (Choi et al., 1994). Mice were again placed individually on a wire mesh inside
Plexiglas cylinders (~7 cm diameter) and allowed to habituate for about 20 min.
Using a pipette, 40 pl of acetone was then carefully applied to the plantar surface of
the hindpaw. The total duration of nociceptive behaviors (e.g. flinching, elevation,
licking) in response to the cooling effect of acetone was recorded manually for 2 min
via the use of a stopwatch. This process was repeated 3 times with an interval of
10 min.

2.4. Nicotine antinociception experiments in pathological pain

The antinociceptive effect of nicotine on thermal hyperalgesia in WT and «5-KO
mice was measured using the Hargreaves test. Following mechanical and cold hy-
persensitivity testing, and after having established the heat thermal baseline
thresholds, mice were injected subcutaneously with either vehicle (saline) or 2 mg/
kg nicotine (([-]-1-Methyl-2-[3-pyridyl]-pyrrolidine, liquid free base; Sigma-
—Aldrich), freshly prepared in saline, and tested every 5 min for 60 min thereafter.
The effects of nicotine were probed once at day 4 after surgery in mice having un-
dergone PSNL (Sham: n = 7—10; PSNL: n = 8—11), and three times in the CCI model
(4,11, and 29 days after surgery; Sham: n = 9; PSNL: n = 9).

2.5. Nicotine tolerance experiments

The static hotplate test (Bioseb, Vitrolles, France) was used in experiments to
measure tolerance to nicotine. This consisted of a temperature-regulated metal plate
measuring 16 cm x 16 cm with a clear Plexiglas surrounding. The animals were
habituated to the apparatus for 10 min at room temperature for two days prior to the
start of the experiment. For testing, the temperature was set to 55 °C and the animal
was gently placed on the plate. A cutoff of 40 s was used to prevent tissue damage.
The latency to the first clear nociceptive behavior directed to the hindpaw (hindpaw
stamping, licking, or elevation) was manually recorded using a digital timer.
Jumping was seen in less than 3% of animals.

Littermate 5-KO and WT mice: Thermal analgesic tolerance to repeated nico-
tine injections was compared in littermate ¢5-KO and WT mice according to a
previously reported dosing protocol (Galeote et al., 2006) involving three subcu-
taneous injections per day. Animals (not subjected to previous surgery) received 2, 3,
or 4 mg/kg nicotine injections three times a day (10 a.m., 2 p.m., and 6 p.m.) for 10
days. The hotplate test was performed after the first morning injection on days 1, 3,
5, 7, 9, and 11. Testing was performed at 5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 35, and 45 min post-
injection. Groups tested were 25-KO mice and WT littermates at the three nico-
tine doses (n = 7—9 per group).

“Cagemate” 25-KO and WT mice: In order to increase the number of observa-
tions, we also tested “cagemate” WT and «.5-KO mice. After weaning, these WT and
25-KO mice (pooled from litters of homozygous breeding pairs) were housed
together as “cagemates” in a random manner.

2.6. Tissue extraction and immunoprecipitation

2.6.1. Tissue extraction

At the end of the behavioral time course experiments, mice with sham, PSNL, or
CCI surgeries and their respective unoperated littermates were sacrificed by deep
CO; anesthesia, followed by cervical dislocation and subsequent decapitation. The
brain and spinal cord were rapidly exposed, dissected from the surrounding tissue,
and transferred to a plate with Ca?*-free Tyrode's solution (4 °C cooled on ice; pH
7.4) composed of 150 mM NaCl, 4 mM KCl, 2.0 mM MgCl,, 10 mM glucose, and
10 mM HEPES. The lumbar region (L3—L6) of the spinal cord was isolated and
subsequently divided into ipsilateral and contralateral sides. The IPN, habenulae,
hippocampi, striatae as well as thalami of the brain were then dissected. These areas
are well identified by their anatomical landmarks and are known to be involved in
pain perception and/or are rich in a5-containing nAChRs. Samples were placed in
Eppendorf tubes and centrifuged for 1 min at 16,000 g and the supernatant was then

removed. Tissues were then flash-frozen with liquid nitrogen and stored at —80 °C
until processing.

2.6.2. Subunit-specific antibodies

All antibodies used in this study were raised against the cytoplasmic loop
domain of the respective mouse nAChR subunit (a5, $2, and $4). The antibodies were
first described by our group in David et al., 2010 and have since been used in most of
our recent publications (Scholze et al., 2011, 2012; Beiranvand et al., 2014). The
specificity and immunoprecipitation efficacy of these antibodies has been tested
extensively (David et al., 2010; Scholze et al., 2012). Additional information on these
antibodies is provided in Supplementary Table 1.

2.6.3. Immunoprecipitation (IP) of [3H]-epibatidine-labeled receptors

For immunoprecipitation, tissue samples were solubilized in 2% Triton X-100
lysis buffer (pH 7.4) and with one complete mini protease inhibitor cocktail tablet
(Roche Molecular Biochemicals, Indianapolis, IN, USA) per 10 ml buffer. Subse-
quently, samples were sonicated on ice for 5 s and incubated at 4 °C for 2 h. They
were then centrifuged at 16,000 g for 15 min at 4 °C. The supernatant (containing the
solubilized proteins) was collected and the pellet was discarded. An aliquot of 50 pl
was collected and stored at —20 °C for protein quantification. 130 ul lysate was
incubated with 20 pl 10 nM [3H]-epibatidine and 7 pg antibody in 30 pl phosphate-
buffered saline (pH = 7.4) on a shaker overnight at 4 °C. Non-specific binding was
defined by the addition of an excessive amount of nicotine (300 pM) before the
addition of radioactive epibatidine to half of the samples.

Heat-killed, formalin-fixed Staphylococcus aureus cells (Standardized Pansorbin-
cells; Calbiochem; San Diego, CA, USA) were centrifuged at 2300 g for 5 min at 4 °C.
Resulting Pansorbin-pellets were washed twice with IP-High (50 mM Tris—HCI,
600 mM NacCl, 1 mM EDTA, 0.5% Triton X-100; pH 8.3) and once with IP-Low (50 mM
Tris—HCl, 150 mM NaCl, 1 mM EDTA, 0.2% Triton X-100; pH 8.0), and then re-
suspended with IP-Low. A volume of 20 ul of the washed Pansorbin was added to
the samples which were subsequently incubated on a shaker for 2 h at 4 °C. After the
incubation with Pansorbin, the samples were centrifuged at 2300 g for 5 min at4 °C.
The supernatant was then discarded, and the pellet which contained the complex
Pansorbin-nAChR-[3H] Epibatidine was washed twice with IP-High and once with
IP-Low with the samples being centrifuged once more at 2300 g for 1 min at 4 °C
after each wash. To re-suspend the pellets, 200 ul 1 M NaOH was added and the
suspensions were then transferred into 6 ml Mini Vial Sarstedt tubes. A volume of
2 ml scintillation cocktail (Rotszint Eco Plus, Carl Roth GmbH, Karlsruhe, Germany)
was added per tube and liquid scintillation counting was then performed. Bicin-
choninic acid assays were performed to determine the total protein concentration
according to the manufacturer's instructions using the BCA Protein Assay Reagent
Kit (Pierce, Rockford, IL, USA).

To obtain enough protein for one assay, 2 animals were required for hippocampi,
thalami, and striatae, whereas 4 animals were required for IPNs, habenulae, and
lumbar spinal cords (n = 3—5 assays per group). Immunoprecipitation experiments
for as many treatment groups as possible were performed in parallel. The inter-assay
reproducibility was verified by different experimenters.

2.7. Statistical analysis

Results of the behavioral tests were analyzed using a two-way repeated mea-
sures (with time as repeated factor) ANOVA followed by a Bonferroni's multiple
comparison posthoc test to assess the effects of nicotine and/or genotypes. P values
below 0.05 were considered as significant. Inmunoprecipitation experiments were
analyzed using one-way independent measures ANOVA for each subtype and tissue
region individually, followed by Bonferroni's Multiple Comparison posthoc test to
compare groups to controls and to shams. In order to take the duration of nicotine
analgesia into account, the antinociceptive response was also calculated as the
percentage of the maximal area under the curve (% of maximal AUC) in some
nicotine experiments (Figs. 3 and 4), with the appropriate pre-nicotine baseline
value applied for each individual animal. The maximal effect was set assuming that
the analgesia had reached cutoff (20 s), and the maximal AUC thus results from
integrating the area between the maximal effect and baseline for the indicated time
(0—15, 0—60, and 15—60 min). The % of maximal AUC was thereafter calculated by
dividing the AUC (obtained by applying the AUC analysis supplied by GraphPad
Prism to the measured effects) by the maximal AUC, followed by multiplication by
100. A two-way repeated measures ANOVA (side of foot as repeated factor) followed
by Bonferroni's test was then used to calculate effects due to genotype in each time
period individually. A two-way repeated measures ANOVA (with time as repeated
factor) followed by Bonferroni's multiple comparison posthoc test was also used for
tolerance experiments for each treatment day and nicotine dose individually. For
statistical analysis at the 5-min timepoint (Fig. 6G and H), the time difference
(seconds) from baseline was determined, and a one-sample Student's t-test was
applied to assess whether the values were significantly different from 0. All data are
presented as mean =+ standard error of the mean (SEM). Graphs and statistical an-
alyses were conducted using the software GraphPad Prism version 6.01 for Windows
GraphPad Software, San Diego, California, USA, www.graphpad.com.
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Fig. 1. Time course for mechanical, heat, and cold hyperalgesia in two models of neuropathic pain in WT and 25-KO mice. Both partial sciatic nerve ligation (A, C, E) and chronic
constriction injury (B, D, F), but not sham surgery, induced significant heat hyperalgesia (Hargreaves test) (A, B) mechanical hyperalgesia (von Frey test) (C, D), and cold hyperalgesia
(acetone test) (E, F) on the ipsilateral hindpaw. During the time course of three weeks, we did not observe significant differences between ¢.5-KO and WT animals in the devel-
opment or maintenance of neuropathic pain symptoms (P > 0.05). (2-way repeated measures ANOVA with the 4 groups as shown per figure and with time as the repeated factor,
followed by Bonferroni's posthoc test to compare WT vs KO and baseline vs timepoints after surgery; n = 9 per group). Abbreviations: BSL, baseline; WT, wild-type; KO, a5-

knockout; PSNL, partial sciatic nerve ligation; CCI, chronic constriction injury.

3. Results

3.1. Development of neuropathic pain behaviors is not altered in
mice with deletions of the a5 nicotinic receptor subunit

Throughout all experiments, WT and «5-KO animals could not be
distinguished by the blinded experimenter and did not show any
differences in weight gain. Furthermore, prior to any procedure, con-
trol WT and «.5-KO mice did not significantly differ in their reaction to
heat, cold, or mechanical stimuli (Fig. 1). The development and
maintenance of neuropathic pain was compared in ¢5-KO animals and
their WT littermates in two different, widely used animal models:
chronic constriction injury (CCI) and partial sciatic nerve ligation
(PSNL). Heat, mechanical, and cold hypersensitivity was measured in
both models and in the corresponding sham groups in both the ipsi-
lateral (operated) and contralateral (non-operated) hindpaws. For
both PSNL and CCI analyses, two-way repeated measures ANOVA
revealed a significant effect of group, time, and interaction for all

modalities in ipsilateral hindpaw analyses. There were no significant
changes after nerve injury in the contralateral hindpaw measure-
ments in either genotype or at any timepoints (data not shown).

Both WT and a5-KO mice developed neuropathic pain in the
PSNL model in heat (time factor F5 150 = 7.02; P < 0.0001; Fig. 1A),
mechanical stimuli (time factor, F5 190 = 14.54; P < 0.0001; Fig. 1C)
and cold (time factor, Fs 150 = 8.36; P < 0.0001; Fig. 1E). Posthoc
analysis comparing groups revealed differences only between PSNL
and sham groups, but not any differences between PSNL WT vs
PSNL 05-KO at any timepoint (P > 0.05).

As in the PSNL model, CCI induced neuropathic pain in WT as well
as 05-KO mice in heat hyperalgesia (time factor, Fg 356 = 25.31;
P < 0.0001; Fig. 1B), mechanical hyperalgesia (Fig. 1D) (time factor, Fg,
256 = 3.75; P < 0.0001) and cold hyperalgesia (Fig. 1F) (time factor, Fg,
256 = 4.97; P < 0.0001). Further posthoc analysis comparing groups
revealed significant differences only between sham and CCI groups,
but no differences between CCI WT vs CCI ¢5-KO at any timepoint
(P> 0.05).
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Fig. 2. Levels of a5-, p2-, and B4-containing and total (B2 + p4) receptors in control animals and after peripheral nerve injury. Levels of a5-, $2-, and p4-containing receptors were
assessed with immunoprecipitation using subunit-specific antibodies. (A) Absolute and (B) relative levels (shown as a percentage of overall hetero-oligomeric receptors precipitated
by the combined use of anti-B2 and anti-p4 antibodies) of a5-containing receptors in the indicated CNS structures. There was a significant decrease in f2-containing receptors in the
habenula at the 30-day CCI timepoint (C). In the IPN (D) and striatum (F), no significant differences were seen after sham, PSNL, or CCI surgeries. In the hippocampus (E), a sig-
nificant decrease in f4-containing receptors was seen at the 4-day CCI timepoint. In the thalamus (G), a significant decrease was detected in a5-containing receptors at the 30-day
CCI timepoint. In the ipsilateral lumbar spinal cord (H), significant decreases were detected in a5-containing receptors at the 4 day CCI timepoint, and in 4-containing receptors at
the 30-day CCI timepoint. (1-way ANOVA for the 5 groups in every subtype and every tissue, followed by Bonferroni's posthoc test to compare treatment groups to CTR; n = 3—5 per
group; *P < 0.05 as compared to CTR; T (trend) P < 0.1 as compared to CTR). Abbreviations: CTR, control; CCI 4D, chronic constriction injury at 4 days post-injury; CCI 30D, chronic

constriction injury at 30 days post-injury.

3.2. Minor reductions of distinct nAChRs after CCI, but not PSNL, in
various CNS regions

We determined the total number of hetero-oligomeric re-
ceptors, and the number of receptors containing the subunits B2,
B4, and o5 using immunoprecipitation with subunit-specific anti-
bodies. The total number of hetero-oligomeric receptors was

determined by combining anti-B2 and anti-B4 antibodies for
immunoprecipitation (David et al., 2010). We quantified these re-
ceptors in sham (4 and 30 days after surgery), PSNL (5 days after
injury), CCI (4 days and 30 days after injury), and control animals
(unoperated WT littermates) in tissues obtained from the habenula,
IPN, hippocampus, striatum, thalamus, and ipsilateral lumbar spi-
nal cord. a5-containing nAChRs were detected at measurable levels
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Fig. 3. Antinociceptive response to nicotine after PSNL in WT and «5-KO mice. PSNL resulted in significant heat hyperalgesia as measured with the Hargreaves test in both WT and
«5-KO mice. At 4 days post-injury, subcutaneous vehicle injection (A) induced minor and transient increases in PWL in ¢.5-KO mice, whereas subcutaneous nicotine (2 mg/kg) (B)
induced significant increases in the PWL of all groups (sham and PSNL). There were no significant differences between WT and «5-KO mice in neither vehicle or nicotine injected
mice. Calculation of % of maximal AUC revealed no significant differences between WT and 25-KO animals in neither sham nor PSNL groups (C). (in A and B, 2-way repeated
measures ANOVA with 4 groups as shown per figure and time as repeated factor, followed by Bonferroni's posthoc test to compare WT vs KO and time 0 vs timepoints after vehicle
or nicotine injection; in C, 1-way independent measures ANOVA for all groups shown, followed by Bonferroni's posthoc test to compare WT vs KO; n = 7—11 per group; n.s. = not

significant with P > 0.05). Abbreviations: VEH, vehicle; NIC, nicotine.

in these CNS regions. The absolute levels (expressed as fmol
radioactive ligand per mg tissue protein) were highest in the IPN,
followed by the habenula (Fig. 2a), whereas relative levels
(expressed as % of the total number of nAChRs) were highest in the
IPN, followed by the hippocampus (Fig. 2B).

One-way independent groups ANOVA consisting of control,
sham, 5-days post PSNL, and 4 and 30 days post CCI WT mice was
used to individually analyze the total number of receptors and of
receptors containing the subunits a5, 2, f4. Posthoc comparisons
were then made to compare the control group with the groups of
operated animals. Subtle decreases in expression were found
mainly after CCI in the habenula (Fig. 2C) for B2-containing re-
ceptors (F4, 19 = 3.47; P < 0.05) and a non-significant trend for the
sum of f2-and B4-containing receptors (F4, 19 = 2.49; P < 0.1); in the
hippocampus (Fig. 2E) for receptors containing the 4 subunit (Fy4,
18 = 3.29; P < 0.05); in the thalamus (Fig. 2G) for receptors con-
taining the o5 subunit (F4, 14 = 6.51; P < 0.01) and a non-significant
trend for B4-containing receptors (F4 14 = 2.71; P < 0.1); and in the
ipsilateral lumbar spinal cord (Fig. 2H) for receptors containing the
subunits a5 (F4 14 = 3.36; P < 0.05) and B4 (F4, 14 = 5.53; P < 0.01).
Similar trends were seen in the contralateral spinal cord (data not
shown). There were no significant differences in levels of expres-
sion in the IPN (Fig. 2D) or in the striatal (Fig. 2F) regions.

3.3. No major differences in the antinociceptive response to nicotine
after PSNL or sham surgery in WT or a5-KO mice

We measured the thermal antinociceptive responses to subcu-
taneous nicotine (Hargreaves test) over a 60 min time course in WT
and a5-KO animals which had undergone PSNL or sham surgery.
Both WT and a5-KO animals receiving PSNL surgery, but not shams,
showed a highly significant reduction in the PWL (Figs. 1A and 3A)
of the ipsilateral hindpaw 2 and 4 days after injury. Vehicle injec-
tion resulted in just transient increases in the PWL of PSNL WT and
a5-KO (possibly due to handling stress) animals at single time-
points (Fig. 3A), whereas large analgesic effects were seen in
nicotine-injected animals (two-way repeated measures ANOVA:
effect of time (Fyp, 348 = 63.43; P < 0.0001), group (F3, 29 = 8.72;
P < 0.001), and interaction (Fse, 348 = 2.22; P < 0.0001) (Fig. 3B).
However, the increased PWL was not significantly different when
comparing WT and «5-KO within both sham and PSNL groups
(P> 0.05). Raw data was then converted to % of maximal AUC, and a
one-way ANOVA was performed comparing all groups (sham or
PSNL, WT or «5-KO) treated with vehicle or nicotine. A significant

group effect was found (F; 61 = 10.77; P < 0.0001). Individual
comparisons revealed significant differences only between vehicle
and nicotine injection groups but no significant differences due to
genotype or sham/injury within either the vehicle or the nicotine-
treated groups (P > 0.05) (Fig. 3C).

3.4. «5-KO differ from WT animals by showing reduced thermal
antinociceptive responses to nicotine 4 days after CCI

Thermal analgesic responses to subcutaneous nicotine (Har-
greaves test) were also measured in WT and a5-KO animals which
had undergone ipsilateral CCI or sham surgery. Both WT and a.5-KO
animals receiving CCI surgery, but not ipsilateral shams, showed a
significant reduction in the ipsilateral PWL at 4, 11, and 29 days post
injury (Figs. 1 and 4A, B, C; P < 0.001), but not in the contralateral
PWL (data not shown).

Using two-way repeated measures ANOVA with group (sham,
CCI, WT, KO) and time post-injection as the repeated factor, the
different timepoints after CCI or sham surgery (d4, d11, and d29)
were analyzed. At 4 days post-injury (Fig. 4A), ANOVA revealed a
significant effect of group (F3 334 = 10.73; P < 0.0001). Posthoc
comparisons between WT versus a5-KO showed no significant
differences at any timepoints for the sham groups (P > 0.05), but a
significant reduction in antinociception for the CCI «5-KO as
compared to the CCI WT group at the 20 min timepoint (P < 0.05),
and trends for a difference at the 35 and 40 min timepoints
(P < 0.1). At 11 days post-injury (Fig. 4B), two-way repeated mea-
sures ANOVA also showed a significant effect of group (Fs,
384 = 7.24; P < 0.001). Between-group posthoc comparisons be-
tween a5-KO versus WT showed a significantly enhanced analgesic
effect of nicotine in sham «5-KO as compared to sham WT at the
5 min timepoint and a significantly reduced effect of nicotine in CCI
25-KO mice as compared to CCI WT at the 45 min timepoint
(P < 0.05). However, at 29 days post-injury (Fig. 4C), ANOVA
showed only a non-significant trend for the group factor (Fs,
384 = 2.55; P < 0.1) and no significant differences were detected
between o5-KO versus WT shams or CCI at any timepoints
(P > 0.05).

In order to also take the duration of nicotine analgesia into ac-
count, the area under the curve for the PWL after nicotine injection
was calculated for all data by a comparison with the pre-injection
values at 4, 11, and 29 days after sham operation or CCI injury.
This was done in both the ipsilateral and contralateral hindpaws for
the entire 60 min post-nicotine injection time period, as well as
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Fig. 4. Antinociceptive response to nicotine at different timepoints after CCl in WT and «.5-KO mice. CCI resulted in significant heat hyperalgesia as measured by the Hargreaves test
in both WT and 5-KO mice. Subcutaneous nicotine injection (2 mg/kg) induced significant increases in the PWL at 4 days (A), 11 days (B), and 29 days (C) post-injury. At 4 days
post-CCl, significant decreased PWL in ¢.5-KO CCI mice as compared to WT CCI mice was seen at 25 min post-injection. At 11 days post-CCl, significant decreased PWL in 5-KO CCI
mice as compared to WT CCI mice was seen at 45 min post-injection and increased PWL in 25-KO sham as compared to WT sham at 5 min post-injection. There were no significant
differences between groups at day 29 post-CCl. Calculation of % of maximal AUC divided in 0—15, 15—60, and 0—60 min time periods revealed no significant differences between WT
and a5-KO for the sham group at neither 4 day (D), 11 day (E), nor 29 days (F) post-surgery. For the CCI groups, a significantly decreased % of maximal AUC was found for the 5-KO
group as compared to the WT group at 4 days post-CCI on the ipsilateral hindpaw for the 15—60 min time course (G). There was no significant difference in % of maximal AUC
between groups in sham animals or at 11 days (H) and 29 days (I) post-CCL. (in A—C, 2-way repeated measures ANOVA with the 4 groups as shown per figure and with time as the
repeated factor, followed by Bonferroni's posthoc test to compare WT vs KO and time 0 vs timepoints after vehicle or nicotine injection; in D—I, 1-way independent measures
ANOVA for all groups shown, followed by Bonferroni's posthoc test to compare WT vs KO; n = 9 per group; *P < 0.05 WT vs KO, T (trend) P < 0.1 as compared to time 0 or WT,

n.s. = not significant with P > 0.05). Abbreviations: D4, D11, D29, days after CCI.

separately for both the 0—15 and 15—60 min post-nicotine injection
time periods. The % of maximal possible AUC was individually
calculated for each time period and each animal. Separate two-way
repeated measures ANOVA (with hindpaw side as the repeated
factor) for each timepoint (d4, d11, and d29) and for each time
period (0—15 min, 15—60 min, and 0—60 min) were used to
compare the following groups: ipsilateral WT, ipsilateral KO,
contralateral WT, and contralateral KO.

In the sham groups, two-way repeated-measures ANOVA
revealed no significant effect of hindpaw side or genotype at any of
the time periods analyzed (0—60 min, 0—15 min, or 15—60 min)
and at neither 4, 11, or 29 days after sham operation (Fig. 4D, E, and
F). However, in the CCI animals at 4 days post-injury, there was a
significant effect of genotype detected in the 0—60 min time period
(F1, 16 = 8.15; P < 0.05) and the 15—60 min time period (Fj,
16 = 10.04; P < 0.01) (Fig. 4G), but not in the 0—15 min time period.
Posthoc analysis showed a significant difference between WT and
25-KO mice on the ipsilateral side for the 15—60 min time period

(P < 0.05), a trend for significance on the contralateral side for the
15—60 min time period (P < 0.1), and a trend for significance for
both the ipsilateral and contralateral side for the 0—60 min time
period (P < 0.1). At 11 days post-injury, similar trends were seen for
25-KO CCI animals but these were not statistically significant
(Fig. 4H). At 29 days post-injury, there were no trends or statisti-
cally significant differences between WT and 5-KO groups at any
time periods (Fig. 41). In summary, analysis by % AUC only revealed
differences between WT and 2.5-KO at 4 days post-injury.

3.5. Tolerance to the analgesic effects of nicotine is more
pronounced in WT than in a5-KO animals following repeated
nicotine administrations

3.5.1. Experiments on littermate WT and a5-KO mice

WT and «5-KO animals that had not undergone any nerve
ligation surgery were tested over a 11-day time period on the
hotplate test after repeated nicotine treatments (three daily
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Fig. 5. Heat analgesic tolerance with repeated nicotine treatment in WT and ¢.5-KO mice: 2 and 4 mg/kg. On day 1 (previously untreated animals), subcutaneous nicotine (2 mg/kg
and 4 mg/kg) increased nociceptive latencies (measured by the hotplate test) to a similar extent in WT and 25-KO mice (A). Repeated injections (3 times daily for 10 days) resulted in
reduced nociceptive latency (or tolerance) to nicotine over time, particularly in WT animals. Significant differences between WT and 25-KO mice were not seen upon first
administration or on day 3 (B) but were found for the lower dose at day 9 (E) and for the higher dose (2 mg/kg) on day 5 (C), day 7 (D), day 9 (E), and day 11 (F). All experiments were
done in unoperated animals. (2-way repeated measures ANOVA with each dose separately with WT and KO as shown per figure, time as repeated factor, and followed by Bon-
ferroni's posthoc test to compare time 0 vs timepoints after nicotine injection; n = 8 in 2 mg/kg groups, n = 6—9 in 4 mg/kg groups).

subcutaneous injections of 2, 3, or 4 mg/kg nicotine). On day 1, the
analgesic effects of nicotine were probed in animals that did not
receive nicotine injections before. Two-way repeated measures
ANOVAs using genotype as the group factor and the times before
and after injection as repeated factors were performed for each
dose and timepoint (days 1, 3, 5, 7,9, and 11) separately to compare
the post-injection PWL latencies between WT and 5-KO animals.
Pre-injection PWL baseline values remained stable over the 11-day
nicotine time course (Fig. 5A—F). The experimenter remained blind
to the genotype throughout the experimental time course. Visible
nicotine withdrawal symptoms such as paw tremor or head shakes
(Damaj et al.,, 2003) were not observed in either a5-KO or WT
animals.

Results for the 2 and 4 mg/kg dose of nicotine treatment are
jointly presented in Fig. 5 and show significant time effects for
both doses on all days tested: 2 mg/kg (F7 93 = 9.29) and 4 mg/kg
(F7, 9s = 11.08) on day 1, 2 mg/kg (F7, 9 = 4.42) and 4 mg/kg (F7,
91 = 2.30) on day 3, 2 mg/kg (F7 o3 = 3.11) and 4 mg/kg (F7,
91 = 2.69) on day 5, 2 mg/kg (F; ¢os = 4.06) and 4 mg/kg (F7,
g4 = 5.99) on day 7, 2 mg/kg (F7 o3 = 4.50) and 4 mg/kg (F7,
g4 = 4.70) on day 9, and 2 mg/kg (F7 ¢9g = 5.71) and 4 mg/kg (F7,
77 =4.53) on day 11. Posthoc tests revealed that on day 1 (Fig. 5A),

2 mg/kg nicotine analgesia persisted for at least 20 min in KO and
at least 5 min in WT mice, whereas 4 mg/kg nicotine analgesia
persisted for at least 25 min in KO and at least 20 min in WT mice.
On day 3 (Fig. 5B), only KO mice showed responses for at least
5 min with the 2 mg/kg nicotine dose and a up to the 20 min
timepoint with the 4 mg/kg nicotine dose. On day 5 (Fig. 5C), only
the 4 mg/kg nicotine dose showed analgesia in KO mice for at least
10 min. On days 7 (Fig. 5D) and 9 (Fig. 5E), both the 2 and 4 mg/kg
nicotine doses showed analgesia in KO mice for at least 10 min.
Finally, on day 11 (Fig. 5F), only the 4 mg/kg nicotine dose showed
analgesia in KO mice for at least 10 min. With the higher nicotine
dose, brief seizures lasting seconds could occasionally be seen
immediately after nicotine injections which resulted in the death
of three animals in the WT group (on day 3, 5, and 11) but none in
the a5-KO group, previously reported to be less sensitive to
nicotine-induced seizures (Salas et al., 2003).

We thus added experiments with an intermediate dose of 3 mg/
kg nicotine. Results are shown in Fig. 6A—F. On day 1 (Fig. 6A),
repeated-measures 2-way ANOVA showed a highly significant time
effect (F7, 9 = 20.80; P < 0.0001) with the posthoc test indicating
that both WT and «5-KO groups had significantly increased noci-
ceptive latencies (compared to baseline) for at least 20 min post
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Fig. 6. Heat analgesic tolerance with repeated nicotine treatment in WT and «.5-KO mice: 3 mg/kg. A—F: On day 1 (previously untreated animals), subcutaneous nicotine (3 mg/kg)
increased nociceptive latency (measured by the hotplate test) to a similar extent in WT and 25-KO mice Following repeated injections (3 times daily for 11 days), nicotine
significantly increased the nociceptive latency in WT mice thereafter only on day 5, whereas nociceptive latencies were significantly increased in «5-KO mice throughout the time
course of the experiments (until day 11). All experiments were done in unoperated animals. (2-way repeated measures ANOVA with WT and KO as shown per figure, time as
repeated factor, and followed by Bonferroni's posthoc test to compare time 0 vs timepoints after nicotine injection; n = 7—8; *P < 0.05). G, H: Baseline-subtracted nociceptive
latencies 5 min after the injection of 2, 3, or 4 mg/kg nicotine. Nicotine had analgesic effects at all doses in both WT and 2.5-KO mice on day 1 (previously untreated animals).
However, following chronic treatment with 3 daily doses of nicotine, analgesic effects were preserved in ¢5-KO in but not in WT mice. n = 6—10. T (trend) P < 0.1; *P < 0.05,

Student's one-sample t-test for probing significant differences to 0.

injection (P < 0.05). Significant time effects were also found for day
3 (F7‘ 98 = 8.79), day 5 (F7' 98 = 12.01 ), day 7 (F7' 98 = 2.86), day 9 (F7_
o1 =4.12), and day 11 (F, 91 = 5.15). On day 3 (Fig. 5B), only a5-KO
mice showed significantly increased nociceptive latencies after
nicotine injection for at least 20 min. On day 5 (Fig. 5C), WT mice
showed increased latencies for at least 5 min whereas .5-KO mice

showed this for at least 10 min. On day 7 (Fig. 5D), day 9 (Fig. 5E),
and day 11 (Fig. 5F), only a5-KO showed increased nociceptive la-
tencies after nicotine for at least 5—15 min.

In most of our experiments, the analgesic effects of nicotine
peaked 5 min after injection. Fig. 6G (WT) and H (a5-KO) shows
differences of nociceptive latencies measured between baseline
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(before injection) and the effect of 2, 3, and 4 mg/kg nicotine at this
5 min post-injection timepoint. As shown in the figure, the initial
analgesic effects of nicotine are mostly lost in WT but less so in a5-
KO mice. These observations suggest that chronic treatment with
nicotine caused analgesic tolerance to a larger extent in WT than in
o5-KO animals.

3.5.2. Experiments on “cagemate” WT and «5-KO mice

In order to strengthen our results, we repeated the experiments
with the 2 mg/kg and 4 mg/kg nicotine doses in mice which had
been bred in distinct WT and «5-KO lines for several generations.
After weaning, these WT and «5-KO mice (pooled from several
litters) were housed together as “cagemates”. None of the animals
died due to the treatment with the 4 mg/kg dose in these groups.
Nicotine at 2 mg/kg increased nociceptive latencies in «5-KO mice
much more than in the littermate experiments mentioned above,
and this effect lasted until day 9 after the start of nicotine injections
(Supplementary Fig. 1A, C and E). In WT mice, on the other hand,
2 mg/kg had a small but significant effect on the first day of
application only (Supplementary Fig. 1A, C and E). Likewise, treat-
ment with 4 mg/kg had a sustained effect in a5-KO mice but was
only effective on the first day of application in WT mice
(Supplementary Fig. 1B, D and F).

4. Discussion

The use of nicotinic agonists as an alternative to conventional
analgesics for the treatment of acute and pathologic pain is of major
clinical interest. It is known that chronic pain patients have high
smoking rates (Fishbain et al., 2013) and that smokers are more
likely to show chronic pain disorders and have more intense pain
(Palmer et al., 2003; Patterson et al.,, 2012). Studies conducted
particularly in postoperative pain have shown mixed significant
clinical analgesic effects of nicotine (Turan et al., 2008; Benowitz,
2008). Though analgesic and antinociceptive effects of nicotine
have been demonstrated in animal models of acute pain (Anderson
et al., 2004; AlSharari et al.,, 2012), post-operative pain (Rowley
et al.,, 2008), and neuropathic pain (Di Cesare et al., 2013; Abdin
et al., 2006), clinical trials have shown disappointing results, usu-
ally attributed to toxic side effects. Factors such as delivery method,
pre-existing nicotine tolerance, and sex seem to affect results, as
well as dosing regimens which may be particularly critical in trig-
gering different degrees of positive versus adverse effects
(Benowitz, 2008). In addition, a lack of understanding of the
mechanisms of action - including the types of nicotinic receptors
involved - have hampered the clinical use of nicotine and of nico-
tinic agonists (Umana et al., 2013; Flores, 2000; Rowbotham et al.,
2009).

Here, we investigated the role of nicotinic receptors containing
the a5 subunit. A previous study suggests that in mice lacking the
a5 nAChR subunit, the analgesic effects of nicotine are greatly
reduced in two models of acute pain (Jackson et al, 2010).
Furthermore, a.5-containing receptors may be up-regulated in the
rat lumbar spinal cord after spinal nerve ligation (Vincler and
Eisenach, 2004; Young et al., 2008), and mechanical hypersensi-
tivity after this injury is partially reduced using spinally adminis-
tered antisense oligonucleotide (Vincler and Eisenach, 2005). Taken
together, these findings have suggested that «5-containing re-
ceptors — including those spinally-located - may play a role in the
analgesic response to nicotine and in pathological pain. Using a5-
KO animals and selective antibodies for the a5-nicotinic subunit,
our results show, however, that unlike these reports, &5-containing
nicotinic receptors do not play a significant role in neuropathic pain
or in mediating the analgesic effects of nicotine. Of interest though,
we discovered a notable role of the a5-nicotinic subunit in the

tolerance to the thermal analgesic response of subcutaneous
nicotine, administered intermittently over several days.

a5-containing nAChRs are prominently expressed in the
habenulo-interpeduncular system (Scholze et al., 2012; Grady et al.,
2009; Beiranvand et al., 2014), but also in several other brain re-
gions, such as the prefrontal cortex, the hippocampus, thalamus,
cerebellum, striatum, and the ventral tegmental area (Gotti et al.,
2006; Chatterjee et al., 2013). A structure of particular interest is
the medial habenula, not only because of the distinct collection of
receptors expressed (relatively high levels of a5-, and a3fp4-
outnumbering a4p2-containing receptors; (Grady et al., 2009;
Scholze et al., 2012), but also because of the key role it plays in
nicotine withdrawal (Salas et al., 2009). The somatic signs for
nicotine withdrawal (which include hyperalgesia, (Grabus et al.,
2005; Salas et al., 2004)) depend on the presence of medial habe-
nular a5-and p4-containing nAChRs (Salas et al., 2009, 2004).
Furthermore, bilaterally injected epibatidine into the medial
habenula has an analgesic effect in the hotplate test (Plenge et al.,
2002). Interestingly, deletion of the B4 subunits also decreases
the antinociceptive effects of nicotine in models of acute thermal
pain (Semenova et al., 2012). Given the high expression level of $4-
containing receptors in the medial habenula the authors hypoth-
esized that “activation of a3a534 nAChRs expressed in the habe-
nula or interpeduncular nucleus produces analgesia”.

Consistent with a previous study (Jackson et al., 2010), we were
unable to find differences in the basal responses between 0.5-KO
and WT mice measuring sensitivity to heat, mechanical, or cold
stimuli. We were, however, also unable to detect significant dif-
ferences between WT and a5-KO nerve-injured mice in mechanical,
heat, or cold hypersensitivity in two different animal models of
neuropathic pain. We went on analyzing the expression of nicotinic
receptors by immunoprecipitation in a number of CNS structures
known to be absolutely or relatively enriched with a5-containing
receptors and/or being involved in pain processing (spinal cord,
thalamus, and habenula). Nicotinic receptors are upregulated in the
ventral posterolateral thalamic nucleus in rats with partial sciatic
nerve ligation, as shown by increased binding of the ABT-594
analogue 5-lodo-A-85380, and injection of 5-lodo-A-85380 into
this nucleus has a dose-dependent anti-allodynic effect (Ueda et al.,
2010). A previous study (Vincler and Eisenach, 2004) based on
immunohistochemistry also reported that following spinal nerve
ligation, a3-and a5-containing receptors were upregulated in the
rat lumbar spinal cord, whereas several other receptors (24, .7, B2,
B3 and B4) were unaffected. We detected only minor changes in
receptor levels in habenula, thalamus, and hippocampus in our
animal models of neuropathic pain. We further found that o5-
containing receptors were reduced rather than increased in the
spinal cord of mice with CCIL The reason for these differing obser-
vations is unclear but may be due to the different detection tech-
niques (immunoprecipitation versus immunocytochemistry),
differences in species (mice versus rats (Young et al., 2008; Vincler
and Eisenach, 2004)), different models of neuropathic pain (PSNL
and CCl in our study versus spinal nerve ligation (Young et al., 2008;
Vincler and Eisenach, 2004)), or different timepoints for measuring
the receptors (ten to fourteen days post-surgery in (Young et al.,
2008; Vincler and Eisenach, 2004)). Experiments based on un-
conditioned gene deletion strategies always carry the risk of
compensation during development, which may obscure effects of
the gene of interests (Picciotto et al., 2000). For example, thermal
hyperalgesia induced by complete Freund's adjuvant was potenti-
ated in a P2X3 mouse KO model (Souslova et al., 2000), whereas in
rats, s.c. injection of the mixed P2X3/P2X;/3 antagonist A-317491
reversed mechanical hyperalgesia (Wu et al., 2004), and antisense
oligonucleotide treatment (Honore et al, 2002) significantly
decreased nociceptive behaviors in this model. Obviously, this
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difference may not necessarily be caused by compensatory mech-
anisms but — as in our experiments — could also be due to species
differences. Since a.5-specific antagonists are currently not available
we could not take advantage of the pharmacological approach.

Alternatively, the authors in a previous report (Vincler and
Eisenach, 2004) could have been misled by commercial anti-
bodies of uncertain specificity. It has previously been stressed that
particular care must be taken regarding the specificity of anti-
nAChR antibodies (Moser et al., 2007; Herber et al., 2004). The
antibodies that we use regularly for immunoprecipitation are
tested extensively for subunit specificity, including the use of ma-
terials taken from the respective knockout animals (Scholze et al.,
2012; David et al., 2010).

Interestingly, our results show that WT and «5-KO mice differed
in their analgesic response to nicotine 4 days post-CCl in the
15—60 min time period after nicotine injections, suggesting that
a5-containing receptors are transiently affected in this model. Since
early mechanisms after nerve constriction (CCI) involve neurogenic
neuroinflammation (Xanthos and Sandkiihler, 2014), and given the
presence of a5-containing receptors in immune cells (Kawashima
et al,, 2012; Khan et al., 2003), it could be speculated that activa-
tion of these receptors contributes to the analgesic effects of
nicotine in this model. It has been known for some time that
nicotine is a potent anti-inflammatory agent (Lawand et al., 1999;
Miao et al., 2004), though pro-inflammatory effects of nicotine
due to the enhancement of evoked release of calcitonin gene-
related peptide in the oral mucosa have been described as well
(Dussor et al., 2003). Recent evidence also suggests an interaction
between nicotinic and neurokinin signaling in the medial habenula
in the response to nicotine. The intrinsic excitability of cholinergic
neurons in the medial habenula is enhanced by acute nicotine, an
effect that depends on the presence of a5-containing nAChRs and
on intact neurokinin 1 (substance P) and neurokinin B signaling
(Dao et al., 2014). Substance P is being released from nerve termi-
nals in the dorsal horn in an activity-dependant manner (see
Bannon et al., 1998), but may lose its modulatory role on spinal
nicotinic receptors lacking the a5 subunit.

Besides effects in the CNS, early studies have shown that pe-
ripheral mechanisms contribute to nicotine-induced analgesia
(Caggiula et al., 1995). Hence, the anti-allodynic effects of A-85380
in the spinal nerve ligation model were fully blocked by systemic
injections of chlorisondamine, a quaternary nicotinic antagonist
which does not readily pass the blood—brain barrier. Likewise, local
infusion of A-85380 into the L5 ipsilateral dorsal root ganglion
induced significant anti-allodynia. On the other hand, mecamyl-
amine, but not chlorisondamine, fully antagonized A-85380-
induced analgesia in acute thermal pain (Rueter et al., 2003).
These data point to dorsal root ganglia as a site of action of nicotinic
agonists in models of pathological pain. Sensory ganglia indeed
express a full range of nicotinic receptors containing the subunits
22-7,9 and 2-4 (Bschleipfer et al., 2012; Albers et al., 2014; Genzen
and McGehee, 2005; Flores et al., 1996; Boyd et al., 1991; Albers
et al.,, 2014; McIntosh et al.,, 2009). It is thus possible that periph-
eral a5-containing receptors in DRGs contribute to nicotine anal-
gesia, and that nAChRs in the DRG undergo plasticity in the CCI
model. For example, complete Freund's adjuvant (CFA) inflamma-
tion of paw skin, which causes an increase in artemin in the skin,
also increased the level of nAChR mRNAs in DRGs (Albers et al.,
2014). Given our focus on the CNS we did, however, not analyze
the expression of nAChRs in DRGs.

A number of studies have shown altered nicotine behavioral
responses upon knockout of the a5 subunit. For example, a5-KO
mice are reported to be less sensitive to nicotine when tested for
locomotion (in the open field test), body temperature changes
(Jackson et al., 2010), and nicotine aversion (Fowler et al., 2011).

These mice are also less susceptible to the occurrence of nicotine-
induced seizures (Salas et al., 2003; Kedmi et al., 2004) and lack
almost entirely the thermal analgesic effects of nicotine in the
hotplate test (Jackson et al., 2010). The latter study concluded that
this was due to altered brain (but not spinal) a5-containing re-
ceptors which also displayed reduced neurotransmitter release in
several brain structures investigated. Interestingly, although we
used nicotine doses in a similar range, we could not replicate the
loss of nicotine analgesia in unoperated «5-KO control or sham-
operated mice, neither with the Hargreaves test, nor with the
hotplate test. Our observations also covered the range between 5
and 60 min after the injection of nicotine, thus increasing the
chances to detect possible differences in the analgesic effect of
nicotine. The reason for this discrepancy is unclear, particularly
because we have used the same a5-KO strain and hotplate pa-
rameters as investigators in the above mentioned publication
(Jackson et al., 2010). Experimenter influence (Chesler et al., 2002),
changes in the genetic background over generations, as well as
potential epigenetic mechanisms (Bai et al., 2015; Li et al., 2014)
may thus be more important than the absence or presence of a5-
containing receptors.

A novel discovery from our study is that intermittent nicotine
administration caused rapid tolerance to the analgesic effects of
nicotine in the hotplate test in WT but less so in a5-KO mice.
Whereas WT mice became fully tolerant to all doses of nicotine (2,
3, and 4 mg/kg subcutaneously) within 3 days, ¢5-KO mice were
still showing nicotine analgesic responses after 10 days of nicotine
administration. Analgesia induced by 3 or 4 mg/kg nicotine in KO
mice persisted for at least 20 min on the first day of administration
and still lasted for 10 min by day 11. Tolerance to effects of nicotine
is a well-established phenomenon not only in rodents but also in
humans (Marks, 2013). Mice strains differ in their disposition for
tolerance, with mice most sensitive to the acute effects of nicotine
(e.g. C57Bl/6) developing tolerance after subsequent treatments
using lower nicotine doses than other mice strains that were less
sensitive to the acute effects (Marks et al., 1991). However, previous
in vitro experiments have shown that higher nicotinic agonist
concentrations are required to desensitize a4p2a5 than a4f2
nAChRs (Wageman et al., 2014). It is also worth mentioning that the
presence of the a5 subunit can prevent 2432 receptor upregulation
known to occur with continuous nicotine infusion (Mao et al,,
2008). To our knowledge, we are first to report that tolerance to
the analgesic effects of nicotine is affected by the presence of a5-
containing receptors.

In animal models, continuous nicotine infusions have been
shown to exacerbate neuropathic pain and lead to enhanced CNS
neuroinflammation (Brett et al., 2007; Young et al., 2008). Although
we did not use chronic nicotine in the animal models of neuropathic
pain, it is possible that repeated intermittent nicotine injections in
unoperated animals as administered in our study induced persistent
hyperalgesiain the hours after injection. Nevertheless, baseline PWL
did remain similar between groups on the days tested even though
tolerance to nicotine had clearly developed.

In summary, here we show several novel findings concerning
the role of a5-containing nicotinic receptors in neuropathic pain
and nicotine analgesia. First, we demonstrate in two different
mouse models of peripheral neuropathic pain that deletion of the
a5 subunit does not affect nociception in three different modalities
over a time course of one month. Second, we show by immuno-
precipitation that the number of «5-containing receptors is not
upregulated — but may even be downregulated — in these models.
Third, we find that acute nicotine analgesia is reduced early (but not
late) after CCI in animals lacking the o5 subunit. Fourth, the
development of tolerance of nicotine analgesia is largely dependent
on receptors containing the o5 subunit. In conclusion, our results
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suggest that a5-containing nAChRs neither play a major role in
pathological pain nor in mediating nicotine analgesia. Future ex-
periments may show whether the reduced tolerance in a5 KO mice
upon repeated administration is a general phenomenon or
restricted to nicotine thermal analgesia.

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank Gabriele Koth and Karin Schwarz for
technical assistance with immunoprecipitation experiments and
Jiirgen Sandkiihler for initial project discussions. Generation of the
subunit-specific nAChR antibodies was supported by a grant from
the Austrian Science Fund (P19325-B09 to P.S.).

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data related to this article can be found at http://
dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropharm.2015.02.012.

References

Abdin, M.J., Morioka, N., Morita, K., Kitayama, T., Kitayama, S., Nakashima, T.,
Dohi, T., 2006. Analgesic action of nicotine on tibial nerve transection (TNT)-
induced mechanical allodynia through enhancement of the glycinergic inhibi-
tory system in spinal cord. Life Sci. 80, 9—16.

Albers, KM, Zhang, X.L., Diges, C.M., Schwartz, E.S., Yang, C.I, Davis, B.M., Gold, M.S.,
2014. Artemin growth factor increases nicotinic cholinergic receptor subunit
expression and activity in nociceptive sensory neurons. Mol. Pain 10, 31.

AlSharari, S.D., Carroll, EL, McIntosh, J.M., Damaj, M.I,, 2012. The antinociceptive
effects of nicotinic partial agonists varenicline and sazetidine-A in murine acute
and tonic pain models. J. Pharmacol. Exp. Ther. 342, 742—749.

Anderson, K.L. Pinkerton, KE. Uyeminami, D., Simons, CT., Carstens, M.,
Carstens, E., 2004. Antinociception induced by chronic exposure of rats to
cigarette smoke. Neurosci. Lett. 366, 86—91.

Bai, G., Ren, K., Dubner, R., 2015. Epigenetic regulation of persistent pain. Transl Res.
165 (1), 177—199.

Bannon, A.W., Decker, M\W.,, Holladay, M.W., Curzon, P.,, Donnelly-Roberts, D.,
Puttfarcken, P.S., Bitner, R.S., Diaz, A., Dickenson, A.H., Porsolt, R.D., Williams, M.,
Arneric, S.P.,, 1998. Broad-spectrum, non-opioid analgesic activity by selective
modulation of neuronal nicotinic acetylcholine receptors. Science 279, 77—81.

Bannon, M., Jarboe, C.H., 1978. Reconsideration of a test for dopaminergic stimu-
lation: inability of apomorphine to induce mouse jumping. Experientia 34,
767—768.

Bartolini, A., Di Cesare, M.L,, Ghelardini, C., 2011. Analgesic and antineuropathic
drugs acting through central cholinergic mechanisms. Recent Pat. CNS Drug
Discov. 6, 119—-140.

Beiranvand, F, Zlabinger, C., Orr-Urtreger, A., Ristl, R., Huck, S., Scholze, P., 2014.
Nicotinic acetylcholine receptors control acetylcholine and noradrenaline
release in the rodent habenulo-interpeduncular complex. Br. J. Pharmacol. 171
(23), 2509—-2524.

Bennett, GJ., Xie, Y.-K., 1988. A peripheral mononeuropathy in rat that produces
disorders of pain sensation like those seen in man. Pain 33, 87—107.

Benowitz, N.L, 2008. Nicotine and postoperative management of pain. Anesth.
Analg. 107, 739—-741.

Boyd, R.T, Jacob, M.H., McEachern, A.E., Caron, S., Berg, D.K, 1991. Nicotinic
acetylcholine receptor mRNA in dorsal root ganglion neurons. J. Neurobiol. 22,
1-14.

Brett, K., Parker, R., Wittenauer, S., Hayashida, K., Young, T., Vincler, M., 2007. Impact
of chronic nicotine on sciatic nerve injury in the rat. J. Neuroimmunol. 186,
37-44.

Bschleipfer, T., Nandigama, R., Moeller, S., Illig, C., Weidner, W., Kummer, W., 2012.
Bladder outlet obstruction influences mRNA expression of cholinergic receptors
on sensory neurons in mice. Life Sci. 91, 1077—1081.

Caggiula, AR, Epstein, LH., Perkins, KA., Saylor, S., 1995. Different methods of
assessing nicotine-induced antinociception may engage different neural
mechanisms. Psychopharmacology (Berl.) 122, 301—306.

Chatterjee, S., Santos, N., Holgate, ]., Haass-Koffler, C.L., Hopf, EW., Kharazia, V.,
Lester, H., Bonci, A., Bartlett, S.E., 2013. The a5 subunit regulates the expression
and function of a4*-containing neuronal nicotinic acetylcholine receptors in the
ventral-tegmental area. PLoS One 8, e68300.

Chesler, E.J., Wilson, S.G., Lariviere, W.R., Rodriguez-Zas, S.L., Mogil, ].S., 2002. In-
fluences of laboratory environment on behavior. Nat. Neurosci. 5, 1101—1102.

Choi, Y., Yoon, Y.W., Na, H.S., Kim, S.H., Chung, ].M., 1994. Behavioral signs of ongoing
pain and cold allodynia in a rat model of neuropathic pain. Pain 59, 369—376.

Ciuraszkiewicz, A., Schreibmayer, W., Platzer, D., Orr-Urtreger, A., Scholze, P,
Huck, S., 2013. Single-channel properties of .34, «3p445, and «3p4f2 nicotinic
ACh receptors in mice lacking specific nAChR subunits. ]. Physiol. 591,
3271-3288.

Damaj, M.L, Fei-Yin, M., Dukat, M., Glassco, W., Glennon, R.A., Martin, B.R., 1998.
Antinociceptive responses to nicotinic acetylcholine receptor ligands after
systemic and intrathecal administration in mice. J. Pharmacol. Exp. Ther. 284,
1058—-1065.

Damaj, M.I, Kao, W., Martin, B.R, 2003. Characterization of spontaneous and
precipitated nicotine withdrawal in the mouse. ]. Pharmacol. Exp. Ther. 307,
526—534.

Dani, J.A.,, Bertrand, D., 2007. Nicotinic acetylcholine receptors and nicotinic
cholinergic mechanisms of the central nervous system. Annu. Rev. Pharmacol.
Toxicol. 47, 699—729.

Dao, D.Q., Perez, E.E., Teng, Y., Dani, J.A., De Biasi, M., 2014. Nicotine enhances
excitability of medial habenular neurons via facilitation of neurokinin signaling.
J. Neurosci. 34, 4273—-4284.

David, R. Ciuraszkiewicz, A., Simeone, X. Orr-Urtreger, A., Papke, R.L,
MclIntosh, ].M., Huck, S., Scholze, P., 2010. Biochemical and functional properties
of distinct nicotinic acetylcholine receptors in the superior cervical ganglion of
mice with targeted deletions of nAChR subunit genes. Eur. J. Neurosci. 31,
978-993.

Di Cesare, M.L., Zanardelli, M., Ghelardini, C., 2013. Nicotine is a pain reliever in
trauma- and chemotherapy-induced neuropathy models. Eur. J. Pharmacol. 711,
87-94.

Dussor, G.O., Leong, A.S., Gracia, N.B, Kilo, S. Price, TJ., Hargreaves, K.M.,
Flores, C.M., 2003. Potentiation of evoked calcitonin gene-related peptide
release from oral mucosa: a potential basis for the proinflammatory effects of
nicotine. Eur. J. Neurosci. 18, 2515—2526.

Feuerbach, D., Lingenhoehl, K., Olpe, H.R., Vassout, A., Gentsch, C., Chaperon, F,
Nozulak, J., Enz, A., Bilbe, G., McAllister, K., Hoyer, D., 2009. The selective
nicotinic acetylcholine receptor a7 agonist JN403 is active in animal models of
cognition, sensory gating, epilepsy and pain. Neuropharmacology 56, 254—263.

Fishbain, D.A., Lewis, J.E., Bruns, D., Meyer, LJ., Gao, ]J., Disorbio, J.M., 2013. The
prevalence of smokers within chronic pain patients and highest pain levels
versus comparison groups. Pain Med. 14, 403—416.

Flores, C.M., 2000. The promise and pitfalls of a nicotinic cholinergic approach to
pain management. Pain 88, 1—6.

Flores, C.M., DeCamp, R.M,, Kilo, S., Rogers, S.W., Hargreaves, K.M., 1996. Neuronal
nicotinic receptor expression in sensory neurons of the rat trigeminal ganglion:
demonstration of «3p4, a novel subtype in the mammalian nervous system.
J. Neurosci. 16, 7892—7901.

Fowler, C.D., Lu, Q., Johnson, P.M., Marks, M., Kenny, PJ., 2011. Habenular a5
nicotinic receptor subunit signalling controls nicotine intake. Nature 471,
597—-601.

Galeote, L., Kieffer, B.L., Maldonado, R., Berrendero, F., 2006. Mu-opioid receptors are
involved in the tolerance to nicotine antinociception. J. Neurochem. 97, 416—423.

Gao, B., et al., 2010. Pharmacological effects of nonselective and subtype-selective
nicotinic acetylcholine receptor agonists in animal models of persistent pain.
Pain 149, 33—49.

Genzen, J.R., McGehee, D.S., 2005. Nicotinic modulation of GABAergic synaptic
transmission in the spinal cord dorsal horn. Brain Res. 1031, 229—237.

Gerzanich, V., Wang, F, Kuryatov, A., Lindstrom, J., 1998. alpha 5 Subunit alters
desensitization, pharmacology, Ca++ permeability and Ca++ modulation of
human neuronal alpha 3 nicotinic receptors. J. Pharmacol. Exp. Ther. 286,
311-320.

Gotti, C., Zoli, M., Clementi, F., 2006. Brain nicotinic acetylcholine receptors: native
subtypes and their relevance. Trends Pharmacol. Sci. 27, 482—491.

Grabus, S.D., Martin, B.R., Batman, A.M., Tyndale, R.F,, Sellers, E., Damaj, M.L, 2005.
Nicotine physical dependence and tolerance in the mouse following chronic
oral administration. Psychopharmacology (Berl.) 178, 183—192.

Grady, S.R., Moretti, M., Zoli, M., Marks, M.J., Zanardi, A., Pucci, L., Clementi, F,,
Gotti, C., 2009. Rodent habenulo-interpeduncular pathway expresses a large
variety of uncommon nAChR subtypes, but only the «3p4* and «3p3B4* sub-
types mediate acetylcholine release. ]. Neurosci. 29, 2272—2282.

Hargreaves, K., Dubner, R., Brown, F.,, Flores, C., Joris, J., 1988. A new and sensitive
method for measuring thermal nociception in cutaneous hyperalgesia. Pain 32,
77-88.

Herber, D.L., Severance, E.G., Cuevas, J., Morgan, D., Gordon, M.N., 2004. Biochemical
and histochemical evidence of nonspecific binding of 27nAChR antibodies to
mouse brain tissue. J. Histochem. Cytochem. 52, 1367—1376.

Honore, P, Kage, K., Mikusa, J., Watt, A.T,, Johnston, J.F,, Wyatt, ].R,, Faltynek, C.R.,
Jarvis, M.E, Lynch, K., 2002. Analgesic profile of intrathecal P2X3; antisense
oligonucleotide treatment in chronic inflammatory and neuropathc pain states
in rats. Pain 99, 11-19.

Hurst, R, Rollema, H., Bertrand, D., 2013. Nicotinic acetylcholine receptors: from
basic science to therapeutics. Pharmacol. Ther. 137, 22—54.

Jackson, KJ., Marks, MJ., Vann, R.E., Chen, X., Gamage, T.F,, Warner, ].A., Damaj, M.L,
2010. Role of a 5 nicotinic acetylcholine receptors in pharmacological and
behavioral effects of nicotine in mice. J. Pharmacol. Exp. Ther. 334, 137—146.

Jackson, KJ., Martin, B.R., Changeux, ]J.P., Damaj, M.I,, 2008. Differential role of
nicotinic acetylcholine receptor subunits in physical and affective nicotine
withdrawal signs. J. Pharmacol. Exp. Ther. 325, 302—312.

Jacob, J.N., Badyal, D.K,, Bala, S., 2013. Evaluation of the in vivo anti-inflammatory
and analgesic activity of a highly water-soluble aspirin conjugate. Basic Clin.
Pharmacol. Toxicol. 112, 171-174.

Kawashima, K., Fujii, T., Moriwaki, Y., Misawa, H., 2012. Critical roles of acetylcholine
and the muscarinic and nicotinic acetylcholine receptors in the regulation of
immune function. Life Sci. 91, 1027—1032.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropharm.2015.02.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropharm.2015.02.012
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref46

D.N. Xanthos et al. / Neuropharmacology 95 (2015) 37—49 49

Kedmi, M., Beaudet, A.L., Orr-Urtreger, A., 2004. Mice lacking neuronal nicotinic
acetylcholine receptor p4-subunit and mice lacking both o5- and p4-subunits are
highly resistant to nicotine-induced seizures. Physiol. Genomics 17, 221-229.

Khan, I., Osaka, H., Stanislaus, S., Calvo, R.M., Deerinck, T., Yaksh, T.L., Taylor, P., 2003.
Nicotinic acetylcholine receptor distribution in relation to spinal neurotrans-
mission pathways. ]J. Comp. Neurol. 467, 44—59.

Khan, .M., Buerkle, H., Taylor, P., Yaksh, T.L.,, 1998. Nociceptive and antinociceptive
responses to intrathecally administered nicotinic agonists. Neuropharmacology
37,1515—-1525.

Khan, LM.,, Stanislaus, S., Zhang, L., Taylor, P., Yaksh, T.L., 2001. A-85380 and epi-
batidine each interact with disparate spinal nicotinic receptor subtypes to
achieve analgesia and nociception. J. Pharmacol. Exp. Ther. 297, 230—239.

Kuryatov, A., Onksen, J., Lindstrom, J., 2008. Roles of accessory subunits in a4p2*
nicotinic receptors. Mol. Pharmacol. 74, 132—143.

Lawand, N.B,, Ly, Y., Westlund, K.N., 1999. Nicotinic cholinergic receptors: potential
targets for inflammatory pain relief. Pain 80, 291—299.

Li, K., Zhao, G.-Q., Li, L.-Y., Wu, G.-Z., Cui, S.-S., 2014. Epigenetic upregulation of Cdk5
in the dorsal horn contributes to neuropathic pain in rats. Neuroreport 25 (14),
1116—1121.

Malmberg, A.B., Basbaum, A.L, 1998. Partial sciatic nerve injury in the mouse as a
model of neuropathic pain: behavioral and neuroanatomical correlates. Pain 76,
215-222.

Mao, D., Yasuda, R.P,, Fan, H., Wolfe, B.B., Kellar, K., 2006. Heterogeneity of nicotinic
cholinergic receptors in rat superior cervical and nodosa ganglia. Mol. Phar-
macol. 70, 1693—1699.

Mao, D., Perry, D.C,, Yasuda, R.P.,, Wolfe, B.B., Kellar, KJ., 2008. The ¢4p205 nicotinic
cholinergic receptor in rat brain is resistant to up-regulation by nicotine in vivo.
J. Neurochem. 104, 446—456.

Marks, M.J., 2013. Genetic matters: thirty years of progress using mouse models in
nicotinic research. Biochem. Pharmacol. 86, 1105—1113.

Marks, M.J., Campbell, S.M., Romm, E., Collins, A.C., 1991. Genotype influences the
development of tolerance to nicotine in the mouse. J. Pharmacol. Exp. Ther. 259,
392-402.

Marubio, LM., del Mar Arroyo-Jimenez, M., Cordero-Erausquin, M., Léna, C., Le
Novere, N., de Kerchove d'Exaerde, A., Huchet, M., Damaj, M.I., Changeux, ].-P.,
1999. Reduced antinociception in mice lacking neuronal nicotinic receptor
subunits. Nature 398, 805—810.

MclIntosh, J.M., Absalom, N., Chebib, M., Elgoyhen, A.B., Vincler, M., 2009. Alpha9
nicotinic acetylcholine receptors and the treatment of pain. Biochem. Phar-
macol. 78, 693—702.

Miao, EJ.P, Green, P.G., Benowitz, N., Levine, ].D., 2004. Central terminals of noci-
ceptors are targets for nicotine suppression of inflammation. Neuroscience 123,
777—-784.

Moser, N., Mechawar, N. Jones, I, Gochberg-Sarver, A., Orr-Urtreger, A.,
Plomann, M., Salas, R., Molles, B., Marubio, L., Roth, U.,, Maskos, U., Winzer-
Serhan, U., Bourgeois, ].-P., Le Sourd, A.-M., De, B.M., Schroder, H., Lindstrom, J.,
Maelicke, A., Changeux, J.P., Wevers, A., 2007. Evaluating the suitability of
nicotinic acetylcholine receptor antibodies for standard immunodetection
procedures. ]. Neurochem. 102, 479—492.

Pacini, A., Di Cesare Mannelli, L, Bonaccini, L, Ronzoni, S., Bartolini, A.
Ghelardini, C., 2010. Protective effect of alpha7 nAChR: behavioural and
morphological features on neuropathy. Pain 150, 542—549.

Palmer, K.T., Syddall, H., Cooper, C., Coggon, D., 2003. Smoking and musculoskeletal
disorders: findings from a British national survey. Ann. Rheum. Dis. 62, 33—36.

Pandya, A.A., Yakel, J.L., 2013. Effects of neuronal nicotinic acetylcholine receptor
allosteric modulators in animal behavior studies. Biochem. Pharmacol. 86,
1054—1062.

Patterson, A.L, Gritzner, S., Resnick, M.P,, Dobscha, S.K., Turk, D.C., Morasco, B].,
2012. Smoking cigarettes as a coping strategy for chronic pain is associated with
greater pain intensity and poorer pain-related function. J. Pain 13, 285—292.

Picciotto, M.R., Caldarone, BJ., King, S.L., Zachariou, V., 2000. Nicotinic receptors in
the brain: links between molecular biology and behavior. Neuro-
psychopharmacol 22, 451—465.

Plenge, P, Mellerup, E.T., Wortwein, G., 2002. Characterization of epibatidine
binding to medial habenula: potential role in analgesia. J. Pharmacol. Exp. Ther.
302, 759—-765.

Ramirez-Latorre, J., Yu, C.R,, Qu, X., Perin, F, Karlin, A., Role, L., 1996. Functional
contributions of o 5 subunit to neuronal acetylcholine receptor channels. Na-
ture 380, 347—351.

Rode, F, Munro, G., Holst, D., Nielsen, E.@., Troelsen, K.B., Timmermann, D.B.,
Renn, L.C., Grunnet, M., 2012. Positive allosteric modulation of a4p2 nAChR
agonist induced behaviour. Brain Res. 1458, 67—75.

Rowbotham, M.C., Duan, W.R,, Thomas, J., Nothaft, W., Backonja, M.-M., 2009.
A randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled trial evaluating the efficacy and
safety of ABT-594 in patients with diabetic peripheral neuropathic pain. Pain 146,
245-252.

Rowley, TJ., Payappilly, ]., Lu, J., Flood, P.,, 2008. The antinociceptive response to
nicotinic agonists in a mouse model of postoperative pain. Anesth. Analg. 107,
1052—-1057.

Rueter, L.E., Kohlhaas, K.L., Curzon, P.,, Surowy, C.S., Meyer, M.D., 2003. Peripheral
and central sites of action for A-85380 in the spinal nerve ligation model of
neuropathic pain. Pain 103, 269—276.

Salas, R., Orr-Urtreger, A., Broide, R.S., Beaudet, A., Paylor, R., De Biasi, M., 2003. The
nicotinic acetylcholine receptor subunit a5 mediates short-term effects of
nicotine in vivo. Mol. Pharmacol. 63, 1059—1066.

Salas, R., Pieri, F,, De Biasi, M., 2004. Decreased signs of nicotine withdrawal in mice
null for the B4 nicotinic acetylcholine receptor subunit. ]J. Neurosci. 24,
10035—-10039.

Salas, R., Sturm, R., Boulter, ], De Biasi, M., 2009. Nicotinic receptors in the
habenulo-interpeduncular system are necessary for nicotine withdrawal in
mice. J. Neurosci. 29, 3014—3018.

Scholze, P,, Ciuraszkiewicz, A., Groessl, F.,, Orr-Urtreger, A., McIntosh, J.M., Huck, S.,
2011. 242 nicotinic acetylcholine receptors in the early postnatal mouse su-
perior cervical ganglion. Dev. Neurobiol. 71, 390—399.

Scholze, P., Koth, G., Orr-Urtreger, A., Huck, S., 2012. Subunit composition of a5-
containing nicotinic receptors in the rodent habenula. J. Neurochem. 121,
551-560.

Seltzer, Z., Dubner, R., Shir, Y., 1990. A novel behavioral model of neuropathic pain
disorders produced in rats by partial sciatic nerve injury. Pain 43, 205—218.

Semenova, S., Contet, C., Roberts, AJ., Markou, A., 2012. Mice lacking the 4 subunit
of the nicotinic acetylcholine receptor show memory deficits, altered anxiety-
and depression-like behavior, and diminished nicotine-induced analgesia.
Nicotine Tob. Res. 14, 1346—1355.

Souslova, V., Cesare, P, Ding, Y., Akopian, A.N., Stanfa, L., Suzuki, R., Carpenter, K.,
Dickenson, A., Boyce, S. Hill, R, Nebenius-Oosthuizen, D., Smith, AJ.H.,
Kidd, EJ., Vood, J.N., 2000. Warm-coding deficits and aberrant inflammatory
pain in mice lacking P2X3 receptors. Nature 407, 1015—1017.

Tapia, L., Kuryatov, A., Lindstrom, J., 2007. Ca®>* permeability of the (a4)3(B2),
stoichiometry greatly exceeds that of (24),82); human acetylcholine receptors.
Mol. Pharmacol. 71, 769—776.

Turan, A., White, P.F,, Koyuncu, O., Karamanliodlu, B., Kaya, G., Apfel, C.C., 2008.
Transdermal nicotine patch failed to improve postoperative pain management.
Anesth. Analg. 107, 1011-1017.

Ueda, M., lida, Y., Tominaga, A., Yoneyama, T., Ogawa, M., Magata, Y., Nishimura, H.,
Kuge, Y., Saji, H., 2010. Nicotinic acetylcholine receptors expressed in the ven-
tralposterolateral thalamic nucleus play an important role in anti-allodynic
effects. Br. J. Pharmacol. 159, 1201-1210.

Umana, I.C,, Daniele, C.A., McGehee, D.S., 2013. Neuronal nicotinic receptors as
analgesic targets: it's a winding road. Biochem. Pharmacol. 86, 1208—1214.
Uteshev, V.V., 2014. The therapeutic promise of positive allosteric modulation of

nicotinic receptors. Eur. J. Pharmacol. 727, 181-185.

Vincler, M., Eisenach, J.C., 2004. Plasticity of spinal nicotinic acetylcholine receptors
following spinal nerve ligation. Neurosci. Res. 48, 139—145.

Vincler, M.A.,, Eisenach, ].C., 2005. Knock down of the o 5 nicotinic acetylcholine
receptor in spinal nerve-ligated rats alleviates mechanical allodynia. Pharmacol.
Biochem. Behav. 80, 135—143.

Wageman, C.R., Marks, MJ., Grady, S.R., 2014. Effectiveness of nicotinic agonists as
desensitizers at presynaptic 24p2- and o4o5B2-nicotinic acetylcholine re-
ceptors. Nicotine Tob. Res. 16, 297—-305.

Wang, F, Gerzanich, V., Wells, G.B., Anand, R, Peng, X., Keyser, K., Lindstrom, J.,
1996. Assembly of human neuronal nicotinic receptor o5 subunits with a3, 2,
and B4 subunits. J. Biol. Chem. 271, 17656—17665.

Wang, N., Orr-Urtreger, A., Chapman, ]., Rabinowitz, R., Nachman, R., Korczyn, A.D.,
2002. Autonomic function in mice lacking a5 neuronal nicotinic acetylcholine
receptor subunit. J. Physiol. 542, 347—354.

Wau, G., Whiteside, G.T,, Lee, G., Nolan, S., Niosi, M., Pearson, M.S., Ilyin, V.L, 2004. A-
317491, a selective P2X3/P2X;/3 receptor antagonist reverses inflammatory
mechanical hyperalgesia through action at peripheral receptors in rats. Eur. J.
Pharm. 504, 45—53.

Xanthos, D.N., Sandkiihler, J., 2014. Neurogenic neuroinflammation:inflammatory
CNS reactions in response to neuronal activity. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 15, 43—53.

Yalcin, I, Charlet, A., Cordero-Erausquin, M., Tessier, L.-H., Picciotto, M.R.,
Schlichter, R., Poisbeau, P., Freund-Mercier, M.-].,, Barrot, M., 2011. Nociceptive
thresholds are controlled through spinal B-subunit-containing nicotinic
acetylcholine receptors. Pain 152, 2131-2137.

Young, T., Wittenauer, S., Parker, R., Vincler, M., 2008. Peripheral nerve injury alters
spinal nicotinic acetylcholine receptor pharmacology. Eur. J. Pharmacol. 590,
163—-169.

Zhang, J., Xiao, Y.-D., Jordan, K.G., Hammond, P.S., Van Dyke, K.M., Mazurov, A.A.,
Speake, ].D., Lippiello, P.M., James, J.W., Letchworth, S.R., Bencherif, M.,
Hauser, T.A., 2012. Analgesic effects mediated by neuronal nicotinic acetyl-
choline receptor agonists: correlation with desensitization of «4f32* receptors.
Eur. J. Pharm. Sci. 47, 813—823.

Zhu, CZ., et al, 2011. Potentiation of analgesic efficacy but not side effects: co-
administration of an 24f2 neuronal nicotinic acetylcholine receptor agonist
and its positive allosteric modulator in experimental models of pain in rats.
Biochem. Pharmacol. 82, 967—976.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref78
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref78
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref78
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref79
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref79
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref79
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref79
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref79
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref84
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref84
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref84
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref85
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref85
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref85
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref86
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref86
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref86
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref87
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref87
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref87
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref87
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref90
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref90
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref90
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref90
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref94
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref94
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref94
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref94
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref95
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref95
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref95
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref95
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref95
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref95
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0028-3908(15)00059-3/sref96

	Role of α5-containing nicotinic receptors in neuropathic pain and response to nicotine
	1. Introduction
	2. Materials and methods
	2.1. Animals
	2.2. Models of neuropathic pain
	2.3. Behavioral tests
	2.3.1. Heat hypersensitivity to measure pathological pain
	2.3.2. Mechanical hypersensitivity to measure pathological pain
	2.3.3. Cold hypersensitivity to measure pathological pain

	2.4. Nicotine antinociception experiments in pathological pain
	2.5. Nicotine tolerance experiments
	2.6. Tissue extraction and immunoprecipitation
	2.6.1. Tissue extraction
	2.6.2. Subunit-specific antibodies
	2.6.3. Immunoprecipitation (IP) of [3H]-epibatidine-labeled receptors

	2.7. Statistical analysis

	3. Results
	3.1. Development of neuropathic pain behaviors is not altered in mice with deletions of the α5 nicotinic receptor subunit
	3.2. Minor reductions of distinct nAChRs after CCI, but not PSNL, in various CNS regions
	3.3. No major differences in the antinociceptive response to nicotine after PSNL or sham surgery in WT or α5-KO mice
	3.4. α5-KO differ from WT animals by showing reduced thermal antinociceptive responses to nicotine 4 days after CCI
	3.5. Tolerance to the analgesic effects of nicotine is more pronounced in WT than in α5-KO animals following repeated nicotine a ...
	3.5.1. Experiments on littermate WT and α5-KO mice
	3.5.2. Experiments on “cagemate” WT and α5-KO mice


	4. Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	Appendix A. Supplementary data
	References


