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glucose, 10.
2. BAIFSRO T

ST HIBUZ I, RIS 2 H1& U 7= SUBRSERE (5
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DEL, BEHivR o ZREMBOENICERT
ZOMNRoN(FL, k1), EWOERERANS
AN OB OMWE IC DWW TR 202 72, SHED Ca?t
BIU Mg EBEL2ZNFN0.46mM,5.3mM £723%
XIFEEED L, BOBMRKRLICEILTOE,
5 ABITIEOBMIZIZLALRDONELEREICE
CTIHl s v, BOERE R T &, 10~15 5,
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L7 (BRERET), ZORKBRIE Sawada 622 L D
HEINIERE—B LT T4bb ST MBS
U BST o4& UEOBMIEFEFELTBST =a—w
OBy ;T AEMREES R RRU-BEUTHE L
MR ERNT, W ST i 2 FHB GRIBRERE 20 msec)
EANA T, FNFRORBUCIE U T BST o BOENR
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Fig. 1. Suppression of field potentials elicited in a
bed nucleus of the stria terminalis (BST) slice by
stria terminalis (ST) stimulation during administ-
ration of D - Ala?- Met®- enkephalinamide
(DAMA) or morphine (MOR), and the blocking
action of naloxone (NAL). Record 2: 4.5 min
after DAMA was administered at 2.5 ¢M. Record
3: 6min after MOR 50 4M. Record 5: 10 min
after NAL 2 ¢M. Record 6: 4.5 min after DAMA
25 uM was added to the medium containing
NAL at 2 uM. Record 7: 6 min after MOR 50 M
was added to the medium containing NAL at 2
uM. After records 2, 4 and 6 were taken, the slice
was washed with the standard medium until the
potential amplitude recovered to the control
level. In this and the following figures, solid
triangles indicate the time of ST stimulation.
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Dl £ 3~5 HHTEICILHTRETDH o7z,
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melan (K1, 08k2), BHEWICT 10 oMk T
3r, HBOBMZIZIZEANOKE SKEMELKL. E
—1EAR T MOR 50 M %@ T 2 L#) 6 FRICHOE
firid, EHAROK 50% imfElsn (B 1, Lk 3), &
HEFGIZ T 10 SR¥ER T 2 LI ERATOK & SR
L7z (F1, 8% 4). MOR DBEMETELEDN
2 NAL 2uM) O ZEAsETCHHOEMIIIEFL
A CEERZ T 5105, DAMA 2.5 M % MOR 50
M NAL2 M 2R C#EAT 5 £, DAMA®
MOR OEAANGIER M AL RRICHELZ(K L,
208k 6, 7). L7=s8> T DAMA 8 X U MOR @ BST
B ABMNEIERR, T8 — M BEEENT 2
ERThBLEZLND,
WICIEEEZ 51> T, MOR B L B0 ERIIMHIE
H e oG 2HE~7. MOR BERBE»SHAT AL
L, ¥RTCOEHIE MOR 2HHA L TH» o 6 441
oz, EEERIT T 40 IEHERIC T ¥ LN &
NIBOBMSHERIOKE SICEET 2D 2HERL
The, BEHEED MOR 2EAT AL L.
UTOERICHT 2, BE—RICHELEROFTET
Rz,

MOR #E % 10 yM 2 & RBICED D &, FHICD
NTHOBEMOIRIEIZEL L, MOR 100 uM T35

A . B-

%

CONTROL 100 w

10 }M/\/’\ w,\su 10 pM
25 PM 500

0.2mV
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Fig. 2. Supperssion of field potentials by morphine
in non-treated control and morphine-pellet-
implanted guinea pigs. A: non-treated control.
B: 3days after morphine-pellet implantation.
Each record was taken 6 min after morphine was
administered at the indicated concentration.
Thereafter, the tissue was washed with the
standard medium for at least 10 min and the
potential amplitude was made to recover to the
control level before the next administration.
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BALIEARION 0% sl e - (2, A), Ly
L MOREE#% 100 yM U ECED THIHBDBERLIZ
Nl EciEls g »rotz, ZOLI I MORBE S
+REDHLBEEEEINIBMMEOKRE & %,
MOR EHBTOBMEE & DLLTRDOL, UTIhi &K
KN4 (maximal inhibition) & FE.

& 52 DAMA, MOR B X ' NE @ 8 Mk
BICBIIFTREECODOTHANL. ST KHEB(ER 1
E) 2Nz %6, 5 3~44m D 3MNaCl 229
7SR EM % BST NEA SV T WL &, BOEMICE
B L H—RRE RS Nz, iR
MR S SHDOEAL & D REFTHRbNIZD, /250
WHCERSELT S Z e, LieasoTUT
DEBRTIE STHIEIC LD BST KiEFKashs, KE&
0.2~0.5mV (¥ 5~20 msec) OB —HEMMKE
28 X1FT DAMA, MOR 8 & U NE OEFIc2WT
BRI, TORFDAMA 2.5 .M BER#& 4.5 2RAA,
MOR 50 p M #fi# 6 7LAN S % i NE 50 M @
% 3.5 LRI E—EMEREIHET 2 hH2 v
EEHYEAD U 135S I B A v S T 2 40
ERH D LHEL L, ORI, Zhe 3BOXEY
HIBDEMEZIE T 2D CETIRMESEIC L TR
Sz, B HRE OB AL L RS,
BLUBE—HREBI L2 ELEE Lo B
WA R B R A LS HEL. 2BINS 3BOEY
WWEDHEERY oMo a—uridhotz,

BST =2—u > 62 {ff NE & 53 @ &2iMEI L7, &
72, 2O =2—0 DI B2HED = 2 — ik
DAMA, MOR M Az & 0l i, 6{FIZ MOR D
Z, 3{#iz DAMA OAz L Dl sz, 50 278
D=a—0u ik DAMA, MOR iZ & » T3 & %%
ol Tiabb BSTDA P — MNEFH=2—D
> 35fED D B TEBITHET L 26D =2 —o i
DAMA, MOR @AWk hiiEl&s s Z e aibhho i
(&1).

2. ENEATEEYIRERZICBITA2EVE X,
Iy 77 ) YEBIUP/ VI ERATY YD
H
1) EVEADERBLURIF BT ZELE X
A ERROEE
MOR~V vy rEDAHKIEE (UT3HB L)
OB TIX NAL FHNC & 0 BEERBIERSHRT
3 &3 b, {TEIEEFEIC MOR ORI %2
Sl edbrol, Ny MEDRALE6H, 9H
DT FER BIERHHIR L %2, Wiz, MOR O
2 3HO OB L BEEL THB L, SEODEY
TH MOR BE% 10 uM DS REIIED TV L2 N
EONTHOBANHIERIZEA L 1228, NEBICH
LTRBEONHEH 2820 FEED MOR 2 48 L
L7z (K2, B). bbb TiE MOR 100 yM T
BAIMSISBEE s (K2, A), 3EDOEBYT
i, BRI 2 HET 31013 & 5 ICHIEE DO MOR 500
uMEHEE LR (K2, B).
2) BEEIAIC BT 3 E L E ATRMERROZREEL
wiz, vy MEDALE—EREI L DBE-R
TEEIR 5 ECs (RRRDBOUDOIR2LET S
MOR #E) 2K, MOR MMERFAE S 2 RFHERRE
PR, vy MEDAAE 1 HDHTIE MOR I3
TE2RZERLZIFELALRED SRz, 3H
DOETIE, BE-RICHREE~BEL. T4b
5 ECsp I XHHBMED 13 uM 5 19 uM AL 6fF LHL
7. MOR IZR ¥ 3 BRMEET IRV v MEDIALRK 6
H, O HDICbIERL TW(K3), Lizd->TMOR
MRS TREANG 2EHET 2 -0, EE
WHL TREED MOR 28R L adhidaskd-o
7z. L L, MOR &4 S#HORAIMSEREED W
iR BLT O NERORAIIGIE EEEER
ot (BRERET).
3) ELEATHEERICBIZZ 77 7 ) VD
ER B & UR XHERRE OF B

Table 1. Suppression of single cell discharges by D-Ala2Met3-enkephalinamide, morphine and

norepinephrine

Number of neurons

Drug Suppression No clear effect Total
D-Ala-Met5-enkephalinamide 29 (47%) 33 (53%) 62 (100%)
Morphine 32 (52%) 30 (48%) 62 (100%)
Norepinephrine 53 (85%) 9 (15%) 62 (100%)

The results were obtained from 62 neurons recorded extracellulary from 24 BST slices of control
guinea pigs. Effects of morphine (50 uM), D-Ala®-Met®-enkephalinamide (DAMA) (2.5 uM) and nore-
pinephrine (50 xM) were determined 6 min, 4.5 min and 3.5 min after administration, respectively.

BST : bed nucleus of the stria terminalis.
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Fig. 3. Dose - response curves for the supperssion of field potentials by morphine after implantation
of morphine pellet. Dose - response curves were obtained by the method described in the legend of
Fig. 2. Since the magnitude of responses to morphine was variable from slice to slice, the data were
plotted as % of maximal effect. Each point is the mean * S. D. of 5 to 7 guinea pigs. Significantly
different from the control value, *: P<0.01, **: p<0.005, ***: p<0.001.
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Fig. 4. Dose-response curves for the suppression of field potentials by DAMA (A), D-Ala*-D-Leu®
-enkephalin (DADL) (B) and norepinephrine (NE) (C) in non-treated control and morphine tolerant
guinea pigs (3 days after pellet implantation). In each panel, the values of EC;, and the magnitudes
of maximal inhibition are shown on the right for the control (C) and the morphine tolerant animals
(T). Dose-response curves were obtained by the method described in the legend of Fig. 2. The effect
of DAMA and DADL was recorded 4.5 min after administration, and that of NE was recorded 3.
5 min after administration. Each point is the mean + S. D. of 5 to 10 guinea pigs.




e MERMEOER LB L ARSORE 83

BST T ENK b 5B0BM 2 MET 2. 22T
MORWKNLMHE L L2723 B DEHHZBVT
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Fig.5. Reversibility of morphine tolerance.
Morphine pellets were removed at the third day
after pellet implantation, and BST slices were
prepared immediately after (0) or 3, 7 and 14 days
after removal of morphine pellets. On each slice,
ECs, values were measured for suppression of
field potentials by morphine. C: control. Each
point is the mean + S. D. of 5 to 10 guinea pigs.

Significantly different from the control value, *:
P<0.01, **: P<0.005, ***: P<0.001.
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Fig.6. Specific [*H] - dihydromorphine ( [*H] - DHM) binding to the guinea pig brain. (A)
Specific [*H] - DHM binding to BST. Bilateral BSTs from three guinea pigs were pooled and
homogenized in ice cold 50 mM Tris - HCI buffer (pH 7.4) containing 0.1 M NaCl, then centrifuged
at 1,000 X g for 10 min. Thereafter, the supernatant fraction was centrifuged at 30,000 X g for 20
min. The sediment was suspended in 50mM Tris - HCI buffer containing 0.1 M NaCl and incubated
at 37 °C for 45 min to dissociate endogenous opioids. This suspension was recentrifuged at 30,000 X
g for 20 min and washed three times in 50 mM Tris - HCl buffer (NaCl free). Specific binding was
assayed in duplicate by incubating 130 x1 of the suspension (about 100 xg protein) in a total volume
of 200 g1 with 2nM [3H] - DHM (70.7 Ci/mmol) at 37 °C for 30 min in the presence and absence
of 1 M levallorphan (for the non - specific binding). Bound [*H] - DHM was separated from free
ligand by rapid filtration under vacuum through Whatman GF/C filters. C: control, T : morphine
tolerant animal (3 days after implantation). Values are shown as mean = S. D. of 6 and 7
experiments. (B) Specific [*H] - DHM binding to the hippocampal slices determined by the
displacement method. Hippocampal slices were incubated at 37 °C for 30 min in 50 mM Tris - HCI
(pH 7.4) with 2nM [*H] - DHM and varying concentrations of non - labelled morphine (indicated
on the abscissa) in a total volume of 1 ml. Non - specific binding was determined as [*H] - DHM
binding in the presence of 100 uM of levallorphan. After the incubation, slices were homogenized
and bound [*H] - DHM was separated from free ligand as described above. Control : non -
treated control, 3rd day: 3 days after pellet implantation. Values are shown as mean * S. D. of
at least 6 experiments.
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Abstract

In order to elucidate the mechanism of morphine tolerance in the central nervous system, the
neuronal sensitivity to opiate and opioid peptides in the bed nucleus of the stria terminalis(BST)
and effects of chronic morphine treatment were examined with thin brain slices of guinea pigs.
"Both morphine (u agonist) and enkephalins (§-agonist), such as D-Ala?-Met>-enkephalinamide
(DAMA) and D-Ala®-D-Leu® -enkephalin(DADL), suppressed field potentials in thin BST sections
elicited in vitro by a single shock to the stria terminalis. Single cell discharges were recorded
extracellularly from sixty-two BST neurons altogether. Of these neurons, twenty-six were
suppressed by morphine and DAMA, six were only by morphine and three were only by DAMA.
These results showed that a considerable amount of neurons (75% of opiate sensitive neurons) in
the BST carried both y and § receptors, which are entities different from each other. Three days
after morphine pellet implantation, guinea pigs were rendered tolerant to morphine and ECg,
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(the concentration required for morphine to cause 50% of the maximal effect) was 79uM,
nearly six times the value in the control animals (EC5o=13uM). These results showed that
tolerance to morphine could be observed in the thin BST sections and that the thin BST sections
were one of the valuable models to elucidate the mechanism of development of tolerance to
morphine in the central nervous system. No significant changes occurred in sensitivity to en-
kephalins three days after implantation of morphine peliets. Thisindicated thatno closs-tolerance
developed between morphine and enkephalins. Additionally, sensitivity to norepinephrine,
a putative inhibitory transmitter in BST, was not changed. Reversibility of morphine tolerance
was examined by pellet removal on the third day after implantation. After pellet removal,
tolerance to morphine was gradually lost and the tissue regained normal sensitivity to morphine
(ECs59=19uM) within fourteen days. Changes in receptor characteristics of the BST from mor-
phine-tolerant guinea pigs were examined by radioreceptor assay by using [*H] -dihydromorphine
as a ligand, but the binding capacity was not statistically different between the controls and
morphine-tolerant guinea pigs. These results indicate that morphine tolerance cannot be ex-
plained by changes in the number and affinity of opiate receptors. Tolerance probably results
from modification of the mechanism mediating receptor activation and successive neuronal
inhibitory effect of morphine.



