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CREB, plasticity and memory
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1. CREB AND TRANSCRIPTION
1.1. THE MULTIGENE CREB FAMILY
cAMP Responsive Element Binding Protein (CREB) is a member of a family (CREB/ATF)
of structurally related transcription factors that bind to promoter CRE sites. In mammals, at
least three genes encode the CREB-like proteins, CREB, CREM (cAMP Response Element
Modulator) and ATF-1 (Activating Transcription Factor) (Hoeffler et al., 1988; Rehfuss et al.,
1991; Foulkes et al., 1992). These three genes share a high degree of sequence homology and
are well conserved throughout evolution. The CREB-like proteins share many structural and
functional polymorphisms, and are expressed in a wide range of tissues and cell types.
1.2. STRUCTURAL FEATURES
Transcription factors from the CREB family generally contain three key domains that mediate
transcriptional activation, DNA binding and dimerization. The transcription activation domain
is located on the N-terminal part of CREB and CREM and contains glutamine-rich domains
(Q domain) that flank a cluster of phosphorylation sites (P-box, also referred to as the
kinase-inducible domain (KID)) by which various kinases regulate the transactivational
potential of CREB. DNA binding is mediated by a region rich in arginine and lysine residues
(basic region), while dimerization is mediated by an adjacent leucine zipper domain (bZIP)
(Kerppola and Curran, 1995). Most of the sequence homology amongst the different members
of the CREB family of proteins is restricted to the bZIP region (Hai et al., 1989). However,
not all of the CREB-like proteins contain these three key domains. For example, an isoform of
the CREM gene, the Inducible cAMP Early Repressor (ICER), contains only the bZIP and the
DNA binding domains (Molina et al., 1993).
1.3. CREB/CREM ISOFORMS
The human and mouse CREB gene is composed of 11 exons (Hoeffler et al., 1990; Waeber
et al., 1991; Cole et al., 1992). Three main transcriptional activators, α (Gonzalez et al.,
1989), β (Blendy et al., 1996) and δ (Yamamoto et al., 1990) are generated from the CREB
gene by alternative splicing. In addition to these transcriptional activators, the CREB family
also includes repressors of transcription. For example, the CREM gene codes at least four
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isoforms that repress CRE-dependent transcription: the CREM α, β and γ proteins as well as
ICER (Foulkes et al., 1991; Molina et al., 1993). The diversity of CREB isoforms is produced
by alternative splicing, start sites (e.g., CREBβ) and even alternate promoters (e.g., ICER)
(Molina et al., 1993).
In Drosophila and Aplysia, the CREB gene produces several isoforms by alternative
splicing, some of which act as transcriptional activators and others as transcriptional repressors. Similar to the mammalian CREM gene, the Drosophila CREB gene expresses both
transcriptional activators and repressors. The activator (dCREB2-a) contains the three key
protein domains described above, while the repressor (dCREB2-b) contains a P-box but lacks
the glutamine-rich region, which is required for the transactivation of CREB (Yin et al.,
1994). The Aplysia CREB1 gene expresses three isoforms: ApCREB1a, ApCREB1b and
ApCREB1c (Bartsch et al., 1995). ApCREB1a functions as a transcriptional activator, similar
to mammalian CREB. ApCREB1b contains only the bZIP domain and lacks the N-terminal
transcription activation domain of ApCREB1a, and functions as a repressor. ApCREB1c is a
truncated protein that lacks a nuclear localization signal.
1.4. DNA BINDING

? Loriaux et al.,
1994a, or b?

The CRE site in the somatostatin promoter (5 -TGACGTCA-3 ) was the first CREB-binding
site described (Montminy and Bilezikjian, 1987). These palindromic consensus CRE sequences are typically located 100 nucleotides upstream from the TATA box in the promoter
regions of the target genes (Comb et al., 1986; Montminy et al., 1986; Short et al., 1986).
CREB binds as a dimer to the CRE sites with an affinity of approximately 1 to 2 nM
(Richards et al., 1996). Promoters may include more than one copy of the CRE sequence,
and there may be considerable sequence variability between functional CRE sites. In fact,
the exact nucleotide sequence of these CRE sites may affect CREB binding. Adding to this
variability, and providing a further mechanism of transcriptional regulation, are the different
transcriptional efficiencies of the various members of the CREB/ATF family (these vary by
10–20 fold).
There are two categories of factors that recognize CRE sites: those that form dimers with
CREB and those that do not (Kerppola and Curran, 1995; Shaywitz and Greenberg, 1999).
The first group of factors that are able to dimerize with CREB includes CREB, CREM
and ATF-1. CREM and ATF-1 recognize, and bind to, CRE sites as homodimers or as
heterodimers with CREB (Hai and Curran, 1991; Loriaux et al., 1994a), perhaps owing to a
highly conserved leucine zipper region (Foulkes et al., 1991; Hoeffler et al., 1991; Hurst et al.,
1991). Factors that cannot dimerize with CREB include c-Jun, some of the other ATFs, such
as ATF-4, and members of the CAAT/enhancer binding protein (C/EBP) gene family (Yun
et al., 1990; Hai and Curran, 1991; Hummler et al., 1994). Heterodimerization may regulate
CREB function by changing the affinity of these factors for the DNA sequences to which
they normally bind. Moreover, this heterodimerization may cross-link distinct intracellular
signaling systems, allowing a rich and complex regulation of gene function.
1.5. TRANSCRIPTIONAL ACTIVATION
The transcriptional activity of CREB is regulated by phosphorylation of Ser133 in the P-box or
KID of the protein (Gonzalez and Montminy, 1989). This domain includes several consensus
phosphorylation sites for a variety of kinases, including protein kinase A (PKA), protein
kinase C (PKC), casein kinases (CKII), calmodulin kinases (CaMK), glycogen synthase
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kinase-3 (GSK-3), p34cdc2 , p70s6k , mitogen-activated p90 rsk, MAP kinase/extracellular
signal-regulated kinase (ERK1/2), stress-regulated mitogen-activated protein kinase-2 and
Akt/PKB (Montminy et al., 1986; Gonzalez and Montminy, 1989; Gonzalez et al., 1989;
Yamamoto et al., 1990; Dash et al., 1991; Sheng et al., 1991; Fiol et al., 1994; Tan et al.,
1996; Xing et al., 1996; Bullock and Habener, 1998; De Cesare et al., 1998; Deak et al.,
1998) that may either increase or decrease the transcriptional activity of CREB (Brindle and
Montminy, 1992; Sassone-Corsi, 1995). Thus, although CREB was initially identified as a
mediator of the cAMP pathway, the KID domain of CREB may be phosphorylated by kinases
in the calcium/calmodulin and/or growth factor pathways. An illustrative example of each
of these distinct pathways that converge on CREB, namely cAMP, calcium/calmodulin and
growth factors, will be discussed briefly.
Increases in the level of intracellular cAMP produced by forskolin administration (Deisseroth et al., 1998; Impey et al., 1998a; Sheng et al., 1990) or by activation of adenylyl cyclase
by transmembrane receptors, such as the D1 dopaminergic receptor (Liu and Graybiel, 1996),
for example, activates PKA by dissociating the regulatory (R) from the catalytic (C) subunits.
The C subunits of PKA passively translocate to the nucleus where they may phosphorylate
CREB at Ser133 to induce transcription (Bacskai et al., 1993; Hagiwara et al., 1993).
A second pathway that leads to CREB activation is mediated by increases in intracellular calcium (Ca2+ ). Driven by the activation of synaptic N-methyl-D-aspartate receptors
(NMDARs) and L-type Ca2+ channels, the increase in intracellular Ca2+ may lead to phosphorylation of CREB via the CaMK family of serine/threonine kinases. Increases in Ca2+ in
the nucleus do not seem to be sufficient for CREB phosphorylation in response to synaptic
signals (Deisseroth et al., 1996). Instead, increased Ca2+ levels located within 1–2 µm of the
cell membrane seem to be crucial, suggesting that a calcium sensor (e.g., calmodulin (CaM))
associated with synaptic membranes may trigger a cascade of events leading to the activation
of CREB in the nucleus (Deisseroth et al., 1996). Thus, increases in intracellular Ca2+ may
increase the concentration of Ca2+ /CaM complex, which binds to, and activates, CaMKs that,
in turn, phosphorylate CREB.
Phosphopeptide mapping indicates that CaMKI, CaMKII and CaMKIV all phosphorylate
CREB at Ser133 in vitro (Dash et al., 1991; Sheng et al., 1991; Enslen et al., 1994; Matthews
et al., 1994; Sun et al., 1994). However, CaMKII, in addition to phosphorylating CREB at
Ser133, also phosphorylates CREB at Ser142, which inactivates the transcriptional activating
properties of CREB by preventing dimerization but not DNA binding (Parker et al., 1998;
Wu and McMurray, 2001). Furthermore, CaMKII-induced inhibition of CREB transcriptional
activity overshadows the stimulatory effects of PKA (Gonzalez and Montminy, 1989) and
CaMKIV (Sheng and Greenberg, 1990; Sun et al., 1996) on CREB.
CaMKIV may phosphorylate CREB at Ser133 following membrane depolarization in
neuronal cells (Bito et al., 1996). Cotransfection of constitutively active CaMKIV drives
CREB-dependent gene expression (Enslen et al., 1994; Matthews et al., 1994; Sun et al.,
1994) while interfering with CAMKIV function inhibits membrane depolarization-induced
Ser133 phosphorylation (Bito et al., 1996). Furthermore, CaMKIV-deficient mice show
impairments in inducible CREB phosphorylation and decreases in the expression of c-Fos,
an immediate-early gene that has CRE sequences in the promoter region (Ho et al., 2000).
Therefore, it may be that the Ca2+ signal generated at the synapse is conveyed to the nucleus
by transport of calmodulin across the nuclear membrane and activation of CREB by CaMKs
(Deisseroth et al., 1996).
However, a recent study suggests that CREB may be phosphorylated in the nucleus even
when protein import into the nucleus is blocked with wheat-germ agglutinin (Hardingham et
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al., 2001). This suggests that Ca2+ alone may carry the signal from dendrites to the nucleus.
Therefore, waves of Ca2+ from the site of entry at the synapse may be propagated and
amplified by intracellular stores of Ca2+ into the nucleus to activate CREB (Hardingham et
al., 1997, 2001).
A third pathway by which CREB may be activated is via a cascade of kinase activity
initiated by nerve growth factor (NGF). NGF stimulation activates NGF receptors (tyrosine
kinase receptor, Trk receptors) that stimulate guanine-nucleotide exchange factors (GEF) to
activate Ras, a small G protein. Activated Ras, in turn, stimulates the serine/threonine kinase,
Raf, that triggers activation of MEK, and its targets, the ERK1/2 members of the MAPK
family (Blenis et al., 1991). One downstream substrate of the Ras/ERK pathway is a 90 kDa
ribosomal S-6 kinase-2 (RSK-2). Upon activation, both ERKs and RSKs translocate to the
nucleus where they may phosphorylate CREB at Ser133 (Chen et al., 1992; Xing et al., 1996;
Finkbeiner et al., 1997).
The functional importance of these different signaling cascades that culminate in the
phosphorylation of CREB at Ser133 is not entirely clear. The complexity of the pathways
upstream from CREB may allow for tight, fine-tuned regulation of CRE-mediated transcription. There is evidence for substantial cross-talk between the pathways that converge on
CREB. For instance, CaMKIV produces a wave of CREB phosphorylation with a rapid onset
and a rapid offset whereas the Ras–ERK–RSK2 pathway promotes a slow phase of CREB
phosphorylation (Wu et al., 2001a). The distinct kinetic properties of the upstream pathways
may allow CREB to compute information regarding the exact nature of synaptic stimuli.
Perhaps this complexity allows for specific stimuli to be translated into specific patterns of
gene expression.
Phosphorylation at Ser133 is essential for the activation of CREB (Yamamoto et al., 1990;
Lee et al., 1993). Although CREB proteins bind to CRE sites as dimers, phosphorylation of
both partners does not seem to be required for transcriptional activation. Nevertheless, dimers
in which both partners are phosphorylated (at Ser133) are more active than hemiphosphorylated dimers (Loriaux et al., 1994b). Thus, the degree of phosphorylation may be another
avenue to control CREB-dependent transcription.
Phosphorylation of CREB at Ser133 does not have an appreciable impact on the structure
of CREB (Richards et al., 1996), but promotes the phosphorylation-dependent interaction with
the KIX domain of the CREB Binding Protein (CBP) or its close relative p300 (Chrivia et al.,
1993). CBP and p300 are ubiquitously expressed coactivator proteins that may physically link
phosphorylated CREB with the basal transcriptional complex (Kwok et al., 1994; Nakajima
et al., 1997a,b). Overexpression of CBP enhances stimulus-induced transcription of a CREreporter gene, an effect that depends on the phosphorylation of CREB at Ser133 (Kwok et al.,
1994). Conversely, inhibiting the function of CBP, or the formation of a CREB–CBP complex,
blocks CREB-mediated transcription (Arias et al., 1994; Hu et al., 1999). CBP may facilitate
transcription by recruiting RNA polymerase II to the transcription machinery through an
interaction with RNA helicase A (Kwok et al., 1994; Swope et al., 1996; Nakajima et al.,
1997a,b). In addition, both CBP and p300 may also possess intrinsic histone acetyltransferase
(HAT) activity that may facilitate access of the basal transcription factors to the core promoter
region by decondensing the chromatin (Bannister and Kouzarides, 1995, 1996; Ogryzko et al.,
1996; Kouzarides, 1999).
Although binding of phosphorylated CREB to CBP is required for transcription, the
recruitment of CBP does not appear to be sufficient for transcription. In order for transcription
to be initiated, it seems that CBP, itself, must also be activated (Chawla et al., 1998; Hu et
al., 1999). CBP may be phosphorylated via the Ca2+ signal transduction pathway, possibly
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through a CaMKIV mechanism (Chrivia et al., 1993; Kwok et al., 1994). However, the
ERK1/2 cascade does not seem to phosphorylate CBP as activation of the ERK1/2 pathway
alone (by electrical activity in the presence of inhibitors of CaM kinases, selective stimulation
of ERK1/2 with growth factors, or by genetic means) leads to CREB phosphorylation at
Ser133 without appreciable induction of CREB-dependent transcription (Sheng et al., 1988;
Bonni et al., 1995; Chawla et al., 1998; Hardingham et al., 1999; Hu et al., 1999). It seems,
therefore, that CREB-mediated transcription requires two activation events (CREB and CBP).
CBP and p300 are global coactivators that interact with a number of other transcription
factors, including AP-1, NF-κB, c-Fos, c-Jun, and transcriptional activator sites such as
phorbol ester elements (TREs) and Serum-Responsive Elements (SREs) (Arias et al., 1994;
Nordheim, 1994; Kamei et al., 1996). Thus, it may be that competition for the availability of
CBP may also regulate the transcriptional responses mediated by CREB (Kamei et al., 1996).
Surprisingly, a recent report indicates that the activation of CREM is not always
phosphorylation-dependent. ACT (activator of CREM in testis, found exclusively in the
male germ cell) is a tissue-specific coactivator that interacts with CREM independent of its
phosphorylation state (Fimia et al., 1999). This finding suggests that there may be another
pathway in the regulation of CRE-mediated transcription, at least in this tissue.
1.6. TRANSCRIPTIONAL REPRESSION
Just as phosphorylation of Ser133 seems to be critical for activation of CREB, dephosphorylation of this residue is important for inactivation of CREB. As with all other phosphoproteins,
therefore, the level of CREB phosphorylation at Ser133 reflects a balance between the oppositional actions of kinases and phosphatases, such as protein phosphatase 1 (PP-1 and PP-2)
(Hagiwara et al., 1992). For example, dephosphorylation of CREB at Ser133 may be initiated
by the activation of calcineurin (PP-2B) by the Ca2+ –CaM pathway. Calcineurin may then
activate the nuclear phosphatase PP-1 that goes on to dephosphorylate CREB (Bito et al.,
1996).
In addition to dephosphorylation, the transcriptional activity of CREB may also be actively
suppressed by transcriptional repressors. For example, the CREM α, β and γ repressors
lack the glutamine-rich transactivating domains, but seem to bind CRE sites normally
(Foulkes et al., 1991; Laoide et al., 1993). Phosphorylated CREB/CREMα complexes
activate transcription, thus showing that repression by these factors is not mediated by
heterodimerization with activators (Loriaux et al., 1994a). Instead, repressor dimers may
compete with CREB activators for CRE sites. As the repressors are unable to interact with the
basal transcription machinery (they lack Q-domains; but see above (Fimia et al., 1999)), the
result may be a silencing of CRE-containing promoters.
Furthermore, the 3 end of the CREM gene contains an alternative promoter that codes
for ICER, a strong CREB repressor. The ICER promoter contains CRE sites, and, therefore,
is induced by CREB/ATF activation (Molina et al., 1993). It is possible that activation of
CREB results in the transcription of repressor isoforms, such as ICER. The accumulation of
repressors could, in turn, lead to the eventual repression of CREB-dependent transcription.
This regulatory feedback may have an impact on a number of biological functions, including
plasticity.
Thus, the transcriptional activity of CREB seems to be determined by complex interactions
between kinases and phosphatases and active transcriptional repression systems. These
competing systems, furthermore, may allow for fine-tuning of CREB-mediated transcriptional
responses.
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2. PLASTICITY AND MEMORY
2.1. MEMORY AND PROTEIN SYNTHESIS
There is extensive evidence from a variety of animal model systems showing that protein
synthesis during, or shortly after, training is essential for the formation of long-term memory
(LTM) (Davis and Squire, 1984; Matthies, 1989). For example, systemic administration of
the protein synthesis inhibitor anisomycin, before or immediately after training, blocks LTM
(typically measured 24 h following training) but not short-term memory (STM; typically measured 30 min to 2 h following training) for conditioned fear (Abel et al., 1997; Bourtchouladze
et al., 1998). A similar pattern of results is observed following infusion of anisomycin icv
(Schafe et al., 1999) or directly into the amygdala (Gewirtz et al., 1998; Schafe and LeDoux,
2000), a neural structure known to be critical for the acquisition of fear conditioning (Davis,
1992; LeDoux, 1992; Fanselow and Kim, 1994; Fanselow and LeDoux, 1999).
Several lines of evidence show that CREB is one of the transcription factors regulating the
synthesis of new proteins necessary for the formation of LTM. Insights into the biochemistry
of CREB activity allow for the design of experiments to examine the mnemonic effects of
both increases and decreases of CREB levels and function. The specificity and consistency of
the results obtained by many laboratories using diverse model systems establish that CREB
may be a key molecular player in the cellular events underlying memory formation.
2.2. MASSED AND SPACED TRAINING SCHEDULES AND MEMORY
In general, memory retention is stronger following training with multiple trials, than with one
single trial (Bugelski, 1962; Cooper and Pantle, 1967; Zacks, 1969). Not only is the number
of training trials an important determinant of memory retention but so too is the distribution
of training trials over time. Spaced training (training in which the trials are presented with
intervening rest intervals) is generally more effective than massed training (the same number
of training trials presented with no or short intervening rest intervals) in producing strong
LTM for a variety of memory tasks (Ewing et al., 1985; Rescorla, 1988). In species ranging
from Aplysia (Carew et al., 1972; Pinsker et al., 1973; Frost et al., 1985; Cleary et al., 1998;
Mauelshagen et al., 1998), Drosophila (Tully et al., 1994), Chasmagnathus crab (Freudenthal
et al., 1998), mouse (Kogan et al., 1996), rat (Fanselow and Tighe, 1988; Barela, 1999;
Josselyn et al., 2001) to human (Ebbinghaus, 1885), spaced training is needed to produce
maximal LTM. Thus, spaced training is more likely to induce LTM than massed training.
Extensive evidence from different species and behavioral tasks indicate that the levels of
CREB play a key role in this trial-spacing effect.

3. MEMORY: THE ROLE OF CREB
One of the fundamental results that emerged from studies with protein synthesis inhibitors
is that LTM, but not STM, requires protein synthesis following training. STM is thought to
involve transient changes in synaptic strength, perhaps mediated by covalent modifications of
preexisting proteins. By contrast, LTM requires both transcription and translation of genes,
and is proposed to involve growth and restructuring of new synapses. CREB is thought to be
one of the factors necessary for initiating the transcription of proteins required for LTM in a
variety of species.
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3.1. CREB AND ELECTROPHYSIOLOGICAL STUDIES OF LONG-TERM
PLASTICITY IN APLYSIA
Tactile or electrical stimulation of the siphon of the marine mollusc Aplysia produces a
defensive reflex in which the siphon and gill are withdrawn. If an electric shock is applied to
the tail of Aplysia the subsequent reaction to siphon stimulation is increased, or sensitized.
A single tail shock produces short-term sensitization of the withdrawal reflex that lasts
several minutes, and does not require protein synthesis (Pinkser et al., 1970; Carew et
al., 1971; Kandel et al., 1981). However, repeated intermittent (spaced) shocks to the tail
produce long-term sensitization of the withdrawal reflex that lasts many hours and requires
the synthesis of new proteins (Pinsker et al., 1973; Kandel and Schwartz, 1982; Frost et al.,
1985; Goelet et al., 1986; Bailey et al., 1992; Cleary et al., 1998). Behavioral sensitization
in Aplysia is mediated by facilitation of synaptic transmission between sensory (responding
to the sensitizing stimulus) and motor neurons (mediating the withdrawal response) (Frost et
al., 1985; Byrne, 1987). This monosynaptic connection is enhanced for a period of minutes
following a single tail shock and for longer than 24 h following repeated spaced shocks
(Walters et al., 1983; Buonomano and Byrne, 1990; Mercer et al., 1991; Cleary et al., 1998).
Long-term facilitation (LTF), a stable enhancement of synaptic function with properties
that closely mirror behavioral long-term sensitization, may be observed in a co-culture
preparation of sensory and motor neurons. One pulse of serotonin, a transmitter released by
the sensitizing tail stimulus (Glanzman et al., 1989), produces short-term facilitation (STF)
lasting only minutes, whereas five spaced pulses of serotonin produces LTF lasting longer
than 24 h (Carew and Kandel, 1973; Walters et al., 1983; Montarolo et al., 1986; Rayport and
Schacher, 1986; Sweatt and Kandel, 1989; Mercer et al., 1991; Emptage and Carew, 1993;
Mauelshagen et al., 1996; Zhang et al., 1997). Similar to long-term behavioral sensitization,
LTF is dependent on protein synthesis (Montarolo et al., 1986) whereas STF is not (Montarolo
et al., 1986; Dash et al., 1990).
Thus, both STF and LTF may be triggered by serotonin, suggesting that this neurotransmitter may have distinct downstream actions that differentially mediate the formation of STF or
LTF. Serotonin activates G protein receptors that are positively coupled to adenylyl cyclase.
This increase in intracellular cAMP levels transiently activates cytoplasmic protein kinases,
including PKA and the diacylglycerol–protein kinase C (DAG–PKC) system. This kinase activation, in turn, is thought to covalently modify (phosphorylate) a number of target proteins.
One possibility is that this cascade culminates in the closing of K+ channels, prolonging the
action potential and increasing the influx of Ca2+ , leading to the augmentation of transmitter
release, and culminating in STF (Castellucci et al., 1980; Sugita et al., 1992; Byrne et al.,
1993).
A similar mechanism, however, cannot account for LTF. Although intracellular cAMP
levels rise dramatically shortly after serotonin treatment, this increase is not present 24 h later,
at a time when LTF is observed (Bernier et al., 1982). Instead, it may be that initial increases
in cAMP activate PKA and MAP kinase cascades, triggering CREB-dependent transcription
of genes whose products are required for LTF (Bacskai et al., 1993; Martin et al., 1997).
The first study to suggest that CREB is required for memory formation or plasticity was
performed in Aplysia cultured neurons (Dash et al., 1990). LTF, but not STF, was blocked
by injection of oligonucleotides with CRE sequences into cultured sensory neurons (Dash
et al., 1990). Presumably, the CRE–oligonucleotides trap the CREB proteins needed for the
transcriptional activation of genes that ultimately mediate LTF (Kaang et al., 1993; Alberini
et al., 1994). Moreover, a similar injection of a reporter gene driven by a CRE-containing
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promoter shows that repeated pulses of serotonin that produce LTF also trigger CREB
activation, while a single pulse of serotonin that does not produce LTF similarly does not
trigger CREB activation (Kaang et al., 1993).
Cloning studies identified several CREB-like proteins in Aplysia (Bartsch et al., 1995).
The Aplysia CREB1 gene encodes three proteins (ApCREB1a, ApCREB1b and ApCREB1c)
by alternative splicing. CREB1a shares structural and functional homology with CREB
transactivators in mammals. Injection of antibodies or antisense against CREB1a blocks
the LTF normally induced by five pulses of serotonin. These treatments, however, have no
effect on STF (Bartsch et al., 1995). Conversely, injection of phosphorylated recombinant
ApCREB1a protein alone induces LTF and prevents further facilitation normally induced by
additional pulses of serotonin (Bartsch et al., 1995). Thus, ApCREB1a seems both necessary
and sufficient to induce LTF in cultured neurons (Bartsch et al., 1995).
On the other hand, ApCREB1b lacks a P-box and, therefore, cannot be phosphorylated
by PKA, CaMK or PKC. Thus, ApCREB1b resembles mammalian ICER both structurally
and functionally. CREB1b forms homodimers as well as heterodimers with CREB1a and
represses CREB1a-mediated transactivation and LTF (Bartsch et al., 1995). Injection of
antisense oligonucleotides specifically targeted to CREB1b lowers the threshold for producing
LTF, such that a single pulse of serotonin (rather than five spaced pulses) now induces LTF.
Thus, removing the inhibition presumably produced by CREB1b enhances formation of LTF
(Bartsch et al., 1995).
Aplysia CREB1c is a cytoplasmic protein that does not contain a nuclear localization signal
and is unable to bind DNA or form dimers. Injection of unphosphorylated CREB1c followed
by a single pulse of serotonin enhances STF and induces LTF. Therefore, this cytoplasmic
form of CREB may play an important role not only in the modulation of CREB-mediated
transcription necessary for LTF but also in STF.
Aplysia CREB2 is structurally unrelated to Aplysia CREB1 but shares some homology
with mouse ATF-4 (Hai et al., 1989). Pairing a single pulse of serotonin that normally induces
STF (but not LTF) with antibodies against ApCREB2 produces LTF (Bartsch et al., 1995).
Transfection studies in F9 cells show that ApCREB2 represses the function of ApCREB1 (a
CREB activator). Thus, it may be that ApCREB2 inhibits LTF by forming heterodimers with
ApCREB1, thereby masking the activation domains of ApCREB1 and inhibiting its function.
However, other experiments also show that, under certain circumstances, ApCREB2 may
function as an activator in F9 cells (Bartsch et al., 1995). Thus, when co-transfected with
a PKA construct, ApCREB2 (the nominal repressor) and ApCREB1 (the nominal activator)
produce similar increases in the levels of a LacZ reporter gene under the regulation of a
promoter with five CRE sites. ATF-4, which shares homology with ApCREB2 (Hai et al.,
1989; Bartsch et al., 1995), may also function as a transcriptional repressor (Karpinski et
al., 1992) or an activator (Bartsch et al., 1995) depending on the conditions used. Thus, the
precise mechanism underlying the effects that ApCREB2 exerts on LTF is unclear.
3.2. CREB AND MEMORY IN DROSOPHILA
Learning and memory in Drosophila may be assessed using a Pavlovian olfactory test in
which flies learn to avoid a previously neutral odor that was paired with shock (conditioning
stimulus +; CS+) in favor of another odor that was not paired with shock (CS−) in a
T-maze (Tully, 1991). Several temporally distinct phases of memory are identified using this
test, including STM and LTM. Similar to behavioral sensitization and facilitation in Aplysia,
spaced training in Drosophila induces LTM that is dependent on protein synthesis (Tully et
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al., 1994). Massed training, on the other hand, produces (protein synthesis independent) STM
but no LTM (Tully et al., 1994). For example, 10 spaced training trials, but not 48 massed
training trials conducted over the same span of time, produce robust LTM (Yin et al., 1995).
Memory has been studied using both forward and reverse genetics in Drosophila (Tully,
1991). Using a forward genetic approach, the progeny of flies that were treated with a
mutagen were screened for learning and memory impairments. Two mutants identified by this
screen were subsequently determined to have disruptions in Ca2+ /CaM-stimulated adenylate
cyclase (rutabaga) and in cAMP-specific phosphodiesterase (dunce), both key enzymes in the
regulation of intracellular levels of cAMP (Byers et al., 1981; Tully, 1991; Levin et al., 1992).
Using a reverse genetic approach, CREB function was disrupted in Drosophila by the
transgenic expression of a CREB transcriptional repressor (Yin et al., 1994). The Drosophila
dCREB2 gene encodes two isoforms, dCREB2a, a transcriptional activator, and dCREB2b,
a transcriptional repressor. dCREB2b binds CRE sites, but lacks the two exons required
for transcriptional activation, and represses CREB-mediated transcription in cell culture. To
control the onset of CREB repression in the transgenic fly, dCREB2b was placed under
the control of a promoter that is activated by temperature increases (heat-shock promoter).
Inducing dCREB2b prior to spaced training in the olfactory task completely disrupts LTM
without affecting STM. The finding that STM is intact indicates that the overexpression of this
CREB repressor did not disrupt learning or the perceptual responses to the odors used, shock
reactivity, or motor performance necessary for this task. Mutating two amino acids that disrupt
the dimerization domain of dCREB2b results in normal LTM, thus showing the specificity of
the inhibition produced by the dominant negative CREB protein (Yin et al., 1994).
Multiple spaced training is required to produce maximal LTM in the olfactory task in
normal Drosophila while massed training produces strong STM but no LTM. However,
massed training alone is sufficient to produce maximal LTM if a CREB activator (dCREB2a)
is overexpressed in transgenic flies prior to training. Furthermore, overexpression of this
CREB activator produces robust LTM following only one training trial (Yin et al., 1995).
Transgenic flies overexpressing a mutant activator, where Ser231 (similar to Ser133 of the
mammalian CREB gene) was replaced by an Ala, do not show LTM after one training trial,
indicating that phosphorylation of CREB is required for the enhancement of LTM (Yin et al.,
1995). Together, these results show the importance of CREB in LTM formation in Drosophila
and, furthermore, suggest that CREB may be a limiting component of this process.
3.3. PKA, CREB AND MEMORY IN HONEYBEES
The findings of the role of CREB in memory using Drosophila are in agreement with similar
results from an associative olfactory conditioning task in honeybees (Apis mellifera). In this
task, the proboscis extension reflex is conditioned by pairing an odor (the CS) with a sucrose
reward (the US) (Bitterman et al., 1983; Menzel and Müller, 1996). A single trial produces
activation of PKA in the antennal lobes and memory for the association, both of which
decay over several hours (Hammer and Menzel, 1995; Grunbaum and Müller, 1998). Multiple
spaced training trials, on the other hand, produces prolonged activation of PKA in the antennal
lobes and a prolonged memory (LTM that is protein-synthesis-dependent) (Müller, 1996,
2000; Grunbaum and Müller, 1998; Wüstenberg et al., 1998; Fiala et al., 1999; Menzel, 1999).
Injection of antisense against the catalytic subunit of PKA into the brain of a bee or
systemic injection of the PKA antagonist, RpBrcAMP, blocks LTM, but not STM (Fiala et
al., 1999; Müller, 2000). These results suggest that PKA activation at the time of training is
critical to LTM formation. Moreover, artificially prolonging PKA activation in the antennal
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lobes (by photorelease of cAMP) in combination with a single training trial is sufficient to
induce LTM (Müller, 2000). Thus, similar to Drosophila, training that normally produces
STM may produce LTM if CREB, or a pathway upstream of CREB, is artificially increased or
activated.
3.4. CREB AND MEMORY IN SONG BIRDS
Young male zebra finch birds (Taeniopygia guttata) learn to sing from conspecifics during
a song-sensitive period in development (Sakaguchi et al., 1999). This form of learning is
sensitive to protein synthesis inhibitors (Chew et al., 1995) and triggers an increase in CREB
phosphorylation in the Higher Vocal Center (HVC), a brain area that is critical for song
learning (Sakaguchi et al., 1999). Neither exposure to songs from other species nor white
noise increase the levels of phosphorylated CREB in the HVC, thus showing the specificity of
this effect (Sakaguchi et al., 1999). Similar to mammalian CREB, zebra finch CREB (zCREB)
contains a putative PKA phosphoacceptor site at Ser119 (homologous to Ser133 in mammals)
and zCREB is readily phosphorylated at Ser119 by PKA in vitro. These results suggest that
CREB activation may play a role in the production of long-lasting memory traces in the song
system of zebra finches.
3.5. CREB AND MEMORY IN MAMMALS
The study of the role of CREB in mammalian memory began with the generation of a mouse
in which the CREB gene was disrupted. A neomycin resistance (neo) gene was inserted into
exon 2 of the CREB gene, which was thought to contain the translation initiation site for
all CREB isoforms (Hummler et al., 1994). This neo insertion resulted in the loss of the
two main CREB isoforms (α and δ) in the CREBαδ− mice (Hummler et al., 1994). However,
the translation of a previously unknown CREB isoform (CREBβ) starts from exon 4, and
consequently the insertion of neo gene into exon 2 did not disrupt this isoform. Instead, the
usually low expression level of CREBβ, is upregulated in the CREBαδ− mutants (Blendy et al.,
1996). The levels of CREM activator (τ) and repressor isoforms (α and β) are also increased
in these mutants (Hummler et al., 1994). Despite this upregulation, the CREBαδ− mutation
decreases CREB-dependent transcription in these mutants (Hummler et al., 1994; Blendy et
al., 1996).
3.5.1. Fear conditioning
To determine whether the CREBαδ− mutation affects memory, mutant mice and wild-type
(WT) littermate control mice were tested in a fear conditioning paradigm (Bourtchuladze et
al., 1994; Kogan et al., 1996). Fear conditioning is a form of Pavlovian learning in which
animals learn to fear a stimulus (CS; typically a context or discrete cue such as a tone) that
previously has been paired with an aversive stimulus such as footshock (US) (Frankland et al.,
1998; Fanselow and LeDoux, 1999; LeDoux, 2000). LTM, but not STM, for fear conditioning
depends on the synthesis of new proteins (Abel et al., 1997; Schafe et al., 1999). Similarly,
the CREBαδ− mutation disrupts LTM, but not STM, for both discrete cue and contextual fear
conditioning.
A deficit in LTM is also found using a different paradigm to measure discrete cue fear
conditioning, the fear-potentiated startle task (Falls et al., 2000). In the fear-potentiated startle
paradigm, LTM is inferred from an increase in the amplitude of the acoustic startle response
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of mice when the startle reflex is elicited in the presence of a light (CS) that was previously
paired with footshock (US) (Davis, 1992; Josselyn et al., 2001). Protein synthesis within the
basolateral complex of the amygdala is critical for LTM of fear-potentiated startle (Gewirtz et
al., 1998). CREBαδ− mutants show LTM deficits in this task (Falls et al., 2000).
Interestingly, overexpression of a CREB repressor (Ser133Ala mutation) in the forebrain
does not affect memory to the same extent as the CREBαδ− mutation (Rammes et al.,
2000). In one of the transgenic lines studied, a LTM deficit was observed following cued
fear conditioning, even though synaptic plasticity in the amygdala (as assessed by long-term
potentiation (LTP)) appeared unaffected. It could be that the milder phenotype observed in
these transgenic mice is due to a milder decrease in CREB function, and/or to upregulation
or compensation by other transcription factors. In contrast, recent studies with a transgenic
mouse expressing an inducible CREB repressor (Ser133Ala), show that the induction of the
CREB repressor produces profound LTM deficits in both contextual and discrete cue fear
conditioning (Josselyn, Kida and Silva, unpublished data).
Also important to note are the findings that CREB-mediated transcription is activated
during fear-conditioning training that results in LTM. For example, transgenic mice with
a β-galactosidase reporter construct under the regulation of a CRE-containing promoter
(CRE-LacZ), show that fear-conditioning training induces CRE-mediated transcription in
several brain regions. Contextual, but not discrete cue (tone), fear training induces LacZ
expression in the hippocampus, while both forms of fear training induce LacZ expression
in the amygdala (Impey et al., 1998b). Together, these findings suggest that although CREB
seems to be critical for LTM, not all genetic lesions of CREB produce pronounced effects
on LTM. Understanding why and how these different genetic manipulations of CREB affect
memory will help to reveal the intricate relation between the regulation of CREB-mediated
transcription and memory formation.
3.5.2. Social behavior
Besides a role in LTM for fear conditioning, CREB has also been implicated in other forms
of memory, such as social memory. The response demands of the tasks used to assess social
memory are different from those required by fear conditioning. Nevertheless, both social
memory and fear conditioning memory may involve some overlapping brain regions (such as
the hippocampus) (Winocur, 1990; Bunsey and Eichenbaum, 1995). In the social transmission
of food preference task rodents develop a preference for foods recently smelled on the breath
of other rodents (Galef and Wigmore, 1983; Strupp and Levitsky, 1984; Galef et al., 1988).
CREBαδ− mutant mice show normal immediate memory but deficient LTM in this task (Kogan
et al., 1996).
In another type of social memory, social recognition memory, the ability of rodents to
remember conspecifics is evaluated (Thor and Holloway, 1982; Kogan et al., 2000). Social
recognition is defined by a decrease in spontaneous investigation behaviors observed in a
mouse re-exposed to a familiar conspecific. Lesions of the hippocampus disrupt longer-term
social memory, but not memory assessed immediately following training (Kogan et al., 2000).
Furthermore, protein synthesis inhibitors block LTM but not STM for social recognition in
WT mice (Kogan et al., 2000). Similarly, CREBαδ− mice show intact STM but impaired LTM
for social recognition (Kogan et al., 2000). Thus, in two types of social memory, CREBαδ−
mice show LTM impairments but normal immediate or STM. The findings suggest that the
CREBαδ− mutation specifically disrupts those processes required for the long-term retention
of information, rather than its acquisition.
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3.5.3. Spatial learning
In the hidden platform version of the Morris water maze (Morris, 1981), rodents learn to find
a platform submerged in a pool of opaque water. In the visible platform version of this task,
mice learn to find a marked escape platform. Hippocampal lesions disrupt performance on the
hidden platform, but not the visible platform, version of the Morris water maze (Morris et al.,
1982; Sutherland et al., 1982; Cho et al., 1999). CREBαδ− mice show a profound impairment
in spatial learning and/or memory in the hidden version of this task (Bourtchuladze et al.,
1994; Kogan et al., 1996). In contrast, learning in the visible platform version of the water
maze is intact in the CREBαδ− mice, again showing the behavioral specificity of this mutation.
In agreement with these findings, injections directly into the dorsal hippocampus of
antisense against CREB mRNA disrupt learning and/or memory of rats in the hidden platform
version of the water maze (Guzowski and McGaugh, 1997). In contrast, injection of antisense
2 days following the completion of training does not affect subsequent performance in the
water maze, indicating that decreasing CREB function does not disrupt expression of the
memory. This finding is consistent with results from Drosophila and Aplysia suggesting that
the critical period for CREB function in LTM is during, or shortly after, training.
Injection of CREB antisense oligonucleotides into the hippocampus first decreased the
levels of α and δ CREB within 6 h of injection, but increased the levels of these isoforms 14
h later. This rebound effect may reflect mechanisms similar to those responsible for increases
in the levels of CREBβ and of CREM isoforms in CREBαδ− mutants. Surprisingly, training
conducted at a time when CREB levels were lower (within 6 h of injection) or higher (within
20 h of injection) relative to normal levels produced similar deficits. It could be, therefore,
that unlike Pavlovian conditioning in Drosophila, increased levels of CREB do not facilitate
the storage of complex information, such as that accumulated in spatial tasks.
3.5.4. Conditioned taste aversion

? Lamprecht, 1996
changed to
Lamprecht and
Dudai, see refs.

CREB is also required for the development of a conditioned taste aversion (CTA). Pairing
malaise or sickness (for example, induced by lithium chloride, LiCl) with exposure to a
novel taste (for example, saccharin) may produce a strong and long-lasting aversion to the
novel taste. Infusion of the protein synthesis inhibitor, anisomycin, directly into the amygdala
during training blocks LTM for this aversion (Lamprecht and Dudai, 1996). Similar infusion
of oligoncucleotides against CREB into the amygdala decreases CTA memory measured 3–5
days, but not 2 h, following training (Lamprecht et al., 1997). Infusions of CREB sense into
the amygdala or CREB antisense oligonucleotides into the basal ganglia do not disrupt LTM
for the taste aversion. Furthermore, CREB antisense oligonucleotides produce no effect on
memory retrieval if infused into the amygdala before the memory test, rather than during
training. Interesting, the CREBαδ− mice also show impaired LTM for CTA (Josselyn et al.,
1999).
The finding that CREB in the amygdala is important for the development of CTA memory
is supported by the observation of an increase in the levels of phosphorylated CREB (pCREB)
in the lateral nucleus of the amygdala specifically following CTA training. Importantly, this
CTA training does not induce increases in pCREB in other brain regions such as the insular or
gustatory cortex. Furthermore, increases in pCREB are not observed following administration
of either the CS (e.g., saccharin) or the US (e.g., LiCl) alone (Swank, 2000), attesting to
the associative nature of the observed increase in pCREB. In addition, training in a similar
appetitive task that leads to LTM also leads to increases in pCREB. For example, in the
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olfactory preference task an odor is paired with stroking in neonate rats. This pairing produces
a reliable preference for the odor (tested 24 h later) and triggers an increase in pCREB in the
olfactory bulb. Similar to the findings with CTA, presentation of the odor alone or stroking
alone does not induce LTM for the olfactory preference and does not induce an increase in
pCREB levels in the olfactory bulbs (McLean et al., 1999).
3.6. TRIAL SPACING EFFECT
Robust LTM for contextual fear conditioning may be produced by a single training trial in
WT mice. Despite normal sensory perception, the same single trial produces only a transient
(<60 min) memory in CREBαδ− mice (Bourtchuladze et al., 1994). Not even training that
produces maximal LTM in WT mice (5 trials with 1 min intervals), compensates for the
profound contextual fear amnesia of these mutants. However, two spaced trials with a 1-h
intertrial interval (ITI), that in WT control mice does not produce higher levels of freezing
than a single trial, nevertheless induces robust LTM in CREBαδ− mutants (Kogan et al., 1996).
Similarly, a single 5-min interaction with another mouse is sufficient to trigger LTM for social
transmission of food preference in normal mice, but not in the CREBαδ− mutants. In CREBαδ−
mice, LTM for socially transmitted food preferences requires spaced training (two trials with
a 1-h ITI) (Kogan et al., 1996).
Learning to find the hidden platform in the Morris water maze is gradual, and, to master the
task mice must remember what is learned over days. As with the fear conditioning and social
transmission of food preference tasks, increasing the ITI (more than 10 min and as long as 24
h) and doubling the amount of training (20 trials instead of 10) overcomes the LTM deficit
of the CREBαδ− mutants in the water maze (Kogan et al., 1996). The finding that spaced
training rescues the LTM deficits in CREBαδ− mutants in three different tasks indicates that
the profound deficits in LTM observed following relatively more massed training may not be
attributed to deficits in sensory, motor or motivational processes.
Together these results indicate that massed training induces STM, but less robust LTM in
WT animals, and spaced training rescues the LTM deficit in CREBαδ− mutant mice. However,
does the reverse hold true? Does increasing CREB levels rescue or facilitate LTM following
massed training? A recent experiment addressed these questions. WT rats given massed fear
conditioning training (4 CS (light)–US (shock) pairings with ITIs of 3, 5 or 10 s) show no or
weak LTM, as measured by fear-potentiated startle, compared to rats given the same number
of training trials presented in a spaced fashion (ITIs of 8 min) (Josselyn et al., 2001). However,
increasing CREB levels specifically in the basolateral amygdala of these rats via viral vectormediated gene transfer increases LTM following massed fear training. Thus, training that
normally induces STM (but little LTM) produces robust LTM if CREB levels are increased
in the amygdala. The enhancing effect of CREB overexpression on LTM formation depends
on phosphorylation of the viral encoded CREB gene as similar overexpression of mCREB
(in which Ala was substituted for Ser133) does not enhance LTM following massed training.
Consistent with the key role that the amygdala occupies in fear conditioning, overexpression
of CREB in regions surrounding the amygdala or directly into the caudate nucleus does not
facilitate the formation of LTM following massed training. Furthermore, increasing CREB
levels at the time of training (memory formation), rather than testing (retrieval), seems critical
for the facilitatory effects of CREB on LTM.
There are striking parallels among the studies showing that CREB affects the training
schedules required to produce LTM. First, multiple spaced applications of serotonin are
needed to trigger LTF between Aplysia synapses, while a single application of serotonin
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induces STF. However, a single application of serotonin given together with the CREB
activator, ApCREB1a, produces LTF. Second, Drosophila given massed training for an
olfactory avoidance task show no LTM. However, massed training, or even a single training
trial, produces robust LTM if a CREB activator is overexpressed in flies before training.
Third, rats given massed fear training show no or weak LTM as assessed by fear-potentiated
startle. However, massed training induces robust LTM in rats if CREB is overexpressed in
the basolateral amygdala. Finally, the LTM deficits for a variety of memory tasks observed
in the CREBαδ− mutant mice (with decreased levels of CREB) are overcome with spaced
training. Together, these results from a range of species and memory tests suggest that
animals with relatively lower levels of activator CREB require longer rest intervals between
trials to produce LTM whereas animals with higher levels of activator CREB may exhibit
LTM following massed, as well as spaced, trials. Flies, mice and rats with presumably more
activator CREB require less training than flies and mice with less activator CREB (Yin et al.,
1994, 1995; Josselyn et al., 2001). Therefore, in species ranging from Aplysia, mice, rats and
flies, manipulations of CREB function seem to directly affect the amount and distribution of
training required for the induction of LTM. The ability of CREB to affect the schedules of
training required for memory formation seems to be highly conserved across species.
A 10-min ITI is optimal for olfactory learning in WT Drosophila (Yin et al., 1995) and an
8-min ITI seems best for fear conditioning in WT rats using fear-potentiated startle (Josselyn
et al., 2001). Nevertheless, CREBαδ− mutants trained with 1-h ITIs perform better than those
trained with 10-min ITIs, suggesting that 10 min may be just below the threshold for optimal
memory induction in these mutant mice (Kogan et al., 1996). The timing of these events is
important because it may provide hints regarding the nature of underlying mechanisms. It may
take 3–8 min for synaptic activation to trigger maximal CREB activation (phosphorylation)
(Moore et al., 1996). After committing the general transcriptional machinery to genes with
CRE promoters, it may take CREB a few more minutes before another round of transcription
may be initiated (akin to a refractory period). Additionally, it is possible that the longer
intervals result in optimal inactivation of phosphatases (Bito et al., 1996; Liu and Graybiel,
1996) that control the phosphorylation and activation of CREB transcription factors.
3.7. DISSECTING THE ROLE OF CREB IN MEMORY WITH AN INDUCIBLE,
BRAIN-SPECIFIC TRANSGENE
The findings obtained using the CREBαδ− mice indicate that CREB function is required
for LTM. However, it is important to test the role of CREB in memory with alternative
tools, especially those that allow temporal control over CREB function. Thus, our laboratory
developed a transgenic mouse expressing a brain-specific and inducible CREB repressor.
This inducible CREB repressor (CREBIR ) mouse overexpresses the αCREB isoform with
a mutation of Ser133 to Ala (αCREBS133A ) that represses endogenous CREB function
(Gonzalez and Montminy, 1989; Brindle and Montminy, 1992). The inducibility of the system
is provided by fusing the mutant CREB to a ligand-binding domain (LBD) of a human
estrogen receptor with a G521R mutation (LBDG521R ), the activity of which is regulated not
by estrogen but by the synthetic ligand, tamoxifen (TAM) (Danielian et al., 1993; Logie
and Stewart, 1995; Feil et al., 1996). Therefore, in the absence of the inducer TAM, the
LBDG521R –CREBS133A fusion protein is inactive (Feil et al., 1996). However, administration
of TAM activates this inducible CREB repressor fusion protein, allowing it to compete with
endogenous CREB and disrupt CRE-mediated transcription. The CREBIR construct represses
CRE-mediated transcription of a CRE-luciferase reporter in a model system (COS cells) in a
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TAM-dependent manner. In the transgenic mice, the inducible CREB repressor is under the
control of the αCaMKII promoter, which is active in excitatory neurons of forebrain areas
including the hippocampus, amygdala, neocortex and striatum (Mayford et al., 1996). Thus,
administration of the inducer TAM decreases in CREB function in forebrain areas.
Parametric studies using this transgenic mouse show that administration of the inducer,
TAM, 6 or 12 h but not 30 min prior to contextual fear training produces a deficit in
LTM measured 24 h following training. Importantly, similar administration of TAM to WT
littermate mice, regardless of time of administration, produces no effect. These results suggest
that the CREBIR system has good temporal and inducible control. Moreover, the finding that
CREBIR mice administered TAM 24 h before training show no subsequent deficit in LTM
suggests that the disruption of CREB function using this system is reversible within 24 h.
STM for contextual fear conditioning is not disrupted in these transgenic mice administered
TAM prior to training. Furthermore, acutely disrupting CREB function (by administering
TAM to CREBIR mice) before a retrieval test produces no effect, indicating that CREB is not
critically involved in the retrieval of fear memories.

4. PKA, CREB AND LONG-TERM POTENTIATION
Long-term potentiation (LTP) is the most extensively studied candidate cellular plasticity
mechanism thought to underlie memory (Bliss and Collingridge, 1993). LTP refers to a class
of long-lasting enhancements in synaptic efficacy with properties expected of a memory
mechanism (long-lasting, associative, reversible, etc.). A variety of different studies suggest
that an LTP-like mechanism may be involved in memory formation (Barnes, 1995; Maren and
Baudry, 1995; Mayford et al., 1996). LTP is not a single phenomenon; rather, there are various
forms of LTP with distinct time courses and underlying biochemical mechanisms (Huang et
al., 1996).
The best studied LTP occurs between CA3 and CA1 pyramidal neurons of the hippocampus
and is sensitive to blockers of CaMKs (Bliss and Collingridge, 1993; Chapman, 2001). One
stimulus train typically produces LTP that dissipates within 1 to 2 h (early LTP or E-LTP), and
is insensitive to inhibitors of protein synthesis (Frey et al., 1988, 1993; Huang and Kandel,
1994). Late-LTP (L-LTP) lasts much longer than E-LTP (>7 h), generally requires more
stimulus trains to induce, and is blocked by protein synthesis inhibitors (Frey et al., 1993;
Huang and Kandel, 1994).
In addition, L-LTP is blocked by pharmacological agents that inhibit PKA (Frey et al.,
1993; Huang and Kandel, 1994; Nguyen et al., 1994; Woo et al., 2000). Moreover, transgenic
mice expressing an inhibitory form of the regulatory subunit of PKA (R(AB)), which have
significantly reduced levels of hippocampal PKA activity (approximately 40–50% of basal
activity), show deficits in the late phase of L-LTP, even though synaptic transmission and the
early phase of LTP are normal (Abel et al., 1997). These findings are consistent with those
showing that the R(AB) mice, as well as systemic (Abel et al., 1997; Bourtchouladze et al.,
1998), icv (Bourtchouladze et al., 1998; Schafe et al., 1999) or intra-amygdala (Ding et al.,
1998; Schafe et al., 2000) administration of pharmacological agents that inhibit PKA to WT
animals selectively impair LTM for fear conditioning. Together, these findings are consistent
with a model that proposes that PKA is required for both L-LTP and LTM formation.
In contrast, administration of low levels of rolipram, a phosphodiesterase type IV inhibitor
that increases cAMP levels, may selectively enhance the formation of LTP and LTM (Barad
et al., 1998). In WT hippocampal slices E-LTP decays to baseline levels several hours after
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tetanus. However, with the addition of rolipram, this stimulation protocol produces L-LTP that
persists for several hours. Similarly, rolipram enhances LTM in contextual fear conditioning
without affecting STM. Thus it could be that increasing cAMP, which may increase PKA
activation and ultimately CREB phosphorylation, may facilitate both LTP and LTM.
Not only is PKA critically involved in L-LTP, but CREB may also play an important role.
Hippocampal slices from the CA1 region of CREBαδ− mutant mice show normal E-LTP but
impaired L-LTP (A.J.S., in prep). A single bout of high-frequency stimulation (100 Hz for 1 s
with a 250-µs stimulus) induces a potentiation that lasts several hours in WT mice. In contrast,
the same stimulus triggers a smaller potentiation that dissipates within 90 min in CREBαδ−
mutants. Thirty minutes following this stimulation, however, slices from CREBαδ− mutants
are potentiated, consistent with normal STM in these mice (Bourtchuladze et al., 1994).
Thus, two genetic (CREBαδ− mutation and R(AB) transgenics) and several pharmacological
manipulations that affect the PKA/CREB pathway produce comparable effects on LTP
and LTM, suggesting that this second messenger pathway is required for L-LTP and LTM
formation.
The hypothesis that CREB is important for L-LTP is also supported by the observation that
the levels of pCREB increase in response to L-LTP-inducing synaptic stimuli in hippocampal
slices (Matthies et al., 1997; Lu et al., 1999), amygdala slices (Huang et al., 2000), dissociated
hippocampal neurons in vitro (Bito et al., 1996) and in the hippocampus in vivo (Schulz et al.,
1999; Davis et al., 2000). Increases in CRE-mediated gene expression are produced by L-LTP
inducing stimuli in CRE-reporter mice (Impey et al., 1996). Importantly, the increases in
pCREB levels are stimulus-specific. That is, increases in pCREB are not observed following
stimuli that do not result in L-LTP (such as low-frequency stimulation of the perforant
pathway) but are observed following stimuli that result in L-LTP (such as high-frequency
stimulation of the perforant pathway) (Schulz et al., 1999).
Long-term depression (LTD), a use-dependent depression between synapses (Linden and
Connor, 1995), may be observed in the cerebellum and is thought to mediate some forms of
motor learning (Thompson, 1986). Together with LTP-like phenomena, LTD-like phenomena
may modulate the storage capacity of neuronal networks, by fine-tuning synaptic weights
(Malenka, 1994). Similar to LTP, a late-phase form of LTD is blocked by protein synthesis
inhibitors (Ahn et al., 1999). Moreover, inhibition of CREB function with a dominant negative
isoform (A-CREB) also inhibits L-LTD in cerebellar slices (Ahn et al., 1999).
In addition to PKA, CaM kinases are located upstream from CREB and may be critically
involved synaptic plasticity such as LTP. Antisense oligonucleotides against the α and β
splice variants of CaMKIV disrupt CREB phosphorylation and mutant mice with a targeted
disruption of the CaMKIV gene show impaired CREB phosphorylation and CREB-dependent
transcription of c-Fos (Ho et al., 2000). Furthermore, these mutant mice show impaired
LTP (measured in hippocampal CA1 neurons) and LTD (measured in cerebellar neurons).
Interestingly, these CaMKIV mutant mice show no LTM deficits, suggesting that other
signaling pathways may compensate for the impairment of CaMKIV-dependent pathway in
these mutant mice.
4.1. MASSED VS. SPACED STIMULATION OF SYNAPSES AND LTP
Just as the interval between training trials is an important determinant of LTM in behavioral
studies, the interval between tetani is important for the induction of L-LTP in hippocampal
slices. Under certain conditions, 1-min intervals between periods of high-frequency stimulation (e.g., 100 Hz) produces unstable LTP that lasts only a few hours. The same tetani,
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however, delivered at 10-min intervals is more likely to trigger a stable, longer-lasting LTP
(>4 h) that requires protein synthesis (Huang et al., 1996). Results from our laboratory
suggest that increasing the interval between tetani may overcome the L-LTP deficits observed
in the CREBαδ− mutants (A.J.S. and J.K., in preparation). Thus, the loss of the α and δ CREB
activators does not block either L-LTP or LTM under all conditions. Instead, the mutants
require spaced training to show normal LTM (Kogan et al., 1996) and spaced tetanization to
show normal L-LTP.
Consistent with the findings in hippocampal cultures (Deisseroth et al., 1996), a brief
stimulus (100 Hz) fails to activate CREB-dependent transcription in hippocampal slices from
the CRE-LacZ (reporter) mice, and fails to induce L-LTP. In contrast, multiple-spaced tetani
(three tetanic trains given with a 5-min ITI), that induce protein-synthesis-dependent L-LTP,
also trigger an increase in LacZ expression in the CRE-LacZ hippocampal slices (Impey et
al., 1996). This increase is detectable 2 h after stimulation and reaches a peak within 4–6 h.
Both types of LTP stimuli used (a single tetanus or three tetani) increase the levels of CREB
phosphorylation, although only the repeated tetanic stimulation increases LacZ expression
(Impey et al., 1996).
It is important to note that even though the levels of CREB may help determine how tetanic
patterns affect LTP, CREB activation itself may not be the only biological sensor that reads
out these patterns. A recent study shows that the pattern of electrophysiological stimulation
affects the duration of a kinase upstream of CREB. Thus, spaced membrane depolarizations,
but not a single prolonged stimulus, produces a persistent activation of the MAPK pathway
(Wu et al., 2001b; but see also Fields et al., 1997). Importantly, these authors also show
that MAPK activation triggers a slow-onset activation (phosphorylation) of CREB (Wu et al.,
2001a). Thus, in a treatment that may be akin to spaced training in behavioral experiments,
spaced electrophysiological ‘training’ may activate a kinase upstream from CREB.
4.2. CREB AS A GAIN CONTROL DEVICE FOR MEMORY
Together, the data reviewed thus far suggest that CREB may have a specific computational
role in memory formation. CREB may assist in ‘setting the height of the bar’ that must be
attained in order for LTM and LTP formation to occur. High levels of CREB activity may
allow neuronal circuits to acquire memory relatively quickly, while circuits with low CREB
levels would acquire memory relatively slower. This gain control mechanism could be critical
in determining the number and distribution of trials required to lay down memories in a given
circuit.
It is important to note that CREB-like proteins function with many other transcription
factors. There is evidence that the results obtained by manipulating CREB are also found
in studies using other transcription factors (Alberini et al., 1994). Therefore, CREB may be
simply one of several related gain control mechanisms that contribute to the regulation of
memory acquisition in neural circuits.

5. CREB AND SYNAPTIC REMODELING
Behavioral long-term sensitization in Aplysia results not only in a stable increase in neurotransmitter release, but also in structural changes, such as the growth of new synapses.
These structural changes include alterations in sensory neuron active zones and an increase
in the number of presynaptic varicosities (Bailey and Chen, 1988). There are many parallels
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between agents that induce (or block) LTF and those that induce (or block) these structural
changes, a finding that confirms the relationship between synaptic function, structural changes
and memory formation in Aplysia (Bailey and Chen, 1988). Intracellular injection of cAMP
into the intact ganglion (Nazif et al., 1991) and repeated pulses of serotonin that induce LTF
in culture (Glanzman et al., 1990; Bailey et al., 1992) also induce the growth of new synapses.
A single pulse of serotonin paired with an injection of an antibody against a CREB repressor
(ApCREB2) is sufficient to induce the growth of new synapses, just as it is sufficient to induce
LTF (Bartsch et al., 1995). These results indicate that CREB-dependent proteins are involved
in the growth of new synapses during LTM formation in Aplysia.
However, CREB-mediated transcription seems to be necessary but not sufficient for the
growth of new synaptic connections. Experiments using a single sensory neuron composed of
two branches that contact two spatially separated motor neurons shows that local application
of serotonin onto a single synapse induces LTF that is branch-specific (Martin et al., 1997;
Casadio et al., 1999). This branch-specific LTF requires local protein synthesis and CREB
activation in the nucleus of the presynaptic neuron. Repeated application of serotonin onto the
cell body of the sensory neuron induces a cell-wide transient LTF (not beyond 48 h) that is
CREB-dependent, but is not accompanied by synaptic growth. A similar pattern (transient LTF
and no synaptic growth) is produced by injection of phospho-CREB1 into the sensory neuron.
In order for this transient LTF to become stable and for growth to appear, a single pulse
of serotonin at either synapse is required. Thus, CREB-mediated transcription cooperatively
induces synaptic plastic changes in concert with local stimulation by serotonin.
In addition to a proposed role for CREB in synaptic remodeling in Aplysia, there may
also be a role for CREB in structural plasticity in mammals. A recurrent theme in the study
of development and learning is that these two forms of plasticity may share some common
mechanistic features (Hebb, 1949; Carew et al., 1998). Thus, CREB may be important to
both to the formation of memory and to the synaptic restructuring that takes place during
development.
5.1. DEVELOPMENTAL PLASTICITY OF VISUAL CORTEX
During a critical period in development, manipulating the input to the visual system may
dramatically change neuronal connections in the visual cortex (Hubel and Wiesel, 1998). For
example, depriving visual input from one eye during this critical period shifts the responses of
cortical neurons towards the non-deprived eye (Wiesel and Hubel, 1963; Gordon et al., 1996).
This process may require new protein synthesis, and perhaps CREB-dependent transcription.
Monocular deprivation during this critical period produces an increase in the transcription
of a CRE-reporter (CRE-LacZ) construct in the visual cortex of transgenic mice (Pham et al.,
1999). Specifically, the primary visual cortex (V1) receiving the input from the non-deprived
eye shows an increase in CRE-LacZ expression compared to the area of primary visual
cortex receiving input from the deprived eye. Importantly, both the shift in visual cortical
responses and the increase in CRE-mediated transcription occur only during the critical
period. Moreover, binocular deprivation, which does not induce cortical plasticity (Wiesel and
Hubel, 1965; Gordon et al., 1996), similarly does not increase CRE-mediated transcription
in the visual cortex of the transgenic mice. These results suggest that CREB is important in
developmental visual cortical plasticity.
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5.2. CREB AND PLASTICITY OF THE BARREL CORTEX
Unlike the visual cortex, plasticity in the somatosensory cortex does not seem to be restricted
to a brief developmental critical period. Under certain conditions, there is a preferential
re-allocation of cortical resources to areas representing the most-used sensory inputs. That
is, there may be a use-dependent shift in cortical resources (for review see Buonomano and
Merzenich, 1998). In rodents, experience-dependent plasticity has been extensively studied in
the barrel cortex, a region of the somatosensory cortex that represents the long facial vibrissa.
The vibrissa are topographically represented in barrel-like structures in the cortex. Cells
within a barrel respond primarily to stimulation of their corresponding (principal) whisker but
also show weaker responses to stimulation of whiskers neighboring the principal (Woolsey,
1967; Woolsey and Van der Loos, 1970; Welker, 1971).
The anatomical map of the barrels shows plasticity during a developmental critical period
such that removal of the vibrissa follicles shortly after birth only leads to abnormal anatomical
development of the barrels (Van der Loos and Woolsey, 1973). In contrast, the functional
map of the barrel cortex exhibits plasticity outside the critical window, even in adulthood.
Removing or even trimming some of the whiskers in adulthood, no longer alters the size
or morphology, but does change the functional properties of the barrels (Hand, 1982; Fox,
1992). The receptive field properties of neurons in barrel-columns corresponding to the spared
whisker typically expand in size and exhibit potentiation (Hand, 1982; Fox, 1992; Glazewski
and Fox, 1996). A corresponding depression of cortical responses to the areas representing the
deprived whiskers is observed. Interestingly, the CREBαδ− mutation, which disrupts LTP and
LTM (see above), also disrupts this use-dependent plasticity in the barrel cortex (Glazewski
et al., 1999). Similar to the results summarized above for the visual cortex, manipulations
(whisker deprivation) that trigger plasticity in the barrel cortex also increase the expression
of a transgenic CRE-LacZ reporter in the spared barrel (Barth et al., 2000). Importantly,
manipulations that do not lead to plasticity, also do not produce increases in LacZ expression.
Thus, normal undeprived animals and animals in which all the whiskers have been removed
show low levels of LacZ expression and do not exhibit potentiated barrel responses (Barth et
al., 2000). Therefore, CREB may be important in structural plasticity that takes place during
development and the use-dependent functional plasticity that takes place during adulthood.
These findings are in agreement with the idea that learning and development may share
common mechanistic features.

6. TARGET GENES OF CREB
6.1. POSSIBLE DOWNSTREAM TARGETS OF CREB IN APLYSIA
The long-lasting plastic changes induced by CREB may be orchestrated by one or a choir of
CREB target proteins. Multiple pulses of serotonin activate CREB in Aplysia and induce a
set of genes, any one of which may regulate synaptic plasticity. Several synaptic plasticity
candidate genes have been identified and will be briefly discussed. The CCAAT/enhancer
binding protein, ApC/EBP is a candidate gene as it contains CRE sites in the promoter region,
is rapidly induced by cAMP and exhibits properties consistent with an immediate-early gene.
Low levels of ApC/EBP are present in unstimulated sensory neurons but higher levels are
observed during the initial phase of LTF. Decreasing the expression of ApC/EBP selectively
blocks the formation of LTF but not STF (Alberini et al., 1994). Thus, ApC/EBP may be a
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transcriptional regulator downstream of CREB that induces the transcription of target genes
necessary for LTF. Interestingly, inhibitory avoidance training in rats induces two homologs
of ApC/EBP (C/EBP β and C/EBP α), suggesting that the function of ApC/EBP may be
evolutionarily conserved (Taubenfeld et al., 2001).
Using a yeast two-hybrid screen with ApC/EBP as bait, another synaptic plasticity
candidate gene was identified, the Aplysia Activating Factor, ApAF (Bartsch et al., 2000).
Unlike ApC/EBP, ApAF is constitutively expressed in sensory neurons and is not upregulated by serotonin application. ApAF shares homology with the mammalian PAR family
of transcription factors, including TEF, E4BP4 and DBP. ApAF forms dimers with ApC/EBP
and ApCREB2, but not with ApCREB1. PKA, CaMKII and PKC phosphorylate ApAF
in vitro. Injection of recombinant ApAF into a co-cultured neuronal preparation converts
the STF normally produced by one pulse of serotonin into LTF. However, unlike injection
of ApCREB1a, injection of ApAF alone is not sufficient to induce LTF. Injection of
antibodies against ApAF, or injection of a dominant negative form of ApAF, that contains
only the bZIP domain, blocks the LTF produced by either five pulses of serotonin or
injection of ApCREB1a itself (Bartsch et al., 2000). These manipulations, however, have no
effect on STF. Thus, although ApAF does not directly interact with CREB1a, it may act
downstream from, or somehow parallel to, CREB1a. It could be that ApAF heterodimerizes
with ApCREB2, thereby removing the repression that ApCREB2 normally exerts on CREmediated transcription.
Another gene that is rapidly induced by LTF in Aplysia codes for ubiquitin C-terminal
hydrolase (ApUch), an enzyme associated with proteosome-dependent proteolysis (Hegde et
al., 1997). The ubiquitin–proteosome pathway degrades target proteins and ApUch enhances
the degradation of substrates in proteosomes by removing ubiquitin. Injection of an antibody
or antisense against ApUch blocks LTF, but not STF. Therefore, it seems that ubiquitindependent proteolysis is important for the induction of LTF, perhaps by removing or
degrading inhibitory proteins. One possibility is that ubiquitin-mediated proteolysis cleaves
the regulatory (R) subunit of PKA, freeing the catalytic (C) subunit, thereby producing a
persistent activation of PKA (Bergold et al., 1992). Support for this comes from the finding
that addition of C subunits of PKA may rescue the block of LTF produced by proteosome
inhibitors. Thus, it could be that the activation of PKA C subunits (by ubiquitin-dependent
degradation of R subunits of PKA) may be a key step in the phosphorylation of CREB
necessary to produce LTF. Interestingly, a mutation of a related Angelman ubiquitin ligase
in mice produces deficits in LTM for contextual fear conditioning and LTP (Jiang et al.,
1998).
Another gene that may interact with CREB in mediating synaptic plasticity in Aplysia
is Aplysia tolloid/BMP-1 (bone morphogenic protein)-like protein (ApTBL-1) (Liu et al.,
1997). ApTBL-1 may function as a protease that activates growth factors such as transforming
growth factor-β (TGF-β). Inhibitors of TGF-β block LTF produced by electrical stimulation,
while treatment with TGF-β induces LTF (Zhang et al., 1997). Hence, LTF may involve the
expression of ApTBL-1 (CREB-dependent?) that activates TGF-β, that, in turn, triggers a
cascade of events that result in increased neurotransmitter release. This cascade may resemble
that triggered by neurotrophins in hippocampal neurons (Kang and Schuman, 1996). It is
interesting to note that TGF-β triggers LTF without inducing long-term increases in neuronal
excitability or STF (Zhang et al., 1997) thus confirming the previous finding that these
two phases of sensitization are independent (Emptage and Carew, 1993; Mauelshagen et al.,
1996).
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6.2. POSSIBLE DOWNSTREAM TARGETS OF CREB IN MAMMALS
Many genes have been identified as potential target genes for CREB in mammals based on
the presence of CRE sites within their 5 -flanking region. CREB-mediated plasticity may be
ultimately mediated by any one, or a chorus, of these target genes. Although the precise
downstream targets of CREB that are essential for mediating synaptic plasticity remain
unknown, some studies have begun to evaluate the potential target genes. Two criteria should
be met in order for a gene to be a potential mediator of CREB-induced plasticity. First, the
gene should be regulated by CREB and second, the gene should be involved in synaptic
plasticity.
One set of potential downstream targets of CREB is the immediate-early genes. The
immediate-early genes, including Fos, Zif268 (also known as EGR1 and NGFI-A) and HZF-3
(also known as NURR1), contain CRE sites in their promoter regions and are transcriptionally
regulated by CREB (Berkowitz et al., 1989; Changelian et al., 1989; Sakamoto et al., 1991;
Saucedo-Cardenas et al., 1997). Furthermore, these genes are induced by neural stimulation
and behavioral experience (Nikolaev et al., 1992; Robertson, 1992; Dragunow, 1996; see also
Chapter VIII by Kaczmarek as well as Chapter XII by Leah and Wilce, this volume). The
immediate-early genes are thought to function as nuclear third messengers that mediate a
secondary cascade of transcription that leads to the delayed expression of effector proteins.
Fos is perhaps the most studied immediate-early gene in the central nervous system.
Expression of the c-fos gene is increased by manipulations that also induce LTM or
hippocampal LTP (Worley et al., 1991; Hess et al., 1995; Lanahan et al., 1997; Guzowski
et al., 2001). Similar to CREB, antisense against Fos blocks LTM, but STM, in several
behavioral tasks (Lamprecht and Dudai, 1996; Grimm et al., 1997; Morrow et al., 1999;
Tolliver et al., 2000).
A second well-studied immediate-early gene that may be a downstream target mediating
at least some of the synaptic plasticity effects of CREB is zif268. The levels of zif268 are
upregulated following LTP-inducing stimulation (Cole et al., 1989; Abraham et al., 1991;
Richardson et al., 1992). Furthermore, mutant mice lacking the zif268 gene show deficits in
L-LTP and LTM for a variety of learning tasks (Jones et al., 2001). Of particular interest is
the finding that, similar to the CREBαδ− mutant mice (Kogan et al., 1996), the spatial memory
deficits of the Zif268 mutant mice are rescued by spaced training (Jones et al., 2001).
Less is known about the role of the immediate-early gene, HZF-3, in plasticity. HZF-3
encodes a transcription factor that is a member of the nuclear hormone receptor superfamily
(Law et al., 1992; Mages et al., 1995; Peña de Ortiz and Jamieson, 1996). hzf-3 mRNA is
induced in the hippocampus during acquisition of a spatial discrimination task or induction of
mossy fiber-CA3 LTP (Onton et al., 1996; Peña de Ortiz et al., 2000). Furthermore, antisense
against hzf-3 infused into CA1 or CA3 regions of the hippocampus impairs retention of a
previously acquired spatial discrimination (Colón et al., 2000). Additional studies, perhaps
using inducible transgenic or knockout approaches, are required to further assess the potential
role of hzf-3 in CREB-dependent plasticity.
Recent studies show that CREB mediates the Ca2+ -dependent transcriptional activation
of brain-derived neurotrophic factor (BDNF), a gene with CRE sites in its promoter region
(Shieh et al., 1998; Tao et al., 1998). BDNF plays a critical role not only in neuronal
development but also neuronal plasticity including synaptic transmission and LTP. Therefore,
BDNF is a strong candidate for a CREB target that mediates some of the synaptic functions of
CREB.
Additional candidates for CREB-regulated effector proteins await identification and char349
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acterization. Studies combining genetically modified mice that are impaired in CREB function
and gene profiling techniques such as microarrays may be useful techniques to this end.

7. CONCLUSION
The findings reviewed here represent a significant advance in our understanding of memory
formation and plasticity. In a dizzying range of species, including Aplysia, Drosophila, song
birds, honey bees, mice and rats, CREB-dependent transcription has been shown to be crucial
for the formation of LTM. The studies reviewed above show that altering CREB function (with
pharmacology, antibodies, antisense, viral vectors, targeted and inducible genetic mutations)
effect LTM. The convergence of these results argues that CREB function is required for
memory formation. This extensive body of data also suggests that the levels of active CREB
are an important determinant of the amount and schedule of training required for the formation
of LTM; in general increases in CREB obviate spaced training, while decreases in the levels
of this transcription factor may be overcome by extended spaced training. Additionally,
these studies show that CREB may have a universal impact on memory formation. Tests
as diverse as olfactory conditioning in flies, fear conditioning, spatial memory, conditioned
taste aversion, social recognition and social transmission of food preferences in rodents
demonstrate the involvement of CREB in memory formation. Furthermore, the data reviewed
here also indicate that CREB plays a key role in synaptic plasticity such as LTP and
LTD. In addition, evidence was reviewed suggesting that CREB is important in structural
and functional plasticity in the cortex. This finding adds credence to the suggestion that
mechanisms important for development are recapitulated during learning. Overall, these
findings suggest that CREB has a highly conserved role in various types of plasticity.

8. ABBREVIATIONS
ApAF
ApUch
ATF
BDNF
C/EBP
CaM
CaMK
cAMP
CBP
CK
CRE
CREB
CREBIR
CREM
CS
CTA
E-LTP
ERK
GSK

Aplysia activating factor
Aplysia ubiquitin C-terminal hydrolase
activating transcription factor
brain-derived neurotrophic factor
CAAT/enhancer binding protein
calmodulin
calmodulin kinase
cyclic adenosine monophosphate
CREB binding protein
casein kinase
cAMP responsive elements
cAMP responsive element binding protein
CREB-inducible repressor
cAMP responsive element modulator
conditioned stimulus
conditioned taste aversion
early LTP
extracellular signal-related kinase
glycogen synthase kinase
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HAT
ICER
ITI
KID
LiCl
L-LTP
LTD
LTF
LTM
LTP
NGF
NMDAR
PKA
PKC
PP
STF
STM
TAM
TGF-β
Trk
US
WT
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histone acetyltransferase
inducible cAMP early repressor
intertrial interval
kinase-inducible domain
lithium chloride
late LTP
long-term depression
long-term facilitation
long-term memory
long-term potentiation
nerve growth factor
N-methyl-D-aspartate receptor
protein kinase A
protein kinase C
protein phosphatase
short-term facilitation
short-term memory
tamoxifen
transforming growth factor
tyrosine kinase
unconditioned stimulus
wild type

9. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
The authors wish to thank S. Kushner and P.W. Frankland for helpful comments on the
manuscript.

10. REFERENCES
Josselyn et al., 1999. Not in reference list.
Menzel, 1999. Not in reference list.
Abel T, Nguyen PV, Barad M, Deuel TA, Kandel ER, Bourtchouladze R (1997): Genetic demonstration of a role
for PKA in the late phase of LTP and in hippocampus-based long-term memory. Cell 88:615–626.
Abraham WC, Dragunow M, Tate WP (1991): The role of immediate early genes in the stabilization of long-term
potentiation. Mol Neurobiol 5:297–314.
Ahn S, Ginty DD, Linden DJ (1999): A late phase of cerebellar long-term depression requires activation of
CaMKIV and CREB. Neuron 23:559–568.
Alberini CM, Ghirardi M, Metz R, Kandel ER (1994): C/EBP is an immediate-early gene required for the
consolidation of long-term facilitation in Aplysia. Cell 76:1099–1114.
Arias J, Alberts A, Brindle P, Claret F, Smeal T, Karin M, Feramisco J, Montminy M (1994): Activation of cAMP
and mitogen responsive genes relies on a common nuclear factor. Nature 370:226–229.
Bacskai BJ, Hochner B, Mahaut SM, Adams SR, Kaang BK, Kandel ER, Tsien RY (1993): Spatially resolved
dynamics of cAMP and protein kinase A subunits in Aplysia sensory neurons. Science 260:222–226.
Bailey CH, Chen M (1988): Long-term memory in Aplysia modulates the total number of varicosities of single
identified sensory neurons. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 85:2373–2377.
Bailey CH, Montarolo P, Chen M, Kandel ER, Schacher S (1992): Inhibitors of protein and RNA synthesis block
structural changes that accompany long-term heterosynaptic plasticity in Aplysia. Neuron 9:749–758.

351

CICERO/GALAYAA B.V. / KACZMA13: pp. 329-361

? First two refs. were
in the text but not in
the ref. list. Please
provide these.

Ch. XIII

? Please check page
numbers

S.A. Josselyn et al.

Bannister AJ, Kouzarides T (1995): CBP-induced stimulation of c-Fos activity is abrogated by E1A. EMBO J
14:4758–4762.
Bannister AJ, Kouzarides T (1996): The CBP co-activator is a histone acetyltransferase. Nature 384:641–643.
Barad M, Bourtchouladze R, Winder DG, Golan H, Kandel E (1998): Rolipram, a type IV-specific phosphodiesterase inhibitor, facilitates the establishment of long-lasting long-term potentiation and improves memory. Proc
Natl Acad Sci USA 95:15020–15025.
Barela PB (1999): Theoretical mechanisms underlying the trial-spacing effect in Pavlovian fear conditioning. J Exp
Psychol: Anim Behav Process 25:177–193.
Barnes CA (1995): Involvement of LTP in memory: are we searching under the street light?. Neuron 15:751–754.
Barth AL, McKenna M, Glazewski S, Hill P, Impey S, Storm D, Fox K (2000): Upregulation of cAMP
response element-mediated gene expression during experience-dependent plasticity in adult neocortex. J Neurosci
20:4206–4216.
Bartsch D, Ghirardi M, Skehel PA, Karl KA, Herder SP, Chen M, Bailey CH, Kandel ER (1995): Aplysia CREB2
represses long-term facilitation: relief of repression converts transient facilitation into long-term functional and
structural change. Cell 83:979–992.
Bartsch D, Ghirardi M, Casadio A, Giustetto M, Karl KA, Zhu H, Kandel ER (2000): Enhancement of memoryrelated long-term facilitation by ApAF, a novel transcription factor that acts downstream from both CREB1 and
CREB2. Cell 103:595–608.
Bergold PJ, Beushausen SA, Sacktor TC, Cheley S, Bayley H, Schwartz JH (1992): A regulatory subunit of
the cAMP-dependent protein kinase down-regulated in aplysia sensory neurons during long-term sensitization.
Neuron 8:387–397.
Berkowitz LA, Riabowol KT, Gilman MZ (1989): Multiple sequence elements of a single functional class are
required for cyclic AMP responsiveness of the mouse c-fos promoter. Mol Cell Biol 9:4272–4281.
Bernier L, Castellucci VF, Kandel ER, Schwartz JH (1982): Facilitatory transmitter causes a selective and prolonged
increase in adenosine 3 :5 -monophosphate in sensory neurons mediating the gill and siphon withdrawal reflex in
Aplysia. J Neurosci 2:1682–1691.
Bito H, Deisseroth K, Tsien RW (1996): CREB phosphorylation and dephosphorylation: a Ca2+ - and stimulus
duration-dependent switch for hippocampal gene expression. Cell 87:1203–1214.
Bitterman ME, Menzel R, Fietz A, Schafer S (1983): Classical conditioning of proboscis extension in honeybees
(Apis mellifera). J Comp Psychol 97:107–119.
Blendy JA, Kaestner KH, Schmid W, Gass P, Schutz G (1996): Targeting of the CREB gene leads to up-regulation
of a novel CREB mRNA isoform. EMBO J 15:1098–1106.
Blenis J, Chung J, Erikson E, Alcorta DA, Erikson RL (1991): Distinct mechanisms for the activation of the
RSK kinases/MAP2 kinase/pp90rsk and pp70-S6 kinase signaling systems are indicated by inhibition of protein
synthesis. Cell Growth Differ 2:279–285.
Bliss TV, Collingridge GL (1993): A synaptic model of memory: long-term potentiation in the hippocampus.
Nature 361:31–39.
Bonni A, Ginty DD, Dudek H, Greenberg ME (1995): Serine 133-phosphorylated CREB induces transcription via
a cooperative mechanism that may confer specificity to neurotrophin signals. Mol Cell Neurosci 6:168–183.
Bourtchuladze R, Frenguelli B, Blendy J, Cioffi D, Schutz G, Silva AJ (1994): Deficient long-term memory in mice
with a targeted mutation of the cAMP-responsive element-binding protein. Cell 79:59–68.
Bourtchouladze R, Abel T, Berman N, Gordon R, Lapidus K, Kandel ER (1998): Different training procedures
recruit either one or two critical periods for contextual memory consolidation, each of which requires protein
synthesis and PKA. Learn Mem 5:365–374.
Brindle PK, Montminy MR (1992): The CREB family of transcription activators. Curr Opin Genet Dev 2:199–204.
Bugelski BR (1962): Presentation time, total time, and mediation in paired associate learning. J Exp Psychol
63:25–29.
Bullock BP, Habener JF (1998): Phosphorylation of the cAMP response element binding protein CREB by cAMPdependent protein kinase A and glycogen synthase kinase-3 alters DNA-binding affinity, conformation, and
increases net charge. Biochemistry 37:3795–3809.
Bunsey M, Eichenbaum H (1995): Selective damage to the hippocampal region blocks long-term retention of a
natural and nonspatial stimulus–stimulus association. Hippocampus 5:546–556.
Buonomano DV, Byrne JH (1990): Long-term synaptic changes produced by a cellular analog of classical
conditioning in Aplysia. Science 249:420–423.
Buonomano DV, Merzenich MM (1998): Cortical plasticity: from synapses to maps. Annu Rev Neurosci 21:149–
186.

352

CICERO/GALAYAA B.V. / KACZMA13: pp. 329-361

CREB, plasticity and memory

Ch. XIII

Byers D, Davis RL, Kiger Jr. JA (1981): Defect in cyclic AMP phosphodiesterase due to the dunce mutation of
learning in Drosophila melanogaster. Nature 289:79–81.
Byrne JH (1987): Cellular analysis of associative learning. Physiol Rev 67:329–439.
Byrne JH, Zwartjes R, Homayouni R, Critz SD, Eskin, A (1993): Roles of second messenger pathways in neuronal
plasticity and in learning and memory. Insights gained from Aplysia. In: Nairn S (Ed), Advances in Second
Messenger and Phosphoprotein Research. New York: Raven Press Ltd, Vol 27, pp 47–108.
Carew TJ, Kandel ER (1973): Acquisition and retention of long-term habituation in Aplysia: correlation of
behavioral and cellular processes. Science 182:1158–1160.
Carew TJ, Castellucci VF, Kandel ER (1971): An analysis of dishabituation and sensitization of the gill-withdrawal
reflex in Aplysia. Int J Neurosci 2:79–98.
Carew TJ, Pinsker HM, Kandel ER (1972): Long-term habituation of a defensive withdrawal reflex in Aplysia.
Science 175:451–454.
Carew TJ, Menzel R, Shatz C. (1998): Points of contact between development and learning. In: Carew TJ, Menze
R, Shatz C (Eds), Mechanistic Relationship between Development and Learning. Chichester: Wiley, pp 1–14.
Casadio A, Martin KC, Giustetto M, Zhu H, Chen M, Bartsch D, Bailey CH, Kandel ER (1999): A transient,
neuron-wide form of CREB-mediated long-term facilitation can be stabilized at specific synapses by local protein
synthesis. Cell 99:221–237.
Castellucci VF, Kandel ER, Schwartz JH, Wilson FD, Nairn AC, Greengard P (1980): Intracellular injection of the
catalytic subunit of cyclic AMP-dependent protein kinase simulates facilitation of transmitter release underlying
behavioral sensitization in Aplysia. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 77:7492–7496.
Changelian PS, Feng P, King TC, Milbrandt J (1989): Structure of the NGFI-A gene and detection of upstream
sequences responsible for its transcriptional induction by nerve growth factor. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 86:377–
381.
Chapman PF (2001): The diversity of synaptic plasticity. Nat Neurosci 4:556–558.
Chawla S, Hardingham GE, Quinn DR, Bading H (1998): CBP: a signal-regulated transcriptional coactivator
controlled by nuclear calcium and CaM kinase IV. Science 281:1505–1509.
Chen RH, Sarnecki C, Blenis J (1992): Nuclear localization and regulation of erk- and rsk-encoded protein kinases.
Mol Cell Biol 12:915–927.
Chew SJ, Mello C, Nottebohm F, Jarvis E, Vicario DS (1995): Decrements in auditory responses to a repeated
conspecific song are long-lasting and require two periods of protein synthesis in the songbird forebrain. Proc
Natl Acad Sci USA 92:3406–3410.
Cho Y, Friedman E, Silva A (1999): Ibotenate lesions of the hippocampus impair spatial learning but not contextual
fear conditioning in mice. Behav Brain Res 98:77–87.
Chrivia JC, Kwok RPS, Lamb N, Hagiwara M, Montminy MR, Goodman RH (1993): Phosphorylated CREB binds
specifically to the nuclear protein CBP. Nature 365:855–859.
Cleary LJ, Lee WL, Byrne JH (1998): Cellular correlates of long-term sensitization in Aplysia. J Neurosci
18:5988–5998.
Cole AJ, Saffen DW, Baraban JM, Worley PF (1989): Rapid increase of an immediate early gene messenger RNA
in hippocampal neurons by synaptic NMDA receptor activation. Nature 340:474–476.
Cole TJ, Copeland NG, Gilbert DJ, Jenkins NA, Schutz G, Ruppert S (1992): The mouse CREB (cAMP responsive
element binding protein) gene: structure, promoter analysis, and chromosomal localization. Genomics 13:974–
982.
Colón W, Colón M, Ren K, Carrasquillo Y, Santos I, Peña de Ortiz S (2000): Transcription and recombination
mechanisms for spatial learning. Soc Neurosci Abstr 26:1747.
Comb M, Birnberg NC, Seasholtz A, Herbert E, Goodman HM (1986): A cyclic AMP- and phorbol ester-inducible
DNA element. Nature 323:353–356.
Cooper EH, Pantle AJ (1967): The Total-Time Hypothesis in Verbal Learning. Psychol Bull 68:25–29.
Danielian PS, White R, Hoare SA, Fawell SE, Parker MG (1993): Identification of residues in the estrogen receptor
that confer differential sensitivity to estrogen and hydroxytamoxifen. Mol Endocrinol 7:232–240.
Dash PK, Hochner B, Kandel ER (1990): Injection of the cAMP-responsive element into the nucleus of Aplysia
sensory neurons blocks long-term facilitation. Nature 345:718–721.
Dash PK, Karl KA, Colicos MA, Prywes R, Kandel ER (1991): cAMP response element-binding protein is
activated by Ca2+ /calmodulin- as well as cAMP-dependent protein kinase. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 88:5061–
5065.
Davis HP, Squire LR (1984): Protein synthesis and memory. Psychol Bull 96:518–559.
Davis M (1992): The role of the amygdala in fear-potentiated startle: implications for animal models of anxiety.
Trends Pharmacol Sci 13:35–41.

353

CICERO/GALAYAA B.V. / KACZMA13: pp. 329-361

Ch. XIII

S.A. Josselyn et al.

Davis S, Vanhoutte P, Pages C, Caboche J, Laroche S (2000): The MAPK/ERK cascade targets both Elk-1 and
cAMP response element-binding protein to control long-term potentiation-dependent gene expression in the
dentate gyrus in vivo. J Neurosci 20:4563–4572.
De Cesare D, Jacquot S, Hanauer A, Sassone-Corsi P (1998): Rsk-2 activity is necessary for epidermal growth
factor-induced phosphorylation of CREB protein and transcription of c-fos gene. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA
95:12202–12207.
Deak M, Clifton AD, Lucocq LM, Alessi DR (1998): Mitogen- and stress-activated protein kinase-1 (MSK1) is
directly activated by MAPK and SAPK2/p38, and may mediate activation of CREB. EMBO J 17:4426–4441.
Deisseroth K, Bito H, Tsien RW (1996): Signaling from synapse to nucleus: postsynaptic CREB phosphorylation
during multiple forms of hippocampal synaptic plasticity. Neuron 16:89–101.
Deisseroth K, Heist EK, Tsien RW (1998): Translocation of calmodulin to the nucleus supports CREB phosphorylation in hippocampal neurons. Nature 392:198–202.
Ding C, Lee YL, Davis M (1998): Role of PKA and CaM kinases in fear conditioning assessed with fearpotentiated startle using local infusion of Rp-8-Br-cAMP, KN-62, or KN-93 into the amygdala. Soc Neurosci
Abstr 24:926.
Dragunow M (1996): A role for immediate-early transcription factors in learning and memory. Behav Genet
26:293–299.
Ebbinghaus, H. (1885): Uber das Gedachtnis. New York: Dover.
Emptage NJ, Carew TJ (1993): Long-term synaptic facilitation in the absence of short-term facilitation in Aplysia
neurons. Science 262:253–256.
Enslen H, Sun P, Brickey D, Soderling SH, Klamo E, Soderling TR (1994): Characterization of Ca2+ /calmodulindependent protein kinase IV. Role in transcriptional regulation. J Biol Chem 269:15520–15527.
Ewing MF, Larew MB, Wagner AR (1985): Distribution-of-trials effects in Pavlovian conditioning: An apparent
involvement of inhibitory backward conditioning with short intertrial intervals. J Exp Psychol: Anim Behav
Process 11:38–58.
Falls WA, Kogan JH, Silva AJ, Willott JF, Carlson S, Turner JG (2000): Fear-potentiated startle, but not prepulse
inhibition of startle, is impaired in CREBαδ−/− mutant mice. Behav Neurosci 114:998–1004.
Fanselow MS, Kim JJ (1994): Acquisition of contextual Pavlovian fear conditioning is blocked by application of an
NMDA receptor antagonist D,L-2-amino-5-phosphonovaleric acid to the basolateral amygdala. Behav Neurosci
108:210–212.
Fanselow MS, LeDoux JE (1999): Why we think plasticity underlying Pavlovian fear conditioning occurs in the
basolateral amygdala. Neuron 23:229–232.
Fanselow MS, Tighe TJ (1988): Contextual conditioning with massed versus distributed unconditional stimuli in
the absence of explicit conditional stimuli. J Exp Psychol: Anim Behav Process 14:187–199.
Feil R, Brocard J, Mascrez B, LeMeur M, Metzger D, Chambon P (1996): Ligand-activated site specific
recombination in mice. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 93:10887–10890.
Fiala A, Müller U, Menzel R (1999): Reversible downregulation of protein kinase A during olfactory learning
using antisense technique impairs long-term memory formation in the honeybee, Apis mellifera. J Neurosci
19:10125–10134.
Fields RD, Eshete F, Stevens B, Itoh K (1997): Action potential-dependent regulation of gene expression: temporal
specificity in Ca2+ , cAMP-responsive element binding proteins, and mitogen-activated protein kinase signaling.
J Neurosci 17:7252–7266.
Fimia GM, De Cesare D, Sassone-Corsi P (1999): CBP-independent activation of CREM and CREB by the
LIM-only protein ACT. Nature 398:165–169.
Finkbeiner S, Tavazoie SF, Maloratsky A, Jacobs KM, Harris KM, Greenberg ME (1997): CREB: a major mediator
of neuronal neurotrophin responses. Neuron 19:1031–1047.
Fiol CJ, Williams JS, Chou CH, Wang QM, Roach PJ, Andrisani OM (1994): A secondary phosphorylation of
CREB341 at Ser129 is required for the cAMP-mediated control of gene expression. A role for glycogen synthase
kinase-3 in the control of gene expression. J Biol Chem 269:32187–32193.
Foulkes NS, Borrelli E, Sassone-Corsi P (1991): CREM gene: use of alternative DNA-binding domains generates
multiple antagonists of cAMP-induced transcription. Cell 64:739–749.
Foulkes NS, Mellstrom B, Benusiglio E, Sassone-Corsi P (1992): Developmental switch of CREM function during
spermatogenesis: from antagonist to activator. Nature 355:80–84.
Fox K (1992): A critical period for experience-dependent synaptic plasticity in rat barrel cortex. J Neurosci
12:1826–1838.
Frankland PW, Cestari V, Filipkowski RW, McDonald RJ, Silva AJ (1998): the dorsal hippocampus is essential for
complex discrimination but not for contextual conditioning. Behav Neurosci 112:863–874.

354

CICERO/GALAYAA B.V. / KACZMA13: pp. 329-361

CREB, plasticity and memory

Ch. XIII

Freudenthal R, Locatelli F, Hermitte G, Maldonado H, Lafourcade C, Delorenzi A, Romano A (1998): KappaB like DNA-binding activity is enhanced after spaced training that induces long-term memory in the crab
Chasmagnathus. Neurosci Lett 242:143–146.
Frey U, Krug M, Reymann KG, Matthies H (1988): Anisomycin, an inhibitor of protein synthesis, blocks late
phases of LTP phenomena in the hippocampal CA1 region in vitro. Brain Res 452:57–65.
Frey U, Huang YY, Kandel ER (1993): Effects of cAMP simulate a late stage of LTP in hippocampal CA1 neurons.
Science 260:1661–1664.
Frost WN, Castellucci VF, Hawkins RD, Kandel ER (1985): Monosynaptic connections made by the sensory
neurons of the gill- and siphon-withdrawal reflex in Aplysia participate in the storage of long-term memory for
sensitization. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 82:8266–8269.
Galef Jr. BG, Wigmore SW (1983): Transfer of information concerning distant foods: a laboratory investigation of
the ‘information-centre’ hypothesis. Anim Behav 31:748–758.
Galef Jr. BG, Mason JR, Preti G, Bean NJ (1988): Carbon disulfide: a semiochemical mediating socially induced
diet choice in rats. Physiol Behav 42:119–124.
Gewirtz JC, Josselyn SA, Walker DL, Davis M (1998): Inhibition of protein synthesis in the amygdala blocks
acquisition of fear potentiated startle, even after pretraining with a different cue: A test of the ‘synaptic tagging’
hypothesis. Soc Neurosci Abstr 24:926.
Glanzman DL, Mackey SL, Hawkins RD, Dyke AM, Lloyd PE, Kandel ER (1989): Depletion of serotonin in the
nervous system of Aplysia reduces the behavioral enhancement of gill withdrawal as well as the heterosynaptic
facilitation produced by tail shock. J Neurosci 9:4200–4213.
Glanzman DL, Kandel ER, Schacher S (1990): Target-dependent structural changes accompanying long-term
synaptic facilitation in Aplysia neurons. Science 249:799–802.
Glazewski S, Fox K (1996): Time course of experience-dependent synaptic potentiation and depression in barrel
cortex of adolescent rats. J Neurophysiol 75:1714–1729.
Glazewski S, Barth AL, Wallace H, McKenna M, Silva A, Fox K (1999): Impaired experience-dependent plasticity
in barrel cortex of mice lacking the alpha and delta isoforms of CREB. Cereb Cortex 9:249–256.
Goelet P, Castellucci VF, Schacher S, Kandel E (1986): The long and short of long-term memory — a molecular
framework. Nature 322:419–422.
Gonzalez GA, Montminy MR (1989): Cyclic AMP stimulates somatostatin gene transcription by phosphorylation
of CREB at serine 133. Cell 59:675–680.
Gonzalez GA, Yamamoto KK, Fischer WH, Karr D, Menzel P, Biggs WD, Vale WW, Montminy MR (1989): A
cluster of phosphorylation sites on the cyclic AMP-regulated nuclear factor CREB predicted by its sequence.
Nature 337:749–752.
Gordon JA, Cioffi D, Silva AJ, Stryker MP (1996): Deficient plasticity in the primary visual cortex of alphacalcium/calmodulin-dependent protein kinase II mutant mice. Neuron 17:491–499.
Grimm R, Schicknick H, Riede I, Gundelfinger ED, Herdegen T, Zuschratter W, Tischmeyer W (1997): Suppression
of c-fos induction in rat brain impairs retention of a brightness discrimination reaction. Learn Mem 3:402–413.
Grunbaum L, Müller U (1998): Induction of a specific olfactory memory leads to a long-lasting activation of
protein kinase C in the antennal lobe of the honeybee. J Neurosci 18:4384–4392.
Guzowski JF, McGaugh JL (1997): Antisense oligodeoxynucleotide-mediated disruption of hippocampal cAMP
response element binding protein levels impairs consolidation of memory for water maze training. Proc Natl
Acad Sci USA 94:2693–2698.
Guzowski JF, Setlow B, Wagner EK, McGaugh JL (2001): Experience-dependent gene expression in the rat
hippocampus after spatial learning: a comparison of the immediate-early genes arc, c-fos, and zif268. J Neurosci
21:5089–5098.
Hagiwara M, Alberts A, Brindle P, Meinkoth J, Feramisco J, Deng T, Karin M, Shenolikar S, Montminy M (1992):
Transcriptional attenuation following cAMP induction requires PP-1-mediated dephosphorylation of CREB. Cell
70:105–113.
Hagiwara M, Brindle P, Harootunian A, Armstrong R, Rivier J, Vale W, Tsien R, Montminy MR (1993): Coupling
of hormonal stimulation and transcription via the cyclic AMP-responsive factor CREB is rate limited by nuclear
entry of protein kinase A. Mol Cell Biol 13:4852–4859.
Hai T, Curran T (1991): Cross-family dimerization of transcription factors Fos/Jun and ATF/CREB alters DNA
binding specificity. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 88:3720–3724.
Hai T, Liu F, Coukos W, Green M (1989): Transcription factor ATF cDNA clones: an extensive family of leucine
zipper proteins able to selectively form DNA-binding heterodimers. Genes Dev 3:2083–2090.
Hammer M, Menzel R (1995): Learning and memory in the honeybee. J Neurosci 15:1617–1630.

355

CICERO/GALAYAA B.V. / KACZMA13: pp. 329-361

Ch. XIII

S.A. Josselyn et al.

Hand PJ (1982): Plasticity of the rat cortical barrel system. In: Strick P, Morrison AD (Ed), Changing Concepts of
the Nervous System. New York: Academic Press, pp 49–75.
Hardingham GE, Chawla S, Johnson CM, Bading H (1997): Distinct functions of nuclear and cytoplasmic calcium
in the control of gene expression. Nature 385:260–265.
Hardingham GE, Chawla S, Cruzalegui FH, Bading H (1999): Control of recruitment and transcription-activating
function of CBP determines gene regulation by NMDA receptors and L-type calcium channels. Neuron 22:789–
798.
Hardingham GE, Arnold FJ, Bading H (2001): Nuclear calcium signaling controls CREB-mediated gene expression
triggered by synaptic activity. Nat Neurosci 4:261–267.
Hebb DO (1949): Organization of Behavior. New York: Wiley.
Hegde AN, Inokuchi K, Pei W, Casadio A, Ghirardi M, Chain DG, Martin KC, Kandel ER, Schwartz JH (1997):
Ubiquitin C-terminal hydrolase is an immediate-early gene essential for long-term facilitation in Aplysia. Cell
89:115–126.
Hess US, Lynch G, Gall CM (1995): Changes in c-fos mRNA expression in rat brain during odor discrimination
learning: differential involvement of hippocampal subfields CA1 and CA3. J Neurosci 15:4786–4795.
Ho N, Liauw JA, Blaeser F, Wei F, Hanissian S, Muglia LM, Wozniak DF, Nardi A, Arvin KL, Holtzman DM,
Linden DJ, Zhuo M, Muglia LJ, Chatila TA (2000): Impaired synaptic plasticity and cAMP response elementbinding protein activation in Ca2+ /calmodulin-dependent protein kinase type IV/Gr-deficient mice. J Neurosci
20:6459–6472.
Hoeffler JP, Meyer TE, Yun Y, Jameson JL, Habener JF (1988): Cyclic AMP-responsive DNA-binding protein:
structure based on a cloned placental cDNA. Science 242:1430–1433.
Hoeffler JP, Meyer TE, Waeber G, Habener JF (1990): Multiple adenosine 3 ,5 -cyclic monophosphate response
element DNA-binding proteins generated by gene diversification and alternative exon splicing. Mol Endocrinol
4:920–930.
Hoeffler JP, Lustbader JW, Chen CY (1991): Identification of multiple nuclear factors that interact with cyclic
adenosine 3 ,5 -monophosphate response element-binding protein and activating transcription factor-2 by protein–
protein interactions. Mol Endocrinol 5:256–266.
Hu SC, Chrivia J, Ghosh A (1999): Regulation of CBP-mediated transcription by neuronal calcium signaling.
Neuron 22:799–808.
Huang YY, Kandel ER (1994): Recruitment of long-lasting and protein kinase A-dependent long-term potentiation
in the CA1 region of hippocampus requires repeated tetanization. Learn Mem 1:74–82.
Huang YY, Nguyen PV, Abel T, Kandel ER (1996): Long lasting forms of synaptic potentiation in the mammalian
hippocampus. Learn Mem 3:74–85.
Huang YY, Martin KC, Kandel ER (2000): Both protein kinase A and mitogen-activated protein kinase are required
in the amygdala for the macromolecular synthesis-dependent late phase of long-term potentiation. J Neurosci
20:6317–6325.
Hubel DH, Wiesel TN (1998): Early exploration of the visual cortex. Neuron 20:401–412.
Hummler E, Cole TJ, Blendy JA, Ganss R, Aguzzi A, Schmid W, Beermann F, Schutz G (1994): Targeted mutation
of the cAMP response element binding protein (CREB) gene: compensation within the CREB/ATF family of
transcription factors. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 91:5647–5651.
Hurst HC, Totty NF, Jones NC (1991): Identification and functional characterisation of the cellular activating
transcription factor 43 (ATF-43) protein. Nucleic Acids Res 19:4601–4609.
Impey S, Mark M, Villacres EC, Poser S, Chavkin C, Storm DR (1996): Induction of CRE-mediated gene
expression by stimuli that generate long-lasting LTP in area CA1 of the hippocampus. Neuron 16:973–982.
Impey S, Obrietan K, Wong ST, Poser S, Yano S, Wayman G, Deloulme JC, Chan G, Storm DR (1998a): Cross
talk between ERK and PKA is required for Ca2+ stimulation of CREB-dependent transcription and ERK nuclear
translocation. Neuron 21:869–883.
Impey S, Smith DM, Obrietan K, Donahue R, Wade C, Storm DR (1998b): Stimulation of cAMP response element
(CRE)-mediated transcription during contextual learning. Nat Neurosci 1:595–601.
Jiang YH, Armstrong D, Albrecht U, Atkins CM, Noebels JL, Eichele G, Sweatt JD, Beaudet AL (1998): Mutation
of the Angelman ubiquitin ligase in mice causes increased cytoplasmic p53 and deficits of contextual learning
and long-term potentiation. Neuron 21:799–811.
Jones MW, Errington ML, French PJ, Fine A, Bliss TV, Garel S, Charnay P, Bozon B, Laroche S, Davis S (2001):
A requirement for the immediate early gene Zif268 in the expression of late LTP and long-term memories. Nat
Neurosci 4:289–296.
Josselyn SA, Shi C, Carlezon Jr. WA, Neve RL, Nestler EJ, Davis M (2001): Long-term memory is facilitated by
cAMP response element-binding protein overexpression in the amygdala. J Neurosci 21:2404–2412.

356

CICERO/GALAYAA B.V. / KACZMA13: pp. 329-361

CREB, plasticity and memory

Ch. XIII

Kaang BK, Kandel ER, Grant SG (1993): Activation of cAMP-responsive genes by stimuli that produce long-term
facilitation in Aplysia sensory neurons. Neuron 10:427–435.
Kamei Y, Xu L, Heinzel T, Torchia J, Kurokawa R, Gloss B, Lin SC, Heyman RA, Rose DW, Glass CK, Rosenfeld
MG (1996): A CBP integrator complex mediates transcriptional activation and AP-1 inhibition by nuclear
receptors. Cell 85:403–414.
Kandel ER, Schwartz JH (1982): Molecular biology of learning: Modulation of transmitter release. Science
218:433–443.
Kandel ER, Klein M, Bailey CH, Hawkins RD, Castellucci VF, Lubit BW, Schwartz JH (1981): Serotonin, cyclic
AMP, and the modulation of the calcium current during behavioral arousal. In: Jacobs BL, Gelperin A (Eds),
Serotonin Neurotransmission and Behavior. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, pp 211–254.
Kang H, Schuman EM (1996): A requirement for local protein synthesis in neurotrophin-induced hippocampal
synaptic plasticity. Science 273:1402–1406.
Karpinski BA, Morle GD, Huggenvik J, Uhler MD, Leiden JM (1992): Molecular cloning of human CREB-2: an
ATF/CREB transcription factor that can negatively regulate transcription from the cAMP response element. Proc
Natl Acad Sci USA 89:4820–4824.
Kerppola T, Curran T (1995): Transcription. Zen and the art of Fos and Jun. Nature 373:199–200.
Kogan JH, Frankland PW, Blendy JA, Coblentz J, Marowitz Z, Schutz G, Silva AJ (1996): Spaced training induces
normal long-term memory in CREB mutant mice. Curr Biol 7:1–11.
Kogan JH, Frankland PW, Silva AJ (2000): Long-term memory underlying hippocampus-dependent social recognition in mice. Hippocampus 10:47–56.
Kouzarides T (1999): Histone acetylases and deacetylases in cell proliferation. Curr Opin Genet Dev 9:40–48.
Kwok RPS, Lundblad J, Chrivia J, Richards J, Bachinger H, Brennan R, Roberts S, Green M, Goodman R (1994):
Nuclear protein CBP is a coactivator for the transcription factor CREB. Nature 370:223–226.
Lamprecht R, Dudai Y (1996): Transient expression of c-fos in rat amygdala during training is required for
encoding conditioned taste aversion memory. Learn Mem 3:31–41.
Lamprecht R, Hazvi S, Dudai Y (1997): cAMP response element-binding protein in the amygdala is required for
long- but not short-term conditioned taste aversion memory. J Neurosci 17:8443–8450.
Lanahan A, Lyford G, Stevenson GS, Worley PF, Barnes CA (1997): Selective alteration of long-term potentiationinduced transcriptional response in hippocampus of aged, memory-impaired rats. J Neurosci 17:2876–2885.
Laoide BM, Foulkes NS, Schlotter F, Sassone-Corsi P (1993): The functional versatility of CREM is determined by
its modular structure. EMBO J 12:1179–1191.
Law SW, Conneely OM, DeMayo FJ, O’Malley BW (1992): Identification of a new brain-specific transcription
factor, Nurr1. Mol Endocrinol 6:2129–2135.
LeDoux JE (1992): Brain mechanisms of emotion and emotional learning. Curr Biol 2:191–197.
LeDoux JE (2000): Emotion circuits in the brain. Annu Rev Neurosci 23:155–184.
Lee EHY, Lee CP, Wang HI, Lin WR (1993): Hippocampal CRF, NE, and NMDA system interactions in memory
processing in the rat. Synapse 14:144–153.
Levin LR, Han PL, Hwang PM, Feinstein PG, Davis RL, Reed RR (1992): The Drosophila learning and memory
gene rutabaga encodes a Ca2+ /Calmodulin-responsive adenylyl cyclase. Cell 68:479–489.
Linden DJ, Connor JA (1995): Long-term synaptic depression. Annu Rev Neurosci 18:319–357.
Liu FC, Graybiel AM (1996): Spatiotemporal dynamics of CREB phosphorylation: transient versus sustained
phosphorylation in the developing striatum. Neuron 17:1133–1144.
Liu QR, Hattar S, Endo S, MacPhee K, Zhang H, Cleary LJ, Byrne JH, Eskin A (1997): A developmental gene
(tolloid/BMP-1) is regulated in Aplysia neurons by treatments that induce long term sensitization. J Neurosci
17:755–765.
Logie C, Stewart AF (1995): Ligand-regulated site-specific recombination. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 92:5940–5964.
Loriaux MM, Brennan RG, Goodman RH (1994a): Modulatory function of CREB. CREM alpha heterodimers
depends upon CREM alpha phosphorylation. J Biol Chem 69:28839–28843.
Loriaux MM, Rehfuss RP, Brennan RG, Goodman RH (1994b): Engineered leucine zippers show that hemiphosphorylated CREB complexes are transcriptionally active. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 90:9046–9050.
Lu YF, Kandel ER, Hawkins RD (1999): Nitric oxide signaling contributes to late-phase LTP and CREB
phosphorylation in the hippocampus. J Neurosci 19:10250–10261.
Mages HW, Rilke O, Bravo R, Senger G, Kroczek RA (1995): NOT, a human immediate-early response gene
closely related to the steroid/thyroid hormone receptor NAK1/TR3. Mol Endocrinol 8:1583–1591.
Malenka RC (1994): Synaptic plasticity in the hippocampus: LTP and LTD. Cell 78:535–538.
Maren S, Baudry M (1995): Properties and mechanisms of long-term synaptic plasticity in the mammalian brain:
relationships to learning and memory. Neurobiol Learn Mem 63:1–18.

357

CICERO/GALAYAA B.V. / KACZMA13: pp. 329-361

Ch. XIII

? Menzel et al., 1996
not found in the text.
Remove?

S.A. Josselyn et al.

Martin KC, Casadio A, Zhu HEY, Rose JC, Chen M, Bailey CH, Kandel ER (1997): Synapse-specific, long-term
facilitation of aplysia sensory to motor synapses: a function for local protein synthesis in memory storage. Cell
91:927–938.
Matthews RP, Guthrie CR, Wailes LM, Zhao X, Means AR, McKnight GS (1994): Calcium/calmodulin-dependent
protein kinase types II and IV differentially regulate CREB-dependent gene expression. Mol Cell Biol 14:6107–
6116.
Matthies H (1989): In search of cellular mechanisms of memory. Prog Neurobiol 32:277–349.
Matthies H, Schulz S, Thiemann W, Siemer H, Schmidt H, Krug M, Hollt V (1997): Design of a multiple slice
interface chamber and application for resolving the temporal pattern of CREB phosphorylation in hippocampal
long-term potentiation. J Neurosci Methods 78:173–179.
Mauelshagen J, Parker GR, Carew TJ (1996): Dynamics of induction and expression of long-term synaptic
facilitation in Aplysia. J Neurosci 16:7099–7108.
Mauelshagen J, Sherff CM, Carew TJ (1998): Differential induction of long-term synaptic facilitation by spaced
and massed applications of serotonin at sensory neuron synapses of Aplysia californica. Learn Mem 5:49–52.
Mayford M, Baranes D, Podsypanina K, Kandel ER (1996): The 3 -untranslated region of CaMKII alpha is a
cis-acting signal for the localization and translation of mRNA in dendrites. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 93:13250–
13255.
McLean JH, Harley CW, Darby-King A, Yuan Q (1999): pCREB in the neonate rat olfactory bulb is selectively and
transiently increased by odor preference-conditioned training. Learn Mem 6:608–618.
Menzel R, Müller U (1996): Learning and memory in honeybees: from behavior to neural substrates. Annu Rev
Neurosci 19:379–404.
Menzel R, Hammer M, Müller U, Rosenboom H (1996): Behavioral, neural and cellular components underlying
olfactory learning in the honeybee. J Physiol, Paris 90:395–398.
Mercer AR, Emptage NJ, Carew TJ (1991): Pharmacological dissociation of modulatory effects of serotonin in
Aplysia sensory neurons. Science 54:1811–1813.
Molina CA, Foulkes NS, Lalli E, Sassone-Corsi P (1993): Inducibility and negative autoregulation of CREM: an
alternative promoter directs the expression of ICER, an early response repressor. Cell 75:875–886.
Montarolo PG, Goelet P, Castelucci VF, Morgan J, Kandel ER, Schacher S (1986): A critical period for
macromolecular synthesis in long-term heterosynaptic facilitation in Aplysia. Science 234:1249–1254.
Montminy MR, Bilezikjian LM (1987): Binding of a nuclear protein to the cyclic-AMP response element of the
somatostatin gene. Nature 328:175–178.
Montminy MR, Sevarino KA, Wagner JA, Mandel G, Goodman RH (1986): Identification of a cyclic-AMPresponsive element within the rat somatostatin gene. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 83:6682–6686.
Moore AN, Waxham MN, Dash PK (1996): Neuronal activity increases the phosphorylation of the transcription
factor cAMP response element-binding protein (CREB) in rat hippocampus and cortex. J Biol Chem 271:14214–
14220.
Morris RGM (1981): Spatial localization does not require the presence of local cues. Learn Motiv 12:239–260.
Morris RGM, Garrud P, Rawlins JNP, O’Keefe J (1982): Place navigation impaired in rats with hippocampal
lesions. Nature 297:681–683.
Morrow BA, Elsworth JD, Inglis FM, Roth RH (1999): An antisense oligonucleotide reverses the footshock-induced
expression of fos in the rat medial prefrontal cortex and the subsequent expression of conditioned fear-induced
immobility. J Neurosci 19:5666–5673.
Müller U (1996): Inhibition of nitric oxide synthase impairs a distinct form of long-term memory in the honeybee,
Apis mellifera. Neuron 16:541–549.
Müller U (2000): Prolonged activation of cAMP-dependent protein kinase during conditioning induces long-term
memory in honeybees. Neuron 27:159–168.
Nakajima T, Uchida C, Anderson SF, Lee CG, Hurwitz J, Parvin JD, Montminy M (1997a): RNA helicase A
mediates association of CBP with RNA polymerase II. Cell 90:1107–1112.
Nakajima T, Uchida C, Anderson SF, Parvin JD, Montminy M (1997b): Analysis of a cAMP-responsive activator
reveals a two-component mechanism for transcriptional induction via signal-dependent factors. Genes Dev
11:738–747.
Nazif FA, Byrne JH, Cleary LJ (1991): cAMP induces long-term morphological changes in sensory neurons of
Aplysia. Brain Res 539:324–327.
Nguyen PV, Abel T, Kandel ER (1994): Requirement of a critical period of transcription for induction of a late
phase of LTP. Science 265:1104–1107.
Nikolaev E, Kaminska B, Tischmeyer W, Matthies H, Kaczmarek L (1992): Induction of expression of genes
encoding transcription factors in the rat brain elicited by behavioral training. Brain Res Bull 28:479–484.

358

CICERO/GALAYAA B.V. / KACZMA13: pp. 329-361

CREB, plasticity and memory

Ch. XIII

Nordheim A (1994): Transcription factors. CREB takes CBP to tango. Nature 370:177–178.
Ogryzko VV, Schiltz RL, Russanova V, Howard BH, Nakatani Y (1996): The transcriptional coactivators p300 and
CBP are histone acetyltransferases. Cell 87:953–959.
Onton JA, Peña de Ortiz S, Reyes JA, Vallejos CR, Barea-Rodriguez EJ, Martinez Jr. JL (1996): HZF-3 is an
immediate-early gene in mossy fiber LTP and is induced by training in the Morris water maze. Soc Neurosci
Abstr 22:1515.
Parker D, Jhala US, Radhakrishnan I, Yaffe MB, Reyes C, Shulman AI, Cantley LC, Wright PE, Montminy
M (1998): Analysis of an activator : coactivator complex reveals an essential role for secondary structure in
transcriptional activation. Mol Cell 2:353–359.
Peña de Ortiz S, Jamieson GA (1996): HZF-3, an immediate-early orphan receptor homologous to NURR1/NOT:
induction upon membrane depolarization and seizures. Mol Brain Res 38:1–13.
Peña de Ortiz S, Maldonado-Vlaar CS, Carrasquillo Y (2000): Hippocampal expression of the orphan nuclear
receptor gene hzf-3/nurr1 during spatial discrimination learning. Neurobiol Learn Mem 74:161–171.
Pham TA, Impey S, Storm DR, Stryker MP (1999): CRE-mediated gene transcription in neocortical neuronal
plasticity during the developmental critical period. Neuron 22:63–72.
Pinkser H, Castellucci VF, Kupfermann I, Kandel ER (1970): Habituation and dishabituation of the gill-withdrawal
reflex in Aplysia. Science 167:1740–1742.
Pinsker HM, Hening WA, Carew TJ, Kandel ER (1973): Long-term sensitization of a defensive withdrawal reflex
in Aplysia. Science 182:1039–1042.
Rammes G, Steckler T, Kresse A, Schutz G, Zieglgansberger W, Lutz B (2000): Synaptic plasticity in the
basolateral amygdala in transgenic mice expressing dominant-negative cAMP response element-binding protein
(CREB) in forebrain. Eur J Neurosci 12:2534–2546.
Rayport SG, Schacher S (1986): Synaptic plasticity in vitro: cell culture of identified Aplysia neurons mediating
short-term habituation and sensitization. J Neurosci 6:759–763.
Rehfuss RP, Walton KM, Loriaux MM, Goodman RH (1991): The cAMP-regulated enhancer-binding protein
ATF-1 activates transcription in response to cAMP-dependent protein kinase A. J Biol Chem 266:18431–18434.
Rescorla RA (1988): Behavioral studies of Pavlovian conditioning. Annu Rev Neurosci 11:111–152.
Richards JP, Bachinger HP, Goodman RH, Brennan RG (1996): Analysis of the structural properties of cAMPresponsive element-binding protein (CREB) and phosphorylated CREB. J Biol Chem 271:13716–13723.
Richardson CL, Tate WP, Mason SE, Lawlor PA, Dragunow M, Abraham WC (1992): Correlation between the
induction of an immediate early gene, Zif/268, and long-term potentiation in the dentate gyrus. Brain Res
580:147–154.
Robertson HA (1992): Immediate-early genes, neuronal plasticity, and memory. Biochem Cell Biol 70:729–737.
Sakaguchi H, Wada K, Maekawa M, Watsuji T, Hagiwara M (1999): Song-induced phosphorylation of cAMP
response element-binding protein in the songbird brain. J Neurosci 19:3973–3981.
Sakamoto KM, Bardeleben C, Yates KE, Raines MA, Golde DW, Gasson JC (1991): 5 upstream sequence and
genomic structure of the human primary response gene, EGR-1/TIS8. Oncogene 6:867–871.
Sassone-Corsi P (1995): Transcription factors responsive to cAMP. Annu Rev Cell Dev Biol 11:355–377.
Saucedo-Cardenas O, Kardon R, Ediger TR, Lydon JP, Coneely OM (1997): Cloning and structural organization of
the gene encoding the murine nuclear receptor transcription factor, NURR1. Gene 187:135–139.
Schafe GE, LeDoux JE (2000): Memory consolidation of auditory Pavlovian fear conditioning requires protein
synthesis and protein kinase A in the amygdala. J Neurosci 20:RC96.
Schafe GE, Nadel NV, Sullivan GM, Harris A, LeDoux JE (1999): Memory consolidation for contextual and
auditory fear conditioning is dependent on protein synthesis, PKA, and MAP kinase. Learn Mem 6:97–110.
Schafe GE, Atkins CM, Swank MW, Bauer EP, Sweatt JD, LeDoux JE (2000): Activation of ERK/MAP kinase in
the amygdala is required for memory consolidation of pavlovian fear conditioning. J Neurosci 20:8177–8187.
Schulz S, Siemer H, Krug M, Hollt V (1999): Direct evidence for biphasic cAMP responsive element-binding
protein phosphorylation during long-term potentiation in the rat dentate gyrus in vivo. J Neurosci 19:5683–5692.
Shaywitz AJ, Greenberg ME (1999): CREB: a stimulus-induced transcription factor activated by a diverse array of
extracellular signals. Annu Rev Biochem 68:821–861.
Sheng M, Greenberg ME (1990): The regulation and function of c-fos and other immediate early genes in the
nervous system. Neuron 4:477–485.
Sheng M, Dougan ST, McFadden G, Greenberg ME (1988): Calcium and growth factor pathways of c-fos
transcriptional activation require distinct upstream regulatory sequences. Mol Cell Biol 8:2787–2796.
Sheng M, McFadden G, Greenberg ME (1990): Membrane depolarization and calcium induce c-fos transcription
via phosphorylation of transcription factor CREB. Neuron 4:571–582.

359

CICERO/GALAYAA B.V. / KACZMA13: pp. 329-361

Ch. XIII

? affec. changed to
affection

? Please check page
numbers.

S.A. Josselyn et al.

Sheng M, Thompson MA, Greenberg ME (1991): CREB: a Ca(2+) -regulated transcription factor phosphorylated by
calmodulin-dependent kinases. Science 252:1427–1430.
Shieh PB, Hu SC, Bobb K, Timmusk T, Ghosh A (1998): Identification of a signaling pathway involved in calcium
regulation of BDNF expression. Neuron 20:727–740.
Short JM, Wynshaw-Boris A, Short HP, Hanson RW (1986): Characterization of the phosphoenolpyruvate carboxykinase (GTP) promoter-regulatory region. II. Identification of cAMP and glucocorticoid regulatory domains.
J Biol Chem 261:9721–9726.
Strupp BJ, Levitsky DA (1984): Social transmission of food preferences in adult Hooded rats (Rattus norvegicus).
J Comp Psychol 98:257–266.
Sugita S, Goldsmith JR, Baxter DA, Byrne JH (1992): Involvement of protein kinase C in serotonin-induced spike
broadening and synaptic facilitation in sensorimotor connections of Aplysia. J Neurophysiol 68:643–651.
Sun P, Enslen H, Myung PS, Maurer RA (1994): Differential activation of CREB by Ca2+ /calmodulin-dependent
protein kinases type II and type IV involves phosphorylation of a site that negatively regulates activity. Genes
Dev 8:2527–2539.
Sun P, Lou L, Maurer RA (1996): Regulation of activating transcription factor-1 and the cAMP response elementbinding protein by Ca2+ /calmodulin-dependent protein kinases type I, II, and IV. J Biol Chem 271:3066–
3073.
Sutherland RJ, Kolb B, Whishaw IQ (1982): Spatial mapping: definitive disruption by hippocampal or medial
frontal cortical damage in the rat. Neurosci Lett 31:271–276.
Swank MW (2000): Phosphorylation of MAP kinase and CREB in mouse cortex and amygdala during taste
aversion learning. Neuroreport 11:1625–1630.
Sweatt JD, Kandel ER (1989): Persistent and transcriptionally-dependent increase in protein phosphorylation in
long-term facilitation of Aplysia neurons. Nature 339:51–54.
Swope DL, Mueller CL, Chrivia JC (1996): CREB-binding protein activates transcription through multiple domains.
J Biol Chem 271:28138–28145.
Tan Y, Rouse J, Zhang A, Cariati S, Cohen P, Comb MJ (1996): FGF and stress regulate CREB and ATF-1 via a
pathway involving p38 MAP kinase and MAPKAP kinase-2. EMBO J 15:4629–4642.
Tao X, Finkbeiner S, Arnold DB, Shaywitz AJ, Greenberg ME (1998): Ca2+ influx regulates BDNF transcription
by a CREB family transcription factor-dependent mechanism. Neuron 20:709–726.
Taubenfeld SM, Wiig KA, Monti B, Dolan B, Pollonini G, Alberini CM (2001): Fornix-dependent induction
of hippocampal CCAAT enhancer-binding protein [beta] and [delta] Co-localizes with phosphorylated cAMP
response element-binding protein and accompanies long-term memory consolidation. J Neurosci 21:84–91.
Thompson RF (1986): The neurobiology of learning and memory. Science 233:941–947.
Thor DH, Holloway WR (1982): Social memory of the male laboratory rat. J Comp Physiol Psychol 96:1000–1006.
Tolliver BK, Sganga MW, Sharp FR (2000): Suppression of c-fos induction in the nucleus accumbens prevents
acquisition but not expression of morphine-conditioned place preference. Eur J Neurosci 12:3399–3406.
Tully T (1991): Genetic dissection of learning and memory in Drosophila melanogaster. In: Madden J (Ed),
Neurobiology of Learning, Emotion and Affection. New York: Raven Press, pp 30–66.
Tully T, Preat T, Boynton SC, Del Vecchio M (1994): Genetic dissection of consolidated memory in Drosophila.
Cell 79:35–47.
Van der Loos H, Woolsey TA (1973): Somatosensory cortex: structural alterations following early injury to sense
organs. Science 179:395–398.
Waeber G, Meyer TE, LeSieur M, Hermann HL, Gerard N, Habener JF (1991): Developmental stage-specific
expression of cyclic adenosine 3 ,5 -monophosphate response element-binding protein CREB during spermatogenesis involves alternative exon splicing. Mol Endocrinol 5:1418–1430.
Walters ET, Byrne JH, Carew TJ, Kandel ER (1983): Mechanoafferent neurons innervating tail of Aplysia. II.
Modulation by sensitizing stimuli. J Neurophysiol 50:1543–1559.
Welker C (1971): Microelectrode delineation of fine grain somatotopic organization of (SmI) cerebral neocortex in
albino rat. Brain Res 26:259–275.
Wiesel TN, Hubel DH (1963): Single-cell responses in striate cortex of kittens deprived of vision in one eye. J
Neurophysiol 26:111–115.
Wiesel TN, Hubel DH (1965): Comparison of the effects of unilateral and bilateral eye closure on cortical unit
responses in kittens. J Neurophysiol 28:589–595.
Winocur G (1990): Anterograde and retrograde amnesia in rats with dorsal hippocampal or dorsomedial thalamic
lesions. Behav Brain Res 38:145–154.
Woo NH, Duffy SN, Abel T, Nguyen PV (2000): Genetic and pharmacological demonstration of differential
recruitment of cAMP-dependent protein kinases by synaptic activity. J Neurophysiol 84:2739–2745.

360

CICERO/GALAYAA B.V. / KACZMA13: pp. 329-361

CREB, plasticity and memory

Ch. XIII

Woolsey TA (1967): Somatosensory, auditory and visual cortical areas of the mouse. Johns Hopkins Med J
121:91–112.
Woolsey TA, Van der Loos H (1970): The structural organization of layer IV in the somatosensory region (SI) of
mouse cerebral cortex. The description of a cortical field composed of discrete cytoarchitectonic units. Brain Res
17:205–242.
Worley PF, Bhat RV, Baraban JM, Erickson CA, McNaughton BL, Barnes CA (1991): Thresholds for synaptic
activation of transcription factors in hippocampus: correlation with long-term enhancement. J Neurosci 11:4776–
4786.
Wu GY, Deisseroth K, Tsien RW (2001a): Activity-dependent CREB phosphorylation: Convergence of a fast,
sensitive calmodulin kinase pathway and a slow, less sensitive mitogen-activated protein kinase pathway. Proc
Natl Acad Sci USA 98:2808–2813.
Wu GY, Deisseroth K, Tsien RW (2001b): Spaced stimuli stabilize MAPK pathway activation and its effects on
dendritic morphology. Nat Neurosci 4:151–158.
Wu X, McMurray CT (2001): Calmodulin kinase II attenuation of gene transcription by preventing cAMP response
element-binding protein (CREB) dimerization and binding of the CREB-binding protein. J Biol Chem 276:1735–
1741.
Wüstenberg D, Gerber B, Menzel R (1998): Short communication: long- but not medium-term retention of olfactory
memories in honeybees is impaired by actinomycin D and anisomycin. Eur J Neurosci 10:2742–2745.
Xing J, Ginty DD, Greenberg ME (1996): Coupling of the RAS–MAPK pathway to gene activation by RSK2, a
growth factor-regulated CREB kinase. Science 273:959–963.
Yamamoto KK, Gonzalez GA, Menzel P, Rivier J, Montminy MR (1990): Characterization of a bipartite activator
domain in transcription factor CREB. Cell 60:611–617.
Yin J, Wallach JS, Vecchio MD, Wilder EL, Zhou H, Quinn WG, Tully T (1994): Induction of a dominant-negative
CREB transgene specifically blocks long-term memory in Drosophila melanogaster. Cell 79:49–58.
Yin J, Del Vecchio M, Zhou H, Tully T (1995): CREB as a memory modulator: Induced expression of a dCREB2
activator isoform enhances long-term memory in Drosophila. Cell 81:107–115.
Yun YD, Dumoulin M, Habener JF (1990): DNA-binding and dimerization domains of adenosine 3 ,5 -cyclic
monophosphate-responsive protein CREB reside in the carboxyl-terminal 66 amino acids. Mol Endocrinol
4:931–939.
Zacks RT (1969): Invariance of total learning time under different conditions of practice. J Exp Psychol 82:289–
296.
Zhang F, Endo S, Cleary LJ, Eskin A, Byrne JH (1997): Role of transforming growth factor-β in long term synaptic
facilitation in Aplysia. Science 275:1318–1320.

361

CICERO/GALAYAA B.V. / KACZMA13: pp. 329-361

