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Abstract

:

Recent research indicates that there is mixed success in using exposure therapies on patients with post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD). Our study argues that there are two major reasons for this: The first is that there are nonassociative aspects of PTSD, such as hyperactive amygdala activity, that cannot be attenuated using the exposure therapy; The second is that exposure therapy is conceptualized from the theoretical framework of Pavlovian fear extinction, which we know is heavily context dependent. Thus, reducing fear response in a therapist’s office does not guarantee reduced response in other situations. This study also discusses work relating to the role of the hippocampus in context encoding, and how these findings can be beneficial for improving exposure therapies.






Keywords:


post-traumatic stress disorder; exposure therapy; fear extinction; nonassociative












1. Introduction


Post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) is a mental disorder affecting up to 9% of the US population [1]. It can best be described as a heightened arousal response after experiencing an extremely stressful event or trauma. Distress due to and avoidance of reminders of the trauma are common, as are negative alterations in mood [2]. It is theorized that PTSD is strongly related to fear learning and conditioned fear, and therefore, fear conditioning is often used as a model in anxiety-related studies [3]. The framework of learned associations has been used as a basis for clinical anxiety therapies for more than half a century, starting with Wolpe’s [4] systematic desensitization therapy. Although current anxiety and PTSD patients manage fear far better than their predecessors due to advancements in both animal and human behavioral research, there are many patients who still fail to achieve or maintain an improvement in symptoms. One potential explanation may be the continued sole reliance on exposure-based therapies. This study discusses two factors which, according to us, contribute to the limited success of exposure therapy, i.e., nonassociative modulation of fear responses in patients with PTSD and failure to fully address the role of context in fear extinction.




2. Pavlovian Fear Conditioning and Exposure Therapies


Watson’s 1920 “Little Albert” study provided a clear example of learned fear association in humans, which attracted the attention of both basic scientists and clinicians at the time. To summarize, the infant subject, i.e., Albert, of this experiment was presented with a white rat paired with a loud noise. After repeated presentation of the rat and noise, Albert showed substantial fear both to the rat on its own and to other white fluffy objects. For basic scientists, this result provided a clear example of a learned fear association, whereas for clinicians, it provided a possible explanation for pathological phobias and neuroses [5]. The white rat was a conditional stimulus (CS) present just before the aversive unconditional noise stimulus (US). The noise triggered an unconditional fear response (UR) in the infant. The rat was associated with the noise and it elicited a conditioned fear response (CR) on its own, which was subsequently generalized to any white fluffy object. It could be postulated that the infant developed a phobia of white fluffy objects through fear acquisition. If the rat CS had been repeatedly presented to Albert without the subsequent US, he might have ceased showing this acquired fear response, a process known as fear extinction. These Pavlovian processes, namely, acquisition and extinction, became part of the underlying framework of our understanding of fear and exposure-based therapies, i.e., fear acquisition as the basis for pathological manifestation and fear extinction as a method of treatment.



Wolpe popularized systematic desensitization therapy, in which a patient was first taught deep muscle relaxation, and then made to imagine an anxiety-provoking scenario. Considering anxiety symptoms to be the CS, Wolpe believed that initiating a competing relaxation response in the presence of the fear-provoking CR would inhibit anxious responding by replacing the stimulus–anxiety response association with a stimulus–relaxation response association. It is, in fact, interesting to note that despite taking inspiration from behavioral stimulus–response theory, Wolpe’s therapy contained no physical stimulus, and very little behavioral response besides induced relaxation; arguably, neither would be outwardly observable to a behaviorist. Nevertheless, the overall theoretical framework of this therapy allowed others, such as Lang and his students [5,6,7], to test which individual components might contribute to its efficacy. In contrast, other works at the time focused on in vivo or imaginal “flooding” [8,9]. Although systematic desensitization required a gradual buildup in the amount of provoked distress, flooding used an immediate maximization of stress response for prolonged periods of time. The efficacy of flooding may be related to the phenomenon of US devaluation. Following the establishment of a CS–US association, the US may be “devalued” in such a way as to reduce the conditional response to the CS [10]. In the context of flooding, a phobic object or imaginal scenario such as the CS causes a conditional fear response. However, a physical fear response can only last for a certain amount of time. The patient may thus have the additional experience of exposure to their phobic object without anxiety after initial stress response has been exhausted, effectively devaluing it. That being said, it should be noted that proponents of this therapy viewed it through a nonassociative lens, i.e., prolonged exposure to the phobic object or a scenario eventually induces habituation to it, thus decreasing anxious response to it across sessions [11]. Although there was no competing relaxation component in this type of exposure therapy, flooding appeared to better attenuate anxiety symptoms, compared to patients given less drastic exposure to the CS.



A similar approach was used to help patients process trauma by having them imagine emotion-provoking imagery or recollect a traumatic event [12]. Both approaches theorized that physiological or emotional responses to a fear-provoking stimulus represented a maladaptive “fear structure” which could be weakened via the desensitization process [11,12]. Although the efficacy of such exposure therapies cannot be ignored, there are a significant number of patients with PTSD that do not benefit from it [13]. Exposure therapy’s lack of great success among certain patient populations was noticed by the early pioneers of this field. The hypothesized mechanisms of emotional processing theory were more recently updated by Foa and colleagues [14] in an attempt to explain patient “resistance” to this therapy. According to Foa, this is due to both cognitive and behavioral resistance, as well as combatting cognitive bias. Patients with PTSD may “overactivate” their fear memory, causing a failure to incorporate a new representation into the physiological response of the trauma memory CS–US association. Furthermore, she postulates that patients with PTSD have less cognitive organization, encouraging fear renewal and inhibiting the ability to differentiate between the traumatic memory and the experience of traumatization. However, it should also be of note that using an exposure therapy that successfully attenuated distress response was correlated to activity in the medial prefrontal cortex [15]. A PTSD patient’s inability to engage with or imagine fear-inducing stimuli [16,17] may be, in part, due to this function deficit.



Although further clinical studies since then have attempted to test the effects of different methods of therapy (such as the comparison of spaced and massed exposure by Foa et al. [18]), there appears to be a lack of long-term effectiveness for many PTSD patients [19]. An evaluative study of exposure therapy for PTSD in veterans, with tours ranging from Vietnam to Afghanistan, found that 40% of patients did not experience a clinically significant reduction of symptoms [20]. In several studies focused on older adults with PTSD, some of the participants (58%–77%) were still qualified for diagnosis, whereas more than half did not feel a reduction in symptom severity [19,20,21,22]. There is also some evidence that prolonged exposure therapy can exaggerate symptoms in a fraction of PTSD participants [23]. Of course, there have been many far-reaching studies from this past decade which indicate that with refinement, prolonged exposure therapy is more effective in treating PTSD, across a wide range of traumas and comorbid symptoms, compared to traditional cognitive behavioral therapy (see Foa and McLean [13] for an in-depth review). Out study aims to discuss possible avenues to address the current deficit of long-term symptom attenuation in “nonresponsive” patients with PTSD. Our study argues that two major factors likely contribute to this deficit, i.e., nonassociative modulation of fear responding in patients with PTSD, and the failure to fully address the role of context in fear extinction.




3. Nonassociative Modulation of Fear Responses


Following exposure to an intense stressor, rodents showed an exaggerated fear response to mildly stressful or innocuous stimuli [24]. Since future fear learning is dramatically enhanced, this has been called stress-enhanced fear learning (SEFL). For example, Poulos et al. [25], reported that stress following a mild shock, which was not normally capable of supporting fear conditioning, was converted into an effective US that supported robust fear conditioning. This robust fear response is not attenuated by fear extinction of the intense stressor context, indicating that SEFL contains some nonassociative component [24]. The stress that supports SEFL results in long-lasting neurobiological changes in the basolateral amygdala [25,26]. Some human studies also show evidence of such sensitization. One might expect a high comorbidity of PTSD and other anxiety disorders if their nonassociative fear response is generally sensitized. Indeed, there is a high comorbidity rate of PTSD and general anxiety disorder (18%–43%, positively correlated with number of traumatic events experienced) and specific phobias (25%–50%, positively correlated with number of traumatic events experienced) [27]. It may be possible that other anxiety disorders were already present in the PTSD patients before they experienced the traumatic events. However, human functional brain imaging studies contribute evidence that there is indeed nonassociative sensitization in brain regions that is key to PTSD symptoms [28]. Those with PTSD have higher amygdala activity to novel stressful stimuli, irrespective of context or recognition of the aversive stimulus [28,29,30]. They also have stronger insular–amygdala connectivity during resting state, which can likewise contribute to heightened arousal [31]. Unlike non-PTSD subjects, those with PTSD showed amygdala hyperactivity across repeated exposure to aversive stimuli which may prevent habituation [31,32,33,34]. The non-PTSD participants showed a decrease in amygdala activity across multiple exposures to negative cues, whereas PTSD participants showed the opposite trend [31,32,33,34]. From these results, our study postulates that patients with PTSD become sensitized, rather than habituated, to triggering stimuli. If exposure therapy is reliant on the habituation of aversive stimuli or memories over time, this is especially problematic for the treatment.



Amygdala hyperactivity due to PTSD is, in part, thought to be caused by hypoactivity in the ventralomedial prefrontal cortex (vmPFC) [35,36,37,38]. Ordinarily, vmPFC input to the amygdala inhibits fear response following extinction training [39]. It helps accelerate extinction learning by accessing memories of recent extinction learning episodes, and is critical for the retention of extinction learning and extinction recall [40,41,42,43] Indeed, patients with PTSD show difficultly in recalling extinction learning [44]. Taken together, this indicates that a lack of attenuation of PTSD symptoms may be due to both a nonassociative modulation of behavioral responses aversive stimuli as well as a hindered ability to learn or recall extinction learning due to significant differences in fear-related brain activity associated with the retrieval of extinction memory.




4. The Role of Context in Extinction


Fear extinction does not eradicate the CS–US association; rather, it introduces a competing association which indicates that the CS is not longer a cue for the fear-evoking US (CS–noUS) [45,46,47,48]. Since the original CS–US association is still present, the CS may still evoke a conditional fear response following completion of extinction training, particularly if the CS is encountered in a context different from the one in which extinction training took place [35,45]. This is because the context can also act as an occasion-setting cue that can be integrated into the fear association. Here, context is defined as a collection of many different stimuli that compose a given space. For example, in an animal conditioning experiment, the context chamber may contain the visual stimuli of lighting and wall pattern, any olfactory stimulus present, or background auditory stimuli. The overall cognitive representation of this context is theorized to be a gestalt combination of all these elements together [49]. This is further exemplified by evidence showing that pre-exposure to a context will strengthen its ability to later form an association with the US, assumedly because more time is needed to encode all of these elements into a unified representation of the context [50]. Once a context representation is sufficiently encoded, it may act as a CS in a manner similar to a simple unimodal CS capable of eliciting a fear response. Thus, a context associated with a CS can induce a conditioned fear response if the CS becomes associated with the US. Similarly, if a fear CS is paired with a new context, that context can elicit a CR [51].



When one stimulus is inconsistently reinforced, another stimulus can be used to signal either occasions where the ambiguous stimulus will or will not be reinforced [52]. An integrated contextual CS can also act as an occasion setter [53,54]. Extinction is a way of making a CS ambiguous because after extinction, the CS signals both reinforcement and nonreinforcement [45]. This integration of context during fear extinction learning makes the reactions to an extinguished CS context dependent [55,56]. Since the extinction context signals occur when the CS will not be reinforced, presentations of the CS outside the extinction context result in the expression of the explicit CS–US association [53,55]. The consequence of this in relation to exposure therapy is clear, i.e., reducing responses to the triggering stimuli within the therapist’s office does not guarantee that the association will be extinguished in other familiar settings, and cannot be generalized to new contexts.




5. Alternative and Augmented Therapeutic Methods


One potential way to enhance cognitive and behavioral approaches to therapy is to combine them with novel manipulations derived from neuroscientific findings. Previous research on the improvement of exposure therapy has focused on enhancing extinction or “erasing” the original fear memory. For example, it has been found that N-methyl-D-aspartate (NMDA) receptor antagonists can block fear extinction when administered either systemically or directly into the amygdala [57]. Based on this, several pharmacological studies, both preclinical and clinical, have utilized the partial NMDA agonist D-cycloserine in an attempt to enhance fear extinction [58,59,60]. However, there is evidence that this drug does not prevent fear renewal, meaning that the fear extinction is still context specific [46]. Other studies attempt to “erase” the memory by either extinguishing the preconsolidated memory shortly after the trauma [61] or attenuating reconsolidation of the memory by administering propranolol after a brief reminder of the trauma [62,63,64,65]. These techniques appear to be time limited, and have questionable clinical applicability, as the average diagnosis of PTSD occurs from 6 to 16 months after the traumatic event [66]. An alternative approach would be to prevent or attenuate fear renewal. Animal behavioral studies have indicated that renewal persists even after the CS–US association has been extinguished in multiple contexts [46], and human studies using this approach have yielded mixed results [67,68]. A better strategy may be to directly target the neural underpinnings of context encoding during extinction learning.



An extremely important area of interest for context encoding is the hippocampus, which is essential in the consolidation of new contextual memories [69]. Hippocampal lesions cause a deficit in conditioned freezing behavior during re-exposure to the fear conditioned context [70,71]. This effect is greater when the hippocampus is lesioned soon after conditioning, suggesting that the hippocampus is important during the consolidation of contextual memory [71,72,73]. Once sufficient time is given for consolidation, the contextual memory is no longer hippocampus dependent [71,73]. Postlesion conditioned freezing can be rescued if the animals are pre-exposed to the context and given ample time to consolidate the representation [74], though not if the hippocampus is inactivated during the pre-exposure session [75]. Taken together, there is strong evidence that the hippocampus is necessary for context encoding, and that the context–US association cannot form if this encoding is prevented. The hippocampus also plays a major role in context fear conditioning and extinction by creating a context representation that the basolateral amygdala associates with the negative valence of the aversive US [76,77].



Given that the hippocampus plays a critical role in learning about a context, it is logical to expect that it is also a key component in the contextual fear renewal following extinction. Inhibition of hippocampal activity has been shown to attenuate fear renewal, provided that inactivation occurred before the animal was placed in a nonextinction test context [78,79]. It has also been found to be responsible for mediating return of fear in an extinguished context upon exposure to an unexpected stimulus [80]. However, inhibition during extinction training attenuated fear extinction [78,79]. Manipulating hippocampal activity would be more useful during exposure therapy (i.e., extinction) than in all the other potentially triggering contexts a patient might run into. However, inactivation must be done in a way that does not completely prevent extinction. In addition, to be useful in anxiety or PTSD patients, the methods must be noninvasive.



Specifically, inactivation should be selective to memory encoding of the context. It was found that cholinergic activity in the hippocampus is necessary for encoding new memories [81,82]. A known method of disrupting this activity is the use of a muscarinic cholinergic receptor antagonist, e.g., scopolamine. Intrahippocampal injections of scopolamine disrupt spatial memory acquisition and contextual fear conditioning [83,84]. To be used in a clinical setting, a drug would have to be administered in a less invasive manner. Low doses of systemically administered scopolamine selectively impair context fear conditioning, while higher doses had a more global impact on learning and behavior [85,86]. Scopolamine has a previous history of being used in the treatment of Parkinson’s disease and depression [87,88,89,90]. Perhaps low systemic doses of scopolamine would provide a noninvasive method for disrupting contextual processing while allowing extinction learning to proceed.



To test this idea, Zelikowsky [91] examined the effects of systemically administered scopolamine on fear renewal in rats. The subjects were administered a low dose of the drug during fear extinction training of a previously conditioned auditory CS. Ideally, prevention of context encoding during the training would dissociate extinction of the CS from the context, thus abolishing context specificity. This was indeed found to be the case, as renewal was successfully prevented in both the fear acquisition context and a novel context (Figure 1).



These preclinical data suggest that scopolamine may be used clinically in tandem with exposure therapy to prevent the re-emergence of fear/anxiety symptoms following exposure therapy. A recent human study conducted by Craske et al. [92]. explored this possibility by examining the effect of scopolamine on fear extinction and renewal on subjects with social anxiety and public speaking phobia. Evaluation of scopolamine dosage effects in rodents indicated a more selective disruption of contextual learning only for lower doses [85,86]. In another study, participants were randomly assigned an intranasal dose of placebo, 0.5, or 0.6 mg of scopolamine 30 min prior to exposure sessions. Each exposure session consisted of an auditory cue to indicate onset of a 1 min virtual reality public speaking task. The same auditory cue was presented to indicate termination of the task. Following these exposure sessions, the subjects were tested for short- and long-term extinction and context fear renewal. The results indicated that both scopolamine groups had significantly lower fear response to the CS, and lower anxiety after the virtual public speaking task following the presentation of the CS auditory cue across exposure sessions. The scopolamine groups also trended toward a significant dampening of response during the extinction and context renewal tests (Figure 2).



The scopolamine groups made more errors on a cognitive task designed to test hippocampal function; these results may be due to a hinderance of context processing in the hippocampus. Taken together, this provides evidence that administering scopolamine in tandem with exposure therapy helps prevent problematic occurrences of maladaptive fear renewal to anxiety-provoking stimuli.




6. Conclusions


A traumatic experience is likely to engage both associative (fear conditioning) and nonassociative (stress sensitization) processes that lead to the development of PTSD. This disorder has been shown to be treatment resistant to exposure therapy in human studies. In part, these reoccurring symptoms may be due to the nonassociative components of PTSD, which are not addressed by exposure (extinction). Extinction targets the associative learning components of this disorder. However, its efficacy in mitigating associative-based symptoms is limited by the context-specific nature of extinction learning, which leads to the re-emergence of conditional fear responses outside of the extinction context. On the optimistic side, while exposure therapy on its own may be insufficient to permanently mitigate the associative aspects of PTSD, new research has found that prevention of context encoding during exposure sessions leads to an absence of fear renewal. Although this method has not yet been investigated on patients with PTSD, it provides a promising avenue for future study. However, at this time, methods for targeting the nonassociative components of PTSD remain unknown. This is certainly a problem that needs to be addressed in future preclinical and clinical research.







Funding


Funding provided by NIMH RO1-62122 and the UCLA Staglin Center for Brain and Behavioral Health.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest.




References


	



Roberts, N.P.; Kitchiner, N.J.; Kenardy, J.; Bisson, J.I. Early psychological interventions to treat acute traumatic stress symptoms. Cochrane Database Syst. Rev. 2010. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



American Psychiatric Association. Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, 5th ed.; American Psychiatric Pub: Arlington, VA, USA, 2013. [Google Scholar]

	



Cohen, H.; Kozlovsky, N.; Alona, C.; Matar, M.A.; Joseph, Z. Animal model for PTSD: From clinical concept to translational research. Neuropharmacology 2012, 62, 715–724. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Wolpe, J. Psychotherapy by Reciprocal Inhibition; Stanford University Press: Palo Alto, CA, USA, 1958. [Google Scholar]

	



Dollard, J.; Miller, N.E. Personality and Psychotherapy: An Analysis in Terms of Learning, Thinking, and Culture; McGraw-Hill: New York, NY, USA, 1950. [Google Scholar]

	



Lang, P.J.; Lazovik, A.D.; Reynolds, D.J. Desensitization, suggestibility, and pseudotherapy. J. Abnorm. Psychol. 1965, 70, 395−402. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Lang, P.J.; Lazovik, A.D. Experimental desensitization of phobia. J. Abnorm. Soc. Psychol. 1963, 66, 519–525. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Watson, J.E.; Mullet, H.E.; Pillay, H. The effects of prolonged exposure to phobic situations upon agoraphobic patients treated in groups. Behav. Res. Ther. 1973, 11, 531–545. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Foa, E.B.; Blau, J.S.; Prout, M.; Latimer, P. Is horror a necessary component of flooding (implosion)? Behav. Res. Ther. 1977, 15, 397−402. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Rescorla, R.A. Effects of US habituation following conditioning. J. Comp. Physiol. Psychol. 1973, 82, 137–143. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Foa, E.B.; Kozak, M.J. Emotional processing of fear: Exposure to corrective information. Psychol. Bull. 1986, 99, 20−35. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Lang, P.J. Imagery in therapy: An information processing analysis of fear. Behav. Ther. 1977, 8, 862−886. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Foa, E.B.; McLean, C.P. The efficacy of exposure therapy for anxiety-related disorders and its underlying mechanisms: The case of OCD and PTSD. Annu. Rev. Clin. Psychol. 2016, 12, 1–28. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Foa, E.B.; Huppert, J.D.; Cahill, S.P. Emotional processing theory: An update. In Pathological Anxiety: Emotional Processing in Etiology and Treatment; Rothbaum, B.O., Ed.; Guilford: New York, NY, USA, 2006. [Google Scholar]

	



Landowska, A.; Roberts, D.; Eachus, P.; Barrett, A. Within-and between-session prefrontal cortex response to virtual reality exposure therapy for acrophobia. Front. Hum. Neurosci. 2018, 12, 362. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Rothbaum, B.O.; Anderson, P.; Zimand, E.; Hodges, L.; Lang, D.; Wilson, J. Virtual reality exposure therapy and standard (in vivo) exposure therapy in the treatment of fear of flying. Behav. Ther. 2006, 37, 80–90. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Rizzo, A.; John, B.; Newman, B.; Williams, J.; Hartholt, A.; Lethin, C.; Buckwalter, J.G. Virtual reality as a tool for delivering PTSD exposure therapy and stress resilience training. Mil. Behav. Health 2013, 1, 52–58. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Foa, E.; McLean, C.; Zang, Y.; Rosenfield, D.; Yadin, E.; Yarvis, J.; Mintz, J.; Young-McCaughan, S.; Borah, E.V.; Dondanville, K.A.; et al. Effect of Prolonged Exposure Therapy Delivered Over 2 Weeks vs. 8 Weeks vs. Present-Centered Therapy on PTSD Symptom Severity in Military Personnel: A Randomized Clinical Trial. JAMA 2018, 319, 354–364. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Thorp, S.R.; Sones, H.M.; Cook, J.M. Posttraumatic stress disorder among older adults. In Cognitive Behavior Therapy with Older Adults: Innovations across Care Settings; Sorocco, K.H., Lauderdale, S., Eds.; Springer Publishing Company: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2011. [Google Scholar]

	



Eftekhari, A.; Ruzek, J.I.; Crowley, J.J.; Rosen, C.S.; Greenbaum, M.A.; Karlin, B.E. Effectiveness of National Implementation of Prolonged Exposure Therapy in Veterans Affairs Care. JAMA Psychiatry 2013, 70, 949. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Wessa, M.; Flor, H. Failure of Extinction of Fear Responses in Posttraumatic Stress Disorder: Evidence from Second-Order Conditioning. Am. J. Psychiatry 2007, 164, 1684–1692. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Steenkamp, M.M.; Litz, B.T.; Hoge, C.W.; Marmar, C.R. Psychotherapy for Military-Related PTSD. JAMA 2015, 314, 489. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Brown, L.A.; Jerud, A.; Asnaani, A.; Petersen, J.; Zang, Y.; Foa, E.B. Changes in posttraumatic stress disorder (PTSD) and depressive symptoms over the course of prolonged exposure. J. Consult. Clin. Psychol. 2018, 86, 452–463. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Rau, V.; DeCola, J.P.; Fanselow, M.S. Stress-induced enhancement of fear learning: An animal model of posttraumatic stress disorder. Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 2005, 29, 1207–1223. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Poulos, A.M.; Mehta, N.; Lu, B.; Amir, D.; Livingston, B.; Santarelli, A.; Zhuravka, I.; Fanselow, M.S. Conditioning- and time-dependent increases in context fear and generalization. Learn. Mem. 2016, 23, 379–385. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Perusini, J.N.; Meyer, E.M.; Long, V.A.; Rau, V.; Nocera, N.; Avershal, J.; Maksymetz, J.; Spigelman, I.; Fanselow, M.S. Induction and Expression of Fear Sensitization Caused by Acute Traumatic Stress. Neuropsychopharmacology 2015, 41, 45–57. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Karam, E.G.; Friedman, M.J.; Hill, E.D.; Kessler, R.C.; McLaughlin, K.A.; Petukhova, M.; Laura Sampson, B.A.; Shahly, V.; Angermeyer, M.C.; Bromet, E.J. Cumulative traumas and risk thresholds: 12-month PTSD in the World Mental Health (WMH) surveys. Depress. Anxiety 2014, 31, 130–142. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Liberzon, I.; Taylor, S.F.; Amdur, R.; Jung, T.D.; Chamberlain, K.R.; Minoshima, S.; Koeppe, R.A.; Fig, L.M. Brain activation in PTSD in response to trauma-related stimuli. Biol. Psychiatry 1999, 45, 817–826. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bremner, J.D.; Elzinga, B.; Schmahl, C.; Vermetten, E. Structural and functional plasticity of the human brain in posttraumatic stress disorder. Prog. Brain Res. Stress Horm. Post Trauma. Stress Disord. Basic Stud. Clin. Perspect. 2007, 171–186. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Hendler, T.; Rotshtein, P.; Yeshurun, Y.; Weizmann, T.; Kahn, I.; Ben-Bashat, D.; Malach, R.; Bleich, A. Sensing the invisible: Differential sensitivity of visual cortex and amygdala to traumatic context. NeuroImage 2003, 19, 587–600. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Rabinak, C.A.; Angstadt, M.; Welsh, R.C.; Kennedy, A.; Lyubkin, M.; Martis, B.; Phan, K.L. Altered amygdala resting-state functional connectivity in post-traumatic stress disorder. Front. Psychiatry 2011, 2, 62. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Semple, W.E.; Goyer, P.F.; Mccormick, R.; Donovan, B.; Muzic, R.F.; Rugle, L.; Mccutcheon, K.; Lewis, C.; Liebling, D.; Kowaliw, S.; et al. Higher Brain Blood Flow at Amygdala and Lower Frontal Cortex Blood Flow in PTSD Patients with Comorbid Cocaine and Alcohol Abuse Compared with Normals. Psychiatry 2000, 63, 65–74. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Protopopescu, X.; Pan, H.; Tuescher, O.; Cloitre, M.; Goldstein, M.; Engelien, W.; Epstein, J.; Yang, Y.; Gorman, J.; LeDoux, J. Differential time courses and specificity of amygdala activity in posttraumatic stress disorder subjects and normal control subjects. Biol. Psychiatry 2005, 57, 464–473. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Pissiota, A.; Örjan, F.; Fernandez, M.; Fischer, H.; Fredrikson, M. Neurofunctional correlates of posttraumatic stress disorder: A PET symptom provocation study. NeuroImage 2000, 11, s1053–s8119. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Williams, L.M.; Kemp, A.H.; Felmingham, K.; Barton, M.; Olivieri, G.; Peduto, A.; Gordon, E.; Bryant, R.A. Trauma modulates amygdala and medial prefrontal responses to consciously attended fear. Neuroimage 2006, 29, 347–357. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Van Elzakker, M.B.; Dahlgren, M.K.; Davis, F.C.; Dubois, S.; Shin, L.M. From Pavlov to PTSD: The extinction of conditioned fear in rodents, humans, and anxiety disorders. Neurobiol. Learn. Mem. 2014, 113, 3–18. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Lacroix, L.; Spinelli, S.; Heidbreder, C.A.; Feldon, J. Differential role of the medial and lateral prefrontal cortices in fear and anxiety. Behav. Neurosci. 2000, 114, 1119–1130. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Sullivan, R.M.; Gratton, A. Prefrontal cortical regulation of hypothalamic–pituitary–adrenal function in the rat and implications for psychopathology: Side matters. Psychoneuroendocrinology 2002, 27, 99–114. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Rauch, S.L.; Shin, L.M.; Phelps, E.A. Neurocircuitry Models of Posttraumatic Stress Disorder and Extinction: Human Neuroimaging Research—Past, Present, and Future. Biol. Psychiatry 2006, 60, 376–382. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Delgado, M.R.; Nearing, K.I.; Ledoux, J.E.; Phelps, E.A. Neural Circuitry Underlying the Regulation of Conditioned Fear and Its Relation to Extinction. Neuron 2008, 59, 829–838. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Quirk, G.J.; Russo, G.K.; Barron, J.L.; Lebron, K. The role of ventromedial prefrontal cortex in the recovery of extinguished fear. J. Neurosci. 2000, 20, 6225–6231. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Phelps, E.A.; Delgado, M.R.; Nearing, K.I.; Ledoux, J.E. Extinction Learning in Humans. Neuron 2004, 43, 897–905. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Milad, M.; Quirk, G. Neurons in medial prefrontal cortex signal memory for fear extinction. Nature 2002, 420, 70–74. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Milad, M.R.; Rauch, S.L.; Pitman, R.K.; Quirk, G.J. Fear extinction in rats: Implications for human brain imaging and anxiety disorders. Biol. Psychol. 2006, 73, 61–71. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Peri, T.; Ben-Shakhar, G.; Orr, S.P.; Shalev, A.Y. Psychophysiologic assessment of aversive conditioning in posttraumatic stress disorder. Biol. Psychiatry 2000, 47, 512–519. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bouton, M.E.; Bolles, R.C. Contextual control of the extinction of conditioned fear. Learn. Motiv. 1979, 10, 445–466. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bouton, M.E. Context and Behavioral Processes in Extinction. Learn. Mem. 2004, 11, 485–494. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Harris, J.A.; Jones, M.L.; Bailey, G.K.; Westbrook, R.F. Contextual control over conditioned responding in an extinction paradigm. J. Exp. Psychol. Anim. Behav. Process. 2000, 26, 174–185. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Myers, K.M.; Davis, M. Mechanisms of fear extinction. Mol. Psychiatry 2007, 12, 120–150. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Fanselow, M.S. Contextual fear, gestalt memories, and the hippocampus. Behav. Brain Res. 2000, 110, 73–81. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Fanselow, M.S. Factors governing one-trial contextual conditioning. Anim. Learn. Behav. 1990, 18, 264–270. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Rescorla, R.A. Associations between Pavlovian CSs and context. J. Exp. Psychol. Anim. Behav. Process. 1984, 10, 195–204. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Holland, P.C.; Hamlin, P.A.; Parsons, J.P. Temporal specificity in serial feature-positive discrimination learning. J. Exp. Psychol. Anim. Behav. Process. 1997, 23, 95–109. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bouton, M.E.; Swartzentruber, D. Analysis of the associative and occasion-setting properties of contexts participating in a Pavlovian discrimination. J. Exp. Psychol. Anim. Behav. Process. 1986, 12, 333–350. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Chang, S.D.; Liang, K.C. The hippocampus integrates context and shock into a configural memory in contextual fear conditioning. Hippocampus 2017, 27, 145–155. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bouton, M.E.; King, D.A. Contextual control of the extinction of conditioned fear: Tests for the associative value of the context. J. Exp. Psychol. Anim. Behav. Process. 1983, 9, 248–265. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Huff, N.C.; Hernandez, J.A.; Blanding, N.Q.; LaBar, K.S. Delayed extinction attenuates conditioned fear renewal and spontaneous recovery in humans. Behav. Neurosci. 2009, 123, 834. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Falls, W.A.; Miserendino, M.J.; Davis, M. Extinction of fear-potentiated startle: Blockade by infusion of an NMDA antagonist into the amygdala. J. Neurosci. 1992, 12, 854–863. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Walker, D.L.; Ressler, K.J.; Lu, K.T.; Davis, M. Facilitation of conditioned fear extinction by systemic administration or intra-amygdala infusions of D-cycloserine as assessed with fear-potentiated startle in rats. J. Neurosci. 2002, 22, 2343–2351. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Ressler, K.J.; Rothbaum, B.O.; Tannenbaum, L.; Anderson, P.; Graap, K.; Zimand, E.; Hodges, L.; Davis, M. Cognitive enhancers as adjuncts to psychotherapy: Use of D-cycloserine in phobic individuals to facilitate extinction of fear. Arch. Gen. Psychiatry 2004, 61, 1136–1144. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Davis, M.; Ressler, K.; Rothbaum, B.O.; Richardson, R. Effects of D-cycloserine on extinction: Translation from preclinical to clinical work. Biol. Psychiatry 2006, 60, 369–375. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Myers, K.M.; Ressler, K.J.; Davis, M. Different mechanisms of fear extinction dependent on length of time since fear acquisition. Learn. Mem. 2006, 13, 216–223. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Debiec, J.; Ledoux, J.E. Disruption of reconsolidation but not consolidation of auditory fear conditioning by noradrenergic blockade in the amygdala. Neuroscience 2004, 129, 267–272. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Brunet, A.; Orr, S.P.; Tremblay, J.; Robertson, K.; Nader, K.; Pitman, R.K. Effect of post-retrieval propranolol on psychophysiologic responding during subsequent script-driven traumatic imagery in post-traumatic stress disorder. J. Psychiatr. Res. 2008, 42, 503–506. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Kindt, M.; Soeter, M.; Vervliet, B. Beyond extinction: Erasing human fear responses and preventing the return of fear. Nat. Neurosci. 2009, 12, 2 56–258. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Soeter, M.; Kindt, M. Dissociating response systems: Erasing fear from memory. Neurobiol. Learn. Mem. 2010, 94, 30–41. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Christopher, M. A broader view of trauma: A biopsychosocial-evolutionary view of the role of the traumatic stress response in the emergence of pathology and/or growth. Clin. Psychol. Rev. 2004, 24, 75–98. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Vansteenwegen, D.; Vervliet, B.; Iberico, C.; Baeyens, F.; Van den Bergh, O.; Hermans, D. The repeated confrontation with videotapes of spiders in multiple contexts attenuates renewal of fear in spider anxious students. Behav. Res. Ther. 2007, 45, 1169–1179. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Neumann, D.L.; Waters, A.M.; Westbury, H.R. The use of an unpleasant sound as the unconditional stimulus in aversive Pavlovian conditioning experiments that involve children and adolescent participants. Behav. Res. Methods 2008, 40, 622–625. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Holland, P.C.; Bouton, M.E. Hippocampus and context in classical conditioning. Curr. Opin. Neurobiol. 1999, 9, 195–202. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Phillips, R.G.; LeDoux, J.E. Differential contribution of amygdala and hippocampus to cued and contextual fear conditioning. Behav. Neurosci. 1992, 106, 274–285. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Kim, J.J.; Fanselow, M.S. Modality-specific retrograde amnesia of fear. Science 1992, 256, 675–677. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Maren, S.; Aharonov, G.; Fanselow, M.S. Neurotoxic lesions of the dorsal hippocampus and Pavlovian fear conditioning in rats. Behav. Brain Res. 1997, 88, 261–274. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Anagnostaras, S.G.; Maren, S.; Fanselow, M.S. Temporally graded retrograde amnesia of contextual fear after hippocampal damage in rats: Within-subjects examination. J. Neurosci. 1999, 19, 1106–1114. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Young, S.L.; Bohenek, D.L.; Fanselow, M.S. NMDA processes mediate anterograde amnesia of contextual fear conditioning induced by hippocampal damage: Immunization against amnesia by context preexposure. Behav. Neurosci. 1994, 108, 19. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Rudy, J.W.; Huff, N.C.; Matus-Amat, P. Understanding contextual fear conditioning: Insights from a two-process model. Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 2004, 28, 675–685. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Fanselow, M.S. From contextual fear to a dynamic view of memory systems. Trends Cogn. Sci. 2010, 14, 7–15. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Krasne, F.B.; Cushman, J.D.; Fanselow, M.S. A Bayesian context fear learning algorithm/automaton. Front. Behav. Neurosci. 2015, 9, 112. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Corcoran, K.A. Hippocampal Inactivation Disrupts the Acquisition and Contextual Encoding of Fear Extinction. J. Neurosci. 2005, 25, 8978–8987. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Hobin, J.A.; Ji, J.; Maren, S. Ventral hippocampal muscimol disrupts context-specific fear memory retrieval after extinction in rats. Hippocampus 2006, 16, 174–182. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Maren, S.; Phan, K.L.; Liberzon, I. The contextual brain: Implications for fear conditioning, extinction and psychopathology. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 2013, 14, 417–428. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Davies, P.; Maloney, A.J.F. Selective loss of central cholinergic neurons in Alzheimer’s disease. Lancet 1976, 308, 1403. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Winters, B.D.; Bussey, T.J. Transient inactivation of perirhinal cortex disrupts encoding, retrieval, and consolidation of object recognition memory. J. Neurosci. 2005, 25, 52–61. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Blokland, A.; Honig, W.; Raaijmakers, W.G. Effects of intra-hippocampal scopolamine injections in a repeated spatial acquisition task in the rat. Psychopharmacology 1992, 109, 373–376. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Gale, G.D.; Anagnostaras, S.G.; Fanselow, M.S. Cholinergic modulation of pavlovian fear conditioning: Effects of intrahippocampal scopolamine infusion. Hippocampus 2001, 11, 371–376. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Anagnostaras, S. Scopolamine and Pavlovian Fear Conditioning in Rats Dose-Effect Analysis. Neuropsychopharmacology 1999, 21, 731–744. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Luyten, L.; Nuyts, S.; Beckers, T. Low-dose systemic scopolamine disrupts context conditioning in rats. J. Psychopharmacol. 2017, 31, 667–673. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Perez, L.M.; Farriols, C.; Puente, V.; Planas, J.; Ruiz, I. The use of subcutaneous scopolamine as a palliative treatment in Parkinson’s disease. Palliat. Med 2011, 25, 92–93. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Furey, M.L.; Drevets, W.C. Antidepressant efficacy of the antimuscarinic drug scopolamine: A randomized, placebo-controlled clinical trial. Arch. Gen. Psychiatry 2006, 63, 1121–1129. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Furey, M.L.; Khanna, A.; Hoffman, E.M.; Drevets, W.C. Scopolamine produces larger antidepressant and antianxiety effects in women than in men. Neuropsychopharmacology 2010, 35, 2479–2488. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Zelikowsky, M.; Hast, T.A.; Bennett, R.Z.; Merjanian, M.; Nocera, N.A.; Ponnusamy, R.; Fanselow, M.S. Cholinergic Blockade Frees Fear Extinction from Its Contextual Dependency. Biol. Psychiatry 2013, 73, 345–352. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Craske, M.G.; Fanselow, M.; Treanor, M.; Bystritksy, A. Cholinergic modulation of exposure disrupts hippocampal processes and augments extinction: Proof-of-concept study with social anxiety disorder. Biol. Psychiatry 2019, 86, 703–711. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]








[image: Brainsci 10 00167 g001 550] 





Figure 1. Mean percent freezing in animals assigned to either fear extinction (left) or different (right) context. Animals in the different context with systemically administered scopolamine did freeze at a percent that was significantly different from animals placed in the fear extinction context, indicating that they did not experience fear renewal (From Zelikowsky et al. 2012) 
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Figure 2. (a) Measurement of skin conductance response to CS onset during the final extinction session, context renewal test, and extinction retest. Participants who were administered 0.5 or 0.6 mg of scopolamine showed significantly lower response when the CS was presented in a novel context, indicating a lack of fear renewal (b) Measurement of skin conductance response to CS termination. Participants who were administered 0.6 mg of scopolamine showed significantly less response when the CS was presented in a novel context, indicating lack of renewal. This may also indicate that scopolamine’s efficacy for preventing fear renewal is dose dependent. (From Craske et al. [92]). 






Figure 2. (a) Measurement of skin conductance response to CS onset during the final extinction session, context renewal test, and extinction retest. Participants who were administered 0.5 or 0.6 mg of scopolamine showed significantly lower response when the CS was presented in a novel context, indicating a lack of fear renewal (b) Measurement of skin conductance response to CS termination. Participants who were administered 0.6 mg of scopolamine showed significantly less response when the CS was presented in a novel context, indicating lack of renewal. This may also indicate that scopolamine’s efficacy for preventing fear renewal is dose dependent. (From Craske et al. [92]).



[image: Brainsci 10 00167 g002]








© 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).






nav.xhtml


  brainsci-10-00167


  
    		
      brainsci-10-00167
    


  




  





media/file3.png
microsiemens

—
o

=
N

=

o
00

O
o

o
N

o

final session context extinction

renewal etest
Eplacebo JBMSCOP .5 mg iSCOP.G mg

(a)

final session context extinction

Blplacebo ESCOP 5 mg iSCOP .6 mg

(b)





media/file1.png
% Freezing

Tone Fear Renewal Test

(@)
o

same context different context

I
o

N
o

o

Msaline Mscopolamine





media/file0.jpg
% Freezing

Tone Fear Renewal Test

same context different context

-
S

&
S

N
S]

o

Wsaline Mscopolamine





media/file2.jpg
microsiemens

16

i

Bocebo W Smg LS 6

_microseimens,

(@) (®)





