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Models of the neuronal mediation of psychotic symptoms
traditionally have focused on aberrations in the regulation
ofmesolimbic dopaminergic neurons, via their telencephalic
afferent connections, and on the impact of abnormal meso-
limbic activity for functions of the ventral striatum and its
pallidal-thalamic-cortical efferent circuitry. Repeated psy-
chostimulant exposure models major aspects of the sensi-
tized activity of ventral striatal dopaminergic transmission
that is observed in patients exhibiting psychotic symptoms.
Based on neuroanatomical, neurochemical, and behavioral
data,thehypothesisthatanabnormallyreactivecorticalcho-
linergic input system represents a necessary correlate of
a sensitized mesolimbic dopaminergic system is discussed.
Moreover, the abnormal cognitive mechanisms that contri-
bute to the development of psychotic symptoms are attributed
specifically to the aberrations in cortical cholinergic trans-
mission and to its consequences on the top-down regulation
of sensoryandsensory-associational input functions.Exper-
imental evidence from studies demonstrating repeated am-
phetamine-induced sensitization of cortical cholinergic
transmission and the ability of antipsychotic drugs to nor-
malize the activity of cortical cholinergic inputs, and from
experiments indicating the attentional consequences of
manipulations that increase the excitability of cortical cho-
linergic inputs, supports this hypothesis. Relevant human
neuropathological and psychopharmacological data are dis-
cussed, and the implications of an abnormally regulated cor-
tical cholinergic inputsystemforpharmacological treatment
strategies are addressed. Given the role of cortical choliner-
gic inputs ingatingcortical informationprocessing,evensub-
tle changes in the regulation of this cortexwide input system
that represent anecessary transsynaptic consequence of sen-
sitized mesolimbic dopaminergic transmission profoundly
contribute to theneuronalmediationofpsychotic symptoms.
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This article discusses the role of the cortical cholinergic
input system in the mediation of schizophrenia symp-

toms. Neuropathological data suggesting an abnormal
regulation of the cortical cholinergic input system in
schizophrenia remain rare and inconclusive, mostly be-
cause dynamic alterations in the activity of cholinergic
neurons cannot be readily revealed by neuropathological
assessments of the activity of non-rate-limiting enzymes
of cholinergic transmission (e.g., choline acetyltransfer-
ase, acetylcholine esterase; Haroutunian et al. 1994; Pow-
chik et al. 1998; Mancama et al. 2003). However,
neuropathological studies documented a decrease in
the density and expression of muscarinic receptors in
the cortex of schizophrenia patients (Crook et al. 2001;
Hyde and Crook 2001). Recently, Raedler et al.
(2003), using [123I]iodoquinuclidinyl benzilate single
photon emission computed tomography, confirmed the
decrease in muscarinic receptors in unmedicated patients.
Several mechanisms could account for the downregula-
tion of muscarinic receptors; it could, for instance, be
a consequence of abnormally high levels of extracellular
acetylcholine (ACh).

Suggestions about the cholinergic system’s involve-
ment in schizophrenia have also been derived from psy-
chopharmacological studies (e.g., Davis et al. 1978).
Tandon and colleagues (Tandon and Greden 1989; Tan-
don et al. 1999) proposed that cholinergic hyperactivity
mediates negative symptomatology, including atten-
tional impairments. Their hypothesis corresponds with
many lines of evidence discussed below, including the
suggestion that cortical cholinergic (re)activity is partic-
ularly high during psychotic exacerbations and that the
activity of the cholinergic system covaries with perturba-
tions in dopaminergic activity. Tandon and colleagues’
focus on the mediation of negative symptoms by the cho-
linergic system has been corroborated by their findings
on the effects of acutely administered cholinergic drugs
(e.g., Tandon et al. 1993). However, long-term exposure
to cholinomimetic drugs may result in the manifestation
of psychotic symptoms. Evidence in support of this state-
ment remains necessarily anecdotal, but several cases of
accidental chronic exposure to cholinesterase inhibitors
(Gershon and Shaw 1961; Bowers et al. 1964; Karczmar
1981) indicated that persistent, abnormal increases in ex-
tracellular ACh levels are sufficient to produce or exac-
erbate psychosis. Furthermore, the symptoms of these
patients were—as predicted by the model described
below—treated successfully by antipsychotic drugs.
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The widespread abuse of anticholinergic drugs (e.g.,
trihexyphenidyl, benztropine) by schizophrenia patients,
who report a wide spectrum of subjective and functional
benefits from taking these drugs (Fisch 1987; Wells et al.
1989), also provides indirect support for the idea that at-
tenuation of an overly active or reactive cholinergic sys-
tem mediates beneficial effects. However, the degree to
which such positive effects can be objectified remains un-
settled (Johnstone et al. 1983; Strauss et al. 1990), as do
the functions of smoking and the status of nicotine recep-
tors in schizophrenia (Salokangas et al. 1997; Adler et al.
1998; Dalack et al. 1998).

Collectively, the clinical and neuropathological evi-
dence concerning the role of the cholinergic system in
schizophrenia is limited for several reasons, including,
as already mentioned, the absence of methods available
to document dynamic changes in the regulation of cho-
linergic neurons in the human brain (see also Heimer
2000). Emerging tracers for the imaging of cholinergic
receptors and aspects of cholinergic transmission in the
human brain (Mach et al. 1997; Mulholland et al.
1998; Nishiyama et al. 2000; Tsukada et al. 2001) are
likely to pave the way for more direct and informative
assessments of the status of cortical cholinergic transmis-
sion in schizophrenia patients.

Sensitization of Mesolimbic Dopaminergic Neurons and
Regulation of Cortical Cholinergic Inputs

SensitizedMesolimbicDAinSchizophrenia. The hypoth-
esis that abnormal regulation of ventral striatal,
specifically nucleus accumbens (NAC), dopaminergic
transmission represents a neuronal hallmark of schizo-
phrenia has been substantiated in recent years. Most
etiologic scenarios agree that the mesolimbic hyperdopa-
minergic state in schizophrenia is a result of developmen-
tal abnormalities in telencephalic circuits that cause
a dysregulation of midbrain dopaminergic neurons
(Weinberger and Lipska 1995; O’Donnell and Grace
1998; Grace 2000; Laruelle 2000; Lewis and Levitt 2002).

Imaging studies demonstrated increased amphet-
amine-induced (AMPH-induced) displacement of dopa-
mine (DA) D2 receptor ligands in schizophrenia patients,
suggesting a sensitized striatal dopaminergic input system
(Breier et al. 1997; Laruelle and Abi-Dargham 1999; Lar-
uelle et al. 1999). Although the interpretation of the
mechanisms mediating the AMPH-induced displacement
of D2 ligands is not without controversy (Tsukada et al.
1999), the use of AMPH in these studies corresponds with
the psychotogenic effects of repeated exposure to AMPH
and other psychostimulants in humans and in animal
models of schizophrenia. Alternatively, the risk for psy-
chostimulant addiction represents a corollary of schizo-
phrenic neuropathology (e.g., Segal et al. 1981; Robinson
and Becker 1986; LeDuc and Mittleman 1995; Lieberman

et al. 1997; Yui et al. 1999a; Castner et al. 2000; Laruelle
2000).

A hyperactive dopaminergic system in schizophrenia
patients can be demonstrated even in never-medicated
patients; such demonstration requires the presence of
psychotic symptoms (Laruelle et al. 1996, 1999; Strakow-
ski et al. 1997; Abi-Dargham et al. 1998; Laruelle and
Abi-Dargham 1999; Laruelle 2000; Seeman and Kapur
2000). Patients with first episode manic or schizophrenic
psychosis did not exhibit increased responses to a second
dose of amphetamine, suggesting that they already
exhibited a maximally sensitized dopaminergic system
(Strakowski et al. 1997). A sensitized mesolimbic DA sys-
tem has been hypothesized to be a necessary component
of the neuronal circuits mediating the expression of pos-
itive symptoms (Robinson and Becker 1986; Lieberman
et al. 1997; Yui et al. 1999a; Laruelle 2000).

The relationship between the positive symptoms of
schizophrenia and dopaminergic inputs to cortical areas
is less clear (e.g., Davis et al. 1991). Aberrations in the
functions of dopaminergic inputs to the prefrontal cortex
(PFC), including reductions in the density of DA D1
receptors (Okubo et al. 1997) and increases in DA syn-
thesis (Lindstrom et al. 1999), have been extensively dis-
cussed as representing the primary mediator of the
cognitive impairments of schizophrenia (Murphy et al.
1996a, 1996b; Goldman-Rakic and Selemon 1997; Zahrt
et al. 1997). Moreover, and more central to the present
hypothesis, abnormalities in prefrontal neurotransmis-
sion, possibly in interaction with structural abnormalities
of the PFC in schizophrenia patients (e.g., Lewis et al.
1999; Gluck et al. 2002), contribute via corticofugal pro-
jections to the abnormal regulation of striatal, including
NAC, DA transmission (e.g., Deutch 1993; Bertolino
et al. 1999; Carr et al. 1999; Moore et al. 1999b; Soares
and Innis 1999; Finlay 2001). Grace (1993) proposed that
the primary consequence of the defective regulation of
NAC DA afferents in schizophrenia is a decrease in tonic
DA release associated with an increase in phasic, activity-
related DA release, possibly due in part to reduced local
autoinhibitory mechanisms (Grace 1993; Flaum and
Schultz 1996; O’Donnell and Grace 1998; Moore et al.
1999b). Chronic treatment with antipsychotic drugs is hy-
pothesized to normalize DA transmission by producing
a depolarization blockade (Grace et al. 1997; Grace
2000) that, in the case of atypical antipsychotic drugs,
has been proposed to be selective for the limbic A10
DA neurons (Chiodo and Bunney 1983).

Thus, the available evidence points to the NAC, par-
ticularly its shell region, as the critical component of ab-
normally regulated neuronal circuits mediating the
expression of positive symptoms (O’Donnell and Grace
1998), or even the aberrations of consciousness, in schizo-
phrenia (Gray 1995). Grace and coworkers, as well as
Gray and others, have focused on NAC-ventral pallidal—
mediodorsal thalamic—prefrontal connections to
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conceptualize the consequences of dysregulation of NAC
information flow for cortical information processing (see
also O’Donnell et al. 1997). As will be discussed below, the
NAC has even more direct and widespread consequences
on cortical information processing by regulating the excit-
ability of the corticopetal cholinergic system that arises
from medial and ventral pallidal regions, specifically
from the nucleus basalis of Meynert, the substantia inno-
minata, and the horizontal nucleus of the diagonal band
(henceforth termed collectively ‘‘basal forebrain’’ [BF];
figure 1). Furthermore, the abnormal regulation of corti-
cal cholinergic inputs is hypothesized to mediate the atten-
tional abnormalities that contribute to the expression of
the positive symptoms of schizophrenia.

Transsynaptic Regulation of Cortical Cholinergic
Activity. The NAC has been traditionally discussed as
a structure linking motivational processes with the initia-
tion of behavior, specifically with the selection of stimuli
with incentive or aversive properties. Dopaminergic inputs
to the NAC, originating in the ventral tegmental area, con-
verge with telencephalic (glutamatergic) projections on
medium spiny NAC efferents (Sesack and Pickel 1990;
Wu et al. 1993; Taber and Fibiger 1995; Finch 1996;
Whitelaw et al. 1996; Blaha et al. 1997; Floresco et al.
1998; Mulder et al. 1998; You et al. 1998). This interaction
is generally considered to be critical for the selection of
stimuli to act as conditioned reinforcers and to guide in-
strumental behavior (Cador et al. 1989, 1991; Everitt et al.
1989; Salamone 1994; Brown and Bowman 1995). Fur-
thermore, the degree to which such stimuli control behav-
ioral activity has been hypothesized to be a function of
NAC dopaminergic activity (Schultz et al. 1997; Young
et al. 1998).

The regulation of NAC output neurons by NAC do-
paminergic inputs is complex and depends strictly on
interactions with NAC glutamatergic inputs from telen-
cephalic regions (Burns et al. 1994; Taber and Fibiger
1997). O’Donnell (1999) stressed that the effects of DA
on NAC output neurons cannot be simplified as excit-
atory or inhibitory but depend on whether these neurons

Fig. 1. Schematic and selective representation of the circuitry
involved in the dysregulation of cortical cholinergic (ACh, in red)
inputs, arising from the BF, in schizophrenia. Note.—ACh =
acetylcholine; BF = basal forebrain; DA = dopamine; GABA =
c-aminobutyric acid; GLU = glutamate; MD = mediodorsal
thalamic nucleus; NAC = nucleus accumbens; PFC = prefrontal
cortex; VTA = ventral tegmental area. Most etiological scenarios
suggest that, as a result of developmental telencephalic
dysmorphogenesis, an abnormal telencephalic regulation of the
activity of mesolimbic neurons (via cortical GLU projections, in
black) mediates the expression of the mostly positive symptoms
of schizophrenia. The mesolimbic dopaminergic system refers
primarily to the dopaminergic neurons that arise from the VTA
and project to the NAC and the PFC. Evidence indicates that, in
acute schizophrenia patients, mesolimbic dopaminergic neurons
exhibit the characteristics of a sensitized system, and this aspect
of the disease is modeled by the effects of psychostimulant
sensitization. There is also a mesoaccumbens GABAergic
pathway that is likely to be affected by abnormal telencephalic
inputs (Carr and Sesack 2000), but the regulation of NAC signal
transmission by GABAergic inputs is not well known. The
GABAergic projection from the NAC to the BF (in blue)
represents the major although not the exclusive pathway by which
the effects of an abnormally regulated mesolimbic dopaminergic
system are imported to the BF (e.g., not shown are multisynaptic
circuits through amygdaloid regions that are likely to contribute
to BF dysregulation). As a result of abnormal BF afferent
activity, cortical cholinergic inputs are excessively reactive.
Pathological increases in cortical cholinergic transmission directly
impair sensory and associational input processing and disrupt
filtering capacity. Indirectly, and primarily as a result of an
abnormally reactive cholinergic input to the PFC, the
orchestration of top-down mechanisms, normally designed to
optimize, in a modality-specific fashion, posterior cortical input
processing, is disrupted. Such disruption of top-down
mechanisms is thought to impair source monitoring capabilities
(this function is symbolized by the thick curved arrows at the
figure’s top). The BF cholinergic projection to the MD is also
shown because, via this projection (and also possibly via
noncholinergic BF projections to the MD; e.g., Young et al. 1984;
Mogenson et al. 1987; Hreib et al. 1988), the MD’s projections to
the PFC (e.g., Sarter and Markowitsch 1984) may also be
abnormally regulated and thus further impair information
processing in the PFC. Additionally, the PFC directly innervates
BF neurons, and thus, pathological PFC activity augments the
abnormal regulation of the BF (Sarter and Bruno 2002). Finally,

direct dopaminergic projections from the VTA to the BF (e.g.,
Gaykema and Zaborszky 1996; Zaborszky and Cullinan 1996)
and the MD (Beckstead et al. 1979; Cornwall and Phillipson
1988) are also likely to contribute directly and indirectly to the
abnormal regulation of the cortical cholinergic inputs, but data
specifying these dopamine-cholinergic interactions in the BF, or
the dopaminergic regulation of MD efferents, are rare
(Momiyama and Sim 1996; Lavin and Grace 1998). In general,
this scenario extends traditional models of schizophrenia that
have focused on the mesolimbic DA system and represents the
hypothesis that dysregulation of the cortical cholinergic input
system is the primary mediator of the impairments in cortical
information processing in schizophrenia, specifically of the
attentional abnormalities that contribute to the manifestation of
psychotic symptoms.
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exhibit a highly polarized resting membrane potential
(down state) or depolarized plateaus (up state) and on
the DA receptor subtypes activated (O’Donnell 1999).
In fact, D1 and D2 receptors mediate different effects
of DA on NAC output neurons, and these effects interact
with the state of these neurons (for review, see Nicola
et al. 2000). Moreover, prefrontal, hippocampal, and
amygdaloid projections to the NAC are differently mod-
ulated by DA D1 and D2 receptors (O’Donnell and
Grace 1996; Charara and Grace 2003). Finally, increases
in activity of DA NAC inputs are observed in association
with converging glutamatergic activity (Youngren et al.
1993; Darracq et al. 2001; Floresco et al. 2001a, 2001b,
2001c; Howland et al. 2002), suggesting that the modu-
latory function of DA is partly regulated by glutamater-
gic inputs to the NAC.

O’Donnell (1999) further suggested that DA activates
cell ensembles (possibly via gap junction modulation)
that then maintain an up state, thereby robustly enhanc-
ing the processing of telencephalic inputs by the NAC
(O’Donnell and Grace 1993; O’Donnell 1999). It is in-
triguing to extrapolate such a scenario to the consequen-
ces of psychostimulant sensitization, as the resulting
abnormally reactive DA activity in the NAC would be
expected to produce a more extensive and persistent for-
mation of such functional cell ensembles, thereby patho-
logically expanding the range and degree to which
telencephalic inputs are selected, and thus act as incentive
stimuli and control behavior. Abnormally reactive NAC
DA inputs may also suppress the relative contributions of
hippocampal and amygdaloid afferents to NAC func-
tioning, while allowing prefrontal throughput to domi-
nate the state of NAC outputs (Charara and Grace
2003). As will be discussed below, such a breakdown
in NAC functions is complemented and augmented by
abnormal increases in the reactivity of cortical choliner-
gic inputs.

The main efferent pathway of the NAC shell reaches
the ventral pallidum (Mogenson et al. 1983; Zahm and
Brog 1992; Zahm and Heimer 1993; Usuda et al. 1998;
Zahm et al. 1999) and appears to be largely GABAergic
(GABA is c-aminobutyric acid; Walaas and Fonnum
1980; Zaborszky and Cullinan 1992; Zahm and Heimer
1993). There is evidence for other types of NAC projec-
tions to the BF (e.g., Napier et al. 1995), but this anatom-
ical organization remains unsettled. NAC GABAergic
projections make direct contact with BF cholinergic neu-
rons (Ingham et al. 1988; Zaborszky 1992; Zaborszky and
Cullinan 1992). BF cholinergic neurons innervate practi-
cally all cortical areas and layers and thus gate all cortical
information processing (Mesulam 1990).

Neuropharmacological evidence supports the transsy-
naptic regulation of the excitability of BF corticopetal
(cholinergic) neurons by NAC GABAergic efferents.
For example, infusions of DA agonists into the NAC in-
crease firing rates of neurons in the BF (Yang and

Mogenson 1989), suggesting that DA, within the
NAC, inhibits the GABAergic projection to the BF. Kali-
vas and colleagues demonstrated that systemic adminis-
tration of AMPH decreases GABA efflux in the ventral
pallidum (Bourdelais and Kalivas 1990) and that the
effects of systemic apomorphine (a DA agonist) on BF
GABA efflux are potentiated by a prior depletion of fore-
brain DA (Bourdelais and Kalivas 1992; see also Mele
et al. 1998). Conversely, infusions of DA D1 and D2 re-
ceptor antagonists into the NAC increase GABA efflux
in ventral pallidal areas, which include the substantia
innominata and the nucleus basalis of Meynert (Ferre
et al. 1994; see also Yamamoto et al. 1994).

As would be predicted from the anatomical evidence in
support of a NAC efferent regulation of GABAergic ac-
tivity in the BF, manipulations of NAC neurotransmis-
sion alter the regulation of cortical cholinergic
transmission. For example, increases in cortical ACh ef-
flux, produced by the systemic administration of a nega-
tive GABA modulator, the benzodiazepine receptor
(BZR) partial inverse agonist FG 7142, are blocked by
systemic administration of haloperidol, or intra-NAC
infusions of haloperidol or the D2 receptor antagonist
sulpiride (Moore et al. 1999a). Although the use of
a BZR partial inverse agonist to stimulate cortical
ACh complicates the interpretation of the results, these
and more recent findings (below) correspond with the hy-
pothesis that NAC DA receptor stimulation inhibits
GABAergic outputs to BF cholinergic neurons and
that infusions of D2 antagonists into the NAC reinstate
the GABAergic inhibition of corticopetal cholinergic
neurons. The finding that FG 7142–induced increases
in medial prefrontal cortical ACh efflux were not atten-
uated by local cortical perfusion of DA receptor antag-
onists (Moore et al. 1999a) corresponds with the
assumption that the effects of systemically administered
DA antagonists on cortical ACh efflux primarily involve
NAC mechanisms (see also Bianchi et al. 1979; Day et al.
1994).

Mesolimbic projection systems regulate the excitability
of BF neurons via additional multisynaptic circuits, in-
cluding the bidirectional connections between the meso-
limbic DA neurons and the amygdala (Fallon et al. 1978;
Kelley et al. 1982; Wright et al. 1996), and the amygdala
and the BF (e.g., Jolkkonen et al. 2002), and the direct
projections of the ventral tegmentum to the BF (Gay-
kema and Zaborszky 1996; Momiyama and Sim 1996;
Zaborszky and Cullinan 1996; Smiley et al. 1999).
Thus, in addition to the route via the NAC, telencephalic
pathology contributes to the dysregulation of the BF cor-
ticopetal system via multiple neuronal routes (figure 1).

Within the BF, GABAergic activity has been demon-
strated to affect profoundly the excitability of corticope-
tal cholinergic projections. Our previous studies
substantiated the regulation of cortical ACh efflux
by BF GABAergic inputs by demonstrating that the
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systemic or intra-BF administration of positive and neg-
ative GABA modulators (BZR agonists and inverse ago-
nists) bidirectionally regulates cortical ACh efflux (Sarter
and Bruno 1994; Bruno and Miller 1995).

As the GABAergic efferents of the NAC are contacted
by glutamatergic afferents (Meredith 1999), NAC manip-
ulations of glutamatergic transmission are expected to af-
fect cortical ACh efflux. A series of experiments
demonstrated that blocking NMDA or AMPA/kainate
ionotropic glutamate receptors in the shell region of
the NAC resulted in marked and lasting increases in me-
dial prefrontal basal ACh release (Neigh-McCandless
et al. 2002). It appears unlikely that decreases in BF
GABAergic activity were solely responsible for these ro-
bust increases in basal ACh efflux; rather, direct stimu-
lation of BF cholinergic neurons, via multiple afferent
routes, including ventral tegmental (e.g., Momiyama
and Sim 1996) and amygdaloid connections (see above;
see also Givens and Sarter 1997), converge with decreases
in BF afferent GABAergic activity to yield the observed
increases in cortical ACh release (figure 1). Although the
determination of the exact neuronal mechanisms mediat-
ing these effects requires more experimentation and
may differ from the mediation of the effects of systemic
or intra-NAC psychostimulants (Mele et al. 1998),
these data support the notion that alteration of NAC
output profoundly changes the regulation of cortical
ACh efflux.

Behavioral studies concerning DA-GABAergic, NAC-
BF interactions are rare. Patel and Slater found that the
ability of NAC infusions of DA agonists to stimulate lo-
comotion is attenuated by infusions of muscimol into the
ventral pallidal area (Patel and Slater 1988; see also
Mogenson et al. 1983; Sarter et al. 1990; Mele et al.
1998). Likewise, Swerdlow and colleagues (1984,
1990a, 1990b) demonstrated that infusions of GABA
into the ventral pallidum reverse the disruption of pre-
pulse inhibition in the acoustic startle test that results
from infusions of DA into the NAC. Pierce and Kalivas
(1997) indicated that psychostimulant-sensitized motor
activity is attenuated by infusions of muscimol into the
ventral pallidum. These findings support the hypothesis
that the functional consequences of NAC DA receptor
stimulation are mediated in part by a decrease in
GABAergic output to the BF (see also Kitamura et al.
2001; figure 1).

Collectively, the available data correspond well with
the hypothesis that NAC DA contributes potently to
the regulation of BF corticopetal cholinergic neurons.
Therefore, because abnormal regulation of NAC neuro-
transmission is part of the circuitry mediating the expres-
sion of psychotic symptoms (see above), the associated
dysregulation of BF corticopetal cholinergic neurons is
expected to represent an essential component of this cir-
cuitry (see also Heimer 2000). As will be discussed next,
the effects of psychotogenic treatments on the regulation

of cortical cholinergic transmission further support this
hypothesis.

Increases in Cortical ACh Efflux by Psychotogenic
Manipulations

Repeated, intermittent exposure to AMPH represents
a robust psychotogenic manipulation and, in fact, is suf-
ficient to initiate and maintain schizophrenic symptom-
atology (Bell 1965; Ellinwood 1967; Segal et al. 1981;
Robinson and Becker 1986; Lieberman et al. 1990,
1997; Flaum and Schultz 1996). In humans, AMPH-in-
duced psychosis involves obsessive and compulsive be-
havioral and cognitive activities, hallucinations, and
paranoid delusions (Rylander 1972; Ellinwood et al.
1973; Segal and Janowski 1978). As discussed above, sen-
sitization of the mesolimbic dopaminergic system repre-
sents a major consequence of repeated AMPH
administration (see also Pierce and Kalivas 1997). Based
on the transsynaptic regulation of BF corticopetal cho-
linergic projections by the NAC (discussed above), re-
peated psychostimulant administration has been
predicted to also affect the regulation of cortical cholin-
ergic transmission.

We investigated the effects of repeated AMPH admin-
istration on cortical ACh release using in vivo microdial-
ysis in rats (Nelson et al. 2000). AMPH was administered
once every other day for five total administrations ini-
tially. AMPH-induced increases in cortical ACh efflux
were not immediately affected by this pretreatment reg-
imen. However, administration of AMPH 19 days after
the initial regimen resulted in significant augmentation
of, or sensitization of, the increase in cortical ACh efflux
(for details and control experiments, see Nelson et al.
2000). Further studies demonstrated that the augmented
increase in cortical ACh efflux remained a reliable effect
of repeated AMPH exposure, even when AMPH ‘‘chal-
lenges’’ were given following longer time intervals after
the completion of the initial treatment regimen (Nelson,
Sarter, Bruno, unpublished results).

The available, although limited, evidence on the effects
of other psychotogenic manipulations supports the gen-
eral idea that increases in cortical ACh efflux represent an
essential component of the neuronal effects of such
manipulations. Administration of the psychotogenic non-
competitive NMDA receptor antagonist ketamine (Krys-
tal et al. 1994; Lahti et al. 1999; Newcomer et al. 1999)
produces large (>250%) increases in cortical ACh efflux
(Nelson et al. 2002a). However, in contrast to AMPH, re-
peated exposure to ketamine does not seem to alter the
increase in ACh efflux observed following the initial ke-
tamine exposure (Nelson et al. 2002a). Administration of
phencyclidine (PCP) likewise increases cortical ACh ef-
flux, but this effect does not change as a result of pretreat-
ment with PCP (Jentsch et al. 1998a). These data indicate
interesting and unsettled dissociations between the effects
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of repeated exposure of different psychotogenic treat-
ments, particularly when considering that repeated
PCP also sensitizes the ventral striatal dopaminergic sys-
tem and increases AMPH-induced behaviors (Jentsch
et al. 1998b; see also the ketamine-induced augmentation
of AMPH-induced increase in DA release in humans;
Kegeles et al. 2000).

These data support the general hypothesis that psycho-
togenic treatments result in persistent increases in the ex-
citability of cortical cholinergic inputs. However, these
data do not address the degree to which NAC mecha-
nisms are necessary for the mediation of the effect of re-
peated AMPH on the regulation of cortical ACh efflux.
Additional neuronal mechanisms, including changes in
the presynaptic regulation of ACh efflux, may contribute
to the increases and sensitization of ACh efflux following
psychotogenic manipulations. Furthermore, the present
data collectively do not suggest that sensitization of
NAC DA systems is sufficient to predict sensitization
of cortical ACh efflux, and marked differences between
the neuronal mediation of the effects of repeated psychos-
timulant versus NMDA receptor antagonist administra-
tion must explain their differential effects on ACh efflux
following repeated exposure. The reduced prefrontal do-
paminergic transmission produced by repeated NMDA
antagonist administration (Jentsch et al. 1999), but not
repeated psychostimulant exposure (Hamamura and
Fibiger 1993; Stephans and Yamamoto 1995; Pierce
and Kalivas 1997), and additional cortical pathology
that is possibly produced by NMDA antagonists (e.g.,
Sharp et al. 2001), are key to understanding the different
potencies of NMDA antagonists and psychostimulants
in sensitizing cortical ACh efflux. The NMDA antago-
nist–induced decrease in prefrontal dopaminergic trans-
mission may be sufficient to attenuate interactions
between ventral tegmental dopaminergic neurons and tel-
encephalic glutamatergic inputs to the mesolimbic dopa-
minergic system (O’Donnell and Grace 1998), thereby
limiting the induction of persistent alteration in the reg-
ulation of BF corticopetal cholinergic neurons following
repeated exposure. Moreover, repeated NMDA receptor
antagonist exposure also disrupts the regulation of the
BF via prefrontal and amygdaloid afferents (Zaborszky
et al. 1997; see the discussion in Jolkkonen et al. 2002;
Rosenkranz and Grace 2002; Sarter and Bruno 2002)
and thereby contributes to the inability of repeated expo-
sure to NMDA antagonists to permanently change the
regulation of BF neurons. In contrast, following repeated
AMPH exposure, interactions between prefrontal and
mesolimbic neurons form the basis for the neuroplastic
changes (e.g., Cador et al. 1999) that underlie the demon-
stration of sensitized cortical ACh efflux. Obviously, if
sensitization of cortical ACh efflux represents an effect
of repeated exposure specifically to psychostimulants,
the significance of this conclusion for the understanding
of schizophrenia must reflect the specific validity, includ-

ing the limitations, of psychostimulant sensitization as
a mechanism and model of psychosis (see below for
more discussion).

To complete the review of psychotogenic manipula-
tions known to affect the regulation of cortical ACh ef-
flux, the effects of certain BZR inverse agonists,
particularly the partial inverse agonist b-carboline FG
7142, traditionally classified as an anxiogenic compound,
have been reconceptualized as indicating psychotogenic
properties (Sarter et al. 2001a). The behavioral and cog-
nitive effects of these drugs can be explained by using
a cognitive framework, focusing on abnormal stimu-
lus-processing mechanisms and stimulus-filtering defi-
cits, similar to the cognitive frameworks used to
explain the emergence of psychotic symptoms (see be-
low). Furthermore, FG 7142 increases mesolimbic DA
efflux (Tam and Roth 1985; Brose et al. 1987; Bradberry
et al. 1991; McCullough and Salamone 1992; Bassareo
et al. 1996) and, with remarkable efficacy, basal cortical
ACh efflux (up to 400% over baseline reported in Moore
et al. 1995b). Furthermore, as already mentioned, admin-
istration of haloperidol or sulpiride, given systemically or
into the NAC, attenuates the effects of FG 7142 on cor-
tical ACh efflux (Moore et al. 1999a), further supporting
the relevance of this drug as a psychotogenic treatment.
Likewise, the effects of FG 7142 in several tests of cog-
nitive performance in monkeys and rats were attenuated
by administration of typical and atypical antipsychotic
drugs (Murphy et al. 1996a, 1996b; Ninan and Kulkarni
1999). In summary, increases in cortical ACh efflux were
demonstrated to be part of the effects of a wide range of
psychotogenic manipulations, and they were attenuated
by antipsychotic drug administration.

Behavioral and Cognitive Consequences of a Sensitized
Cortical Cholinergic Input System, and Relevance for
Psychotic Cognition

Behavioral andCognitiveConsequences. The integrity of
the cortical cholinergic input system is necessary for
a wide range of attentional functions. Furthermore,
increases in cortical ACh efflux have been selectively ob-
served in rats performing in tasks taxing attentional
capacities (Voytko 1996; Everitt and Robbins 1997; Perry
et al. 1999; Sarter and Bruno 1999; Arnold et al. 2002).
The present discussion will focus on the functional con-
sequences of an abnormally reactive, or even sensitized,
cortical cholinergic input system, particularly as a result
of NAC dysregulation (see above).

Berridge and Robinson (1998) proposed that activa-
tion of NAC DA mediates the motivational salience at-
tribution to the neural representation of stimuli
associated with rewarding or aversive experiences. In
essence, this hypothesis describes the functions of
NAC DA to convert an event or stimulus from a neutral
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‘‘cold’’ representation into an attractive and significant
stimulus that ‘‘grabs attention’’ (Berridge and Robinson
1998, p. 313; see also Cardinal et al. 2002). As a result of
the sensitization of the NAC DA input system, normally
insignificant stimuli or mental representations gain path-
ological levels of significance, and their processing then
consumes substantial attentional resources, thereby lim-
iting the evaluation of behavioral alternatives and thus
triggering compulsive responses (Robinson and Berridge
1993; Drevets et al. 2001). Findings that repeated psy-
chostimulant administration–induced structural changes
in mesolimbic and cortical regions may limit the capacity
for subsequent neuroadaptive processes (Kolb et al.
2003) have raised concerns about the reversibility of sen-
sitization-induced alterations in neuronal information
processing.

It has been suggested that the cognitive consequences
of an abnormally reactive mesolimbic dopaminergic sys-
tem give rise to the positive symptoms of schizophrenia
(Kapur 2003). However, crucial components of such cog-
nitive consequences, particularly the overprocessing of
stimuli and associations, irrespective of their behavioral
or cognitive significance, and the associated depletion of
processing resources available for other activities, can be
attributed more conclusively to a sensitization of the BF
corticopetal cholinergic system. Several experiments have
begun to characterize the profound attentional impair-
ments that result from an overly reactive or abnormally
disinhibited BF corticopetal cholinergic input system.
For example, intrabasalis infusions of a BZR inverse ag-
onist augment the increases in cortical ACh efflux that
result from the presentation of an activating appetitive
stimulus (Moore et al. 1995a) and, in rats tested in an op-
erant task designed to assess sustained attention perfor-
mance, impair performance by increasing the number of
claims for signals in nonsignal trials (i.e., the number of
false alarms; Holley et al. 1995). Likewise, infusions
of NMDA into the BF augment stimulated cortical
ACh efflux (Fadel et al. 2001) and produce the same pat-
tern of attentional impairment (Turchi and Sarter 2001b).
Importantly, this type of impairment is completely differ-
ent from the selective decrease in the animals’ ability to
detect signals (i.e., hits) that results from lesions of the
cortical cholinergic input system (McGaughy et al.
1996; McGaughy and Sarter 1998), from infusions of
a BZR agonist or an NMDA receptor antagonist into
the BF (Holley et al. 1995; Turchi and Sarter 2001b),
or from infusions of antisense blocking the expression
of NMDA receptors in the BF (Turchi and Sarter
2001a). In other words, the attentional consequences of
manipulations that render the cortical cholinergic input
system abnormally reactive are distinctive, and they do
not match those resulting from a loss, or attenuation of
activity, of BF cholinergic neurons.

The effects of repeated administration of AMPH on
attentional performance substantiate this hypothesis.

When a ‘‘sensitizing’’ administration regimen similar to
that used by Nelson et al. (2000) to demonstrate
AMPH-induced augmentation of increases in cortical
ACh efflux (see above) was used, repeated AMPH pro-
duced a ‘‘sensitized’’ impairment in the performance of
this task that again was characterized by an increased
false alarm rate (Deller and Sarter 1998). Recent data
from our lab indicate that, following a pretreatment reg-
imen with amphetamine characterized by escalating
doses and intermittent withdrawal periods and demon-
strated to produce persistent behavioral sensitization
(Paulson et al. 1991), increases in false alarms manifested
after discontinuation of the pretreatment period at base-
line, not necessitating amphetamine challenges (Martinez
et al. 2003). Correspondingly, Crider and colleagues
assessed the effects of repeated AMPH on the perfor-
mance of rats in a conditioning paradigm requiring the
animals to suppress processing of an irrelevant stimulus
and observed evidence for an AMPH-induced impair-
ment in the animals’ ability to filter such stimuli. Further-
more, this effect was attenuated by the administration of
haloperidol (Crider et al. 1982).

The exact cognitive mechanisms underlying the behav-
ioral consequences of increases in the reactivity of corti-
cal cholinergic inputs remain unsettled. Although the
performance effects in these experiments could not be
explained by overt behavioral mechanisms, including ste-
reotypic responding and switching behavior, speculations
in terms of abnormal increases in ACh mediating a low-
ering of the threshold for the detection of signals, or an
‘‘overprocessing’’ of ‘‘noise’’ and irrelevant stimuli, do
not fully explain these impairments in performance.
Analyses of response times indicated that increases in
the false alarm rate are due in part to a disruption of
the animals’ ability to switch from the processing
of the dominant response rule for signal trials to the
rule that governs rewarded lever selection for nonsignal
trials (Burk and Sarter 2001). Thus, increases in false
alarms, observed following manipulations that augment
the activity of cortical cholinergic inputs, likely were a re-
sult of multiple, interacting mechanisms, including ab-
normal levels of signal detectability (‘‘sensitivity’’),
unusually ‘‘risky’’ criteria for reporting a signal, and a dis-
ruption of cognitive flexibility.

The consequences of abnormal increases in cortical
cholinergic transmission for cortical information pro-
cessing can also be extrapolated from the effects of ion-
tophoretically applied ACh on cortical neuronal activity
in interaction with sensory input. Cholinergic activity in
the cortex produces a complex combination of inhibitory
and excitatory effects (e.g., Hasselmo and Bower 1992;
McCormick et al. 1993; Kimura and Baughman 1997;
Tang et al. 1997), which, in more functional terms,
enhances the effects of glutamatergic inputs via
NMDA receptors (Aramakis et al. 1997) and desynchro-
nizes cortical efferent neurons (Givens et al. 2003).

123

Cortical Acetylcholine and Schizophrenia



Abnormally high levels of cholinergic activity in the cor-
tex reduce intralaminar inhibition (Xiang et al. 1998) and
thus disrupt normal oscillatory cortical activity (Liljen-
strom and Hasselmo 1995), generating abnormally syn-
chronized and laterally spreading activity (Dickson
and Alonso 1997; Xiang et al. 1998).

In the visual cortex, application of ACh generally
enhances stimulus-driven neuronal activity; importantly,
this enhancement is accompanied by a decrease of direc-
tional selectivity of visual cortical units (Sato et al. 1987;
Muller and Singer 1989). Likewise, application of musca-
rinic agonists facilitates the responses of neurons to fre-
quencies outside the band that optimally drives these
neurons (‘‘best frequency’’) in the auditory cortex
(McKenna et al. 1989). Moreover, in one study, pairing
auditory stimuli with BF stimulation changed auditory
cortical receptive fields, such that they then became re-
ceptive for the frequency of the stimuli as the new
‘‘best frequency’’ (Bakin and Weinberger 1996). In the
somatosensory cortex, stimulation of the cholinergic
BF enhances the responses of neurons to stimulation
of the skin (Rasmusson and Dykes 1988; Webster
et al. 1991). Although some of these data were interpreted
as reflecting adaptive consequences of cortical ACh on
information processing, particularly the receptive field
changes following paired BF and sensory stimulation,
ACh stimulation–mediated decreases in directional selec-
tivity of visual cortical units, or the response of auditory
neurons to stimuli that were not previously ‘‘best fre-
quencies,’’ indicate that sufficiently high levels of cortical
ACh release mediate the processing of normally filtered
information or, more generally, an abnormally aug-
mented processing of sensory information. This hypoth-
esis corresponds with the demonstration that BF
electrical stimulation, when paired with a neutral stimu-
lus, empowers this stimulus to exert behavioral control
akin to a conditioned stimulus (McLin et al. 2002).

A recent study in human volunteers (Thiel et al. 2002)
demonstrated that administration of the acetylcholines-
terase inhibitor physostigmine, which results in high lev-
els of ACh and thus abnormal levels of cholinergic
receptor stimulation, yielded increases in the auditory
cortical metabolic activity (measured by functional mag-
netic resonance imaging [fMRI]) in response to an audi-
tory unconditioned stimulus, thereby attenuating the
difference between the response to this stimulus and
a shock-conditioned stimulus. These data elegantly illus-
trate the overprocessing of irrelevant stimuli as a result of
abnormally high levels of cholinergic transmission.

In the PFC, cholinergic inputs appear to have a special
role in the filtering of distractors. We demonstrated that
prefrontal neurons increase their activity when animals
are presented with a visual distractor while performing
a visual sustained attention task (Gill et al. 2000). The
increase in neuronal activity was demonstrated to depend
on the integrity of cholinergic inputs to the recording

area. The role of prefrontal cholinergic inputs in the me-
diation of the effects of distractors is also indicated by the
attentional impairments resulting from bilateral loss of
cholinergic inputs specifically to the PFC. Animals
with such lesions showed augmented distractor effects,
suggesting that the loss of this input impaired their capac-
ity to filter distractors (Gill et al. 1999) and to limit their
top-down influence on cortical information processing
(Sarter et al. 2001b). The consequences of an abnormally
high reactivity of prefrontal cholinergic inputs for filter-
ing functions are more difficult to predict in the absence
of data but may involve complex consequences for the
attentional processing of signal-noise relationships, in-
cluding impairments in the ability to switch between
the processing of signals and noise (see above). This issue
deserves more research. Irrespective of the exact nature of
this effect, the impaired processing of signals, and their
resulting limitation in guiding behavior, would be an
expected consequence of an abnormal reactivity of cho-
linergic inputs to prefrontal regions.

The cognitive and behavioral consequences of abnor-
mally reactive cortical cholinergic inputs need to be un-
derstood in the context of the more general prefrontal
‘‘executive’’ functions in controlling the brain’s informa-
tion processing capacities. The ‘‘executive’’ top-down
control of attentional processes and capacities is orga-
nized primarily by prefrontal regions and, via efferent cir-
cuits, optimizes in a modality-specific fashion the
detection of the location and the processing of sensory
stimuli, including the temporal binding of related inputs
and the switching between sets of inputs (Desimone and
Duncan 1995; Shulman et al. 1997; Kastner et al. 1998;
Garavan et al. 2000; Hopfinger et al. 2000; Bunge et al.
2001; Engel et al. 2001; Miller and Cohen 2001; Treue
2001; Corbetta and Shulman 2002; Macaluso et al.
2002). The ability of prefrontal regions to initiate such
top-down processes is hypothesized to depend on proper
cholinergic innervation (Sarter et al. 2001b). Moreover,
the activity of cholinergic inputs into posterior cortical
areas is influenced by prefrontal transmission (Nelson
et al. 2002b), possibly via prefrontal projections directly
to the BF, indirectly via prefrontal efferents to the mes-
olimbic dopaminergic system, and via multisynaptic pre-
frontal connections to posterior cortical regions (figure
1). Additionally, abnormal activity in thalamic inputs
to the cortex interacts with converging dysregulated cho-
linergic inputs to disrupt further input processing in
schizophrenia (Andreasen et al. 1996). Thus, the conse-
quences of a dysregulated cortical cholinergic input sys-
tem escalate, as an impaired prefrontal ‘‘anterior
attention system’’ (Posner and Dehaene 1994) yields im-
paired top-down mechanisms (Frith and Dolan 1996).
Our data indicate that cholinergic transmission in poste-
rior cortical areas is regulated by prefrontal cholinergic
and glutamatergic activity (Nelson et al. 2002b). As a
result of abnormal increases in prefrontal cholinergic
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transmission, such top-down regulation of posterior cor-
tical input functions presumably is disrupted, and such
a functional disconnection between prefrontal and poste-
rior cortical regions has been hypothesized to underlie
schizophrenia patients’ inability to determine whether
the source of an input derives from mental imagery or
the outside world (Frith and Dolan 1996; Lawrie et al.
2002; Kim et al. 2003).

In summary, the available evidence suggests that ab-
normal increases in the reactivity of cortical cholinergic
inputs mediate a complex disruption of normal stimulus
processing mechanisms, ranging from—at the cellular
level—abnormal expansions of receptive fields combined
with decreases in stimulus selectivity, to—at the level of
neuronal systems—synchronization and abnormal
spread of activity, and—in terms of cognitive functions
—impairments characterized by cognitive inflexibility,
signal detection abnormalities, and impaired top-down
optimization of posterior cortical regions for input pro-
cessing. As will be discussed next, such impairments cor-
respond with the core dysfunctions described in cognitive
theories of the development of psychotic symptoms.

Relevance for Psychotic Cognition. It seems straightfor-
ward to suggest that relatively limited yet persistent
impairments in the detection and selection of information
for further processing worsen rapidly, as the increasing
preoccupation with irrelevant information consumes
more and more attentional resources and increasingly
limits the updating of the memory with information
about significant versus insignificant inputs. These
impairments eventually restrict the degree to which the
subject’s cognitive activity reflects reality (Gray et al.
1991). However, a comprehensive cognitive theory de-
scribing the development of psychotic symptoms as a re-
sult of the dynamic, escalating cognitive consequences of
years of initially more subtle impairments in the ability to
select stimuli and associations for further processing, to
filter irrelevant inputs, and to organize processing re-
sources to competing tasks, does not appear to be avail-
able (for evidence for early precursors of attentional
dysfunctions in children at risk for schizophrenia, see
Dworkin et al. 1993; Erlenmeyer-Kimling et al. 1993;
Marcus et al. 1993; Mirsky et al. 1995; Egan et al.
2000). Likewise, treatment-induced recovery represents
a slow cognitive process (see the informative first person
account by Anonymous 1992), but a cognitive theory that
would address the primary cognitive effects of antipsy-
chotic drugs and the mechanisms by which these effects
mount to attenuate schizophrenic symptoms is also lack-
ing (see the discussion in Andreasen 2000).

Since the original descriptions by Kraepelin (1912) and
Bleuler (1950), impairments in cognitive functions, spe-
cifically in the ability to select and process relevant stim-
uli and associations, and to filter those that are irrelevant
for the task or cognitive process at hand, have been hy-

pothesized to represent the unifying component of
schizophrenia, and to contribute to, or at least to be as-
sociated with, the (positive) core symptoms of schizo-
phrenia. In the 1960s, the (mostly) descriptive analyses
(McGhie and Chapman 1961; Shakow 1962; Venables
1964) stressed the patients’ inability to filter irrelevant
sensory stimuli and associations from processing, and
the resulting exhaustion of attentional resources for
the processing of relevant inputs (e.g., patient 15 in
McGhie and Chapman 1961, p. 51: ‘‘If something else
is going on somewhere, even just a noise, it interrupts
my thoughts and they get lost’’). More contemporary,
cognitive psychology–inspired theories focus on patients’
inability to employ top-down processes to select signifi-
cant cognitive cues and stimuli as well as to reject distract-
ing inputs (Braff 1993; Andreasen et al. 1998; Javitt et al.
2000). Furthermore, ample evidence supports the notion
that stimulus detection and discrimination functions are
impaired and that attentional capacities, including the ca-
pacity for switching attention (Smith et al. 1998) and pro-
cessing errors (Alain et al. 2002), are reduced in
schizophrenia patients. These impairments likely are as-
sociated with, or even due to, the exhaustion of atten-
tional resources by the processing of task-irrelevant
information (e.g., Nuechterlein and Dawson 1984; Gri-
llon et al. 1990; Granholm et al. 1991; Spring 1992; Gold-
berg et al. 1998; Seidman et al. 1998; Alain et al. 2002;
Potts et al. 2002). Gray’s theory of schizophrenia
hypothesizes that the long-term, escalating consequences
of such impairments impede subjects’ ability to use and
update past experiences to interpret and properly re-
spond to current information processing, and thus con-
tribute to the development of psychotic symptoms (Gray
1998).

The relationship between the attentional impairments
and the main symptom clusters of schizophrenia is com-
plex and poorly understood. Clinical research that fo-
cuses on the descriptive classification of symptoms
using standard scales (e.g., Scale for the Assessment of
Negative Symptoms, Scale for the Assessment of Positive
Symptoms) and the assessment of patients’ attentional
impairments using regular psychometric tests (e.g., Con-
tinuous Performance Task [CPT]) have limited capability
in determining the specific characteristics of the atten-
tional disorder of patients (Elvevag et al. 2000) and in re-
vealing the role of attentional impairments in the
development of schizophrenic symptoms (Elliott and
Sahakian 1995; Green et al. 2000; Phillips and David
2000). In fact, the clinical literature occasionally classified
attentional impairments as a negative symptom, or sug-
gested inconsistent relationships between attentional
impairments and positive symptoms (but see Addington
et al. 1991; Brockington 1992).

Numerous studies focused on the performance
of schizophrenia patients in sustained attention (or
vigilance) tasks, determining subjects’ ability to detect,
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discriminate, and process relevant stimuli against irrele-
vant and distracting ‘‘background noise.’’ Although
schizophrenia patients are said to suffer from ‘‘hypervig-
ilance,’’ studies using standardized CPTs for the assess-
ment of attentional abilities rarely demonstrated the
characteristics of the specific attentional impairments
of schizophrenia patients (e.g., Nuechterlein and Dawson
1984; Mussgay and Hertwig 1990; Spring 1992). How-
ever, other, more experimental studies revealed the
‘‘hyperattentional’’ nature of their deficits, in both med-
icated and medication-withdrawn subjects (Mar et al.
1996; Salo et al. 1996; Light and Braff 2000). The hypoth-
esis that such attentional impairments are intrinsically re-
lated to the neurobiological bases and the development of
positive symptoms of this disorder, while entailing com-
plexities and not being universally accepted (Green and
Nuechterlein 1999), has been extensively substantiated
(e.g., Freedman et al. 1991; Serper et al. 1994; Servan-
Schreiber et al. 1996; Berman et al. 1997; Jones et al.
1997; Velligan et al. 1997; Cohen et al. 1998; Nelson
et al. 1998; Brebion et al. 1999; Cadenhead and Braff
2000; Dawson et al. 2000; Phillips and David 2000).

The description of the attentional impairments of
schizophrenia patients corresponds with the cognitive
consequences of an abnormally reactive cortical cholin-
ergic input system discussed above. It seems worthwhile
to stress again that in contrast to the consequences of an
abnormally reactive cortical cholinergic input system, the
attentional impairments resulting from loss of cortical
cholinergic inputs or reduction in the excitability of
this neuronal system differ fundamentally (references
above). Thus, the fundamental cognitive dysfunction in
schizophrenia is hypothesized to be mediated by a dysre-
gulation of the cortical cholinergic input system that is
characterized specifically by augmented levels of cortical
cholinergic transmission.

Treatment Implications

The hypothesis that psychosis is mediated by an abnor-
mally reactive cortical cholinergic input system does not
predict that blockade of cholinergic transmission by, for
example, administering muscarinic or nicotinic receptor
antagonists, will produce antipsychotic effects. In fact,
such drugs have been extensively documented to produce
tremendous cognitive impairments and in fact cause ex-
tensive disruption of information processing, including
symptoms of thought disorders akin to those in schizo-
phrenia (Perry and Perry 1995). Rather, the crucial
role of cortical cholinergic inputs in elementary aspects
of information processing (see above) implies that persis-
tent normalization of cortical cholinergic transmission is
required to improve the patient’s status. The available
data indicate that such normalization of cortical cholin-
ergic activity is achieved by the administration of DA D2
antagonists—that is, by typical antipsychotic drugs

(Moore et al. 1999a; see above). Kapur interprets the an-
tipsychotic efficacy of such drugs as the long-term result
of the ‘‘dampening of salience of abnormal experiences’’
(2003, p. 13). The present discussion is in keeping with
this perspective, except that the normalization of the re-
activity of cortical cholinergic inputs is considered to be
the critical underlying neuronal mechanism of such
effects.

Our previous research on the regulation of BF cholin-
ergic neurons also suggests that positive GABA
modulators, particularly BZR agonists, are capable of
normalizing an overreactive cortical cholinergic input
system (Sarter and Bruno 1994). While chronic treatment
with such drugs appears limited by rapid BZR downre-
gulation, several studies demonstrated the usefulness and
potency of BZR agonists in exhibiting antipsychotic
effects (Llorca et al. 1991; Delini-Stula et al. 1992; Jaspert
and Ebert 1994; Delini-Stula and Berdah-Tordjman
1995; Delini-Stula and Berdah-Tordjman 1996) in pre-
venting symptom progression (Carpenter et al. 1999)
and relapse (Kirkpatrick et al. 1989), and, when coadmini-
stered with typical antipsychotic drugs, in enhancing the
therapeutic efficacy and reducing the daily doses of the
antipsychotic drug required (Bodkin 1990; Wolkowitz
and Pickar 1991; Wassef et al. 1999).

Although, as mentioned above, experimental evidence
suggests that administration of typical antipsychotic
drugs normalizes an overly reactive cortical cholinergic
input system, the effects of atypical antipsychotic com-
pounds in models addressing the role of the cholinergic
system in psychosis are not known. Several experiments
documented that the acute administration of atypical an-
tipsychotic drugs (clozapine, olanzapine) potently
increases basal hippocampal and cortical ACh efflux
(Parada et al. 1997; Ichikawa et al. 2002; Shirazi-Southall
et al. 2002). However, the effects of these drugs in inter-
action with psychotogenic manipulations, or in animal
models of schizophrenia, and following chronic adminis-
tration, cannot be predicted from acute effects in naı̈ve
animals. For example, the high antimuscarinic potency
of clozapine (Sethy et al. 1996), reflected by the finding
that the discriminative stimulus properties of this drug
potently generalize to those of atropine and scopolamine
(Nielsen 1988), suggests that the increase in ACh release
produced by acute administration of atypical antipsy-
chotic drugs is due, at least in part, to presynaptic mus-
carinic receptor blockade (see also Parada et al. 1997;
Raedler et al. 2000). After chronic administration of
atypical antipsychotic drugs, alterations in muscarinic re-
ceptor regulation are likely to develop (e.g., Marks et al.
1984), and thus, the regulation of cortical ACh efflux may
be fundamentally different when compared to the effects
of the acute administration of such drugs. Moreover,
chronically administered clozapine fundamentally
changes NAC throughput (e.g., Compton and Johnson
1989), thus altering the telencephalic influence on the

126

M. Sarter et al.



regulation of cortical cholinergic inputs. Collectively, the
effects of chronically administered clozapine, and in in-
teraction with abnormal mesolimbic dopaminergic activ-
ity, remain unclear, but the data on the effects of acutely
administered atypical antipsychotic drugs on cortical
ACh efflux may not generalize to these important condi-
tions.

Systematic psychopharmacological approaches to in-
vestigating the cholinergic system’s role in schizophrenia
remain to be developed. Present efforts are hampered by
the availability of drugs that modulate cortical choliner-
gic transmission, as opposed to direct receptor agonists
or antagonists. As such compounds are developed
(e.g., Felder et al. 2001), it will be important to assess
the effects of chronic administration on cortical cholin-
ergic transmission in animal models of positive symptoms
(see also the discussion in Crook et al. 2000).

Finally, it is important to note that the present discus-
sion on the role of an abnormally reactive cortical cho-
linergic input system focuses on the manifestation of the
positive symptoms of schizophrenia. However, evidence
cited above suggests that muscarinic receptor downregu-
lation represents a persistent marker of schizophrenia
and has been speculated to contribute to the cognitive
impairments of such patients. Moreover, downregulated
muscarinic receptors may further elevate the reactivity of
mesolimbic dopaminergic transmission (Gerber et al.
2001) and thus amplify the transsynaptic dysregulation
of the cortical cholinergic input system. Based on these
findings and considerations, novel muscarinic agonists
or positive modulators of muscarinic transmission are
being developed for the treatment of schizophrenia
(Shannon et al. 1999, 2000; Felder et al. 2001; Stanhope
et al. 2001). Although the present model can be inter-
preted as predicting that such treatments involve a risk
for triggering psychotic episodes, the available evidence
about the chronic effects of reduced muscarinic choliner-
gic transmission for the regulation of mesolimbic DA sys-
tems, and about the effects of chronic administration of
positive modulators of muscarinic receptors, remains in-
adequate to predict such risks.

Summary and Conclusions

The present hypothesis extends previous descriptions of
the neuronal circuitry that, if abnormally regulated,
underlies the expression of mostly the positive symptoms
of schizophrenia. Moreover, the attentional functions at-
tributed to normal cortical cholinergic transmission sug-
gest that abnormal increases in the reactivity of cortical
cholinergic inputs mediate attentional impairments that
contribute to the development and expression of such
symptoms. Such a dysregulation of cortical cholinergic
inputs is a necessary correlate of a sensitized mesolimbic
DA system and, in turn, worsens the regulation of meso-
limbic systems (Gerber et al. 2001). Thus, the cortical

consequences of abnormally regulated ventral striatal cir-
cuitry are profound, as they are based on a cortexwide
abnormal modulation of cortical information processing
by cholinergic inputs. Moreover, a deregulated cortical
cholinergic input system causes a disruption of the
top-down regulation of sensory and associational input
processing; such a disruption is the key to understanding
the neuronal basis of the source monitoring failures in
schizophrenia.

The primary limitation of this hypothesis concerns the
fact that most of its support derives from animal anato-
mical and neuropharmacological experimentation, and
the attentional and cholinergic consequences of psychos-
timulant sensitization. For reasons discussed above,
relevant human neuropathological and psychopharmaco-
logical data remain scarce. Clearly, the ability to monitor
the activity of cortical cholinergic transmission in humans,
and the demonstration of altered reactivity in acute psy-
chotic patients, would be a most critical test of this hypoth-
esis. Furthermore, experiments designed to assess cortical
functioning in patients while their attentional capacities
are taxed will assist in defining the consequences of abnor-
mally regulated attentional systems (Ojeda et al. 2002).

Another possible limitation of a hypothesis that builds
on the sensitization model concerns the necessity of
a ‘‘challenging’’ manipulation, typically reexposure to
a psychostimulant, for the demonstration of the abnor-
mal regulation of corticopetal cholinergic projections
and associated attentional impairments. Indeed, some
authors (e.g., Murphy et al. 2001) have considered this
variable to be one of the major limitations of the hypoth-
esis. However, as discussed above (see also Laruelle
2000), a sensitized cortical cholinergic input system, sim-
ilar to the mesolimbic DA system, is specifically associ-
ated with an active disease period. In patients, a variety of
stressors and stressor-triggered flashbacks can initiate an
active disease period (e.g., Ventura et al. 1989; Lieberman
et al. 1997; Yui et al. 1999a, 1999b). As stressors are also
capable of revealing a sensitized mesolimbic DA system
(e.g., Robinson and Becker 1986; Moghaddam 2002),
and therefore possibly a sensitized cortical cholinergic in-
put system (see also Imperato et al. 1992), the drug chal-
lenge models the effects of such stressors and is therefore
an essential aspect of the model. It remains to be demon-
strated, however, that relevant stressors are indeed capa-
ble of producing the attentional impairments in
previously sensitized animals that are mediated by an ab-
normally reactive cortical cholinergic input system.

The present model predictably is overly simplistic, as,
for example, other BF afferent networks, particularly
those originating in other telencephalic regions (e.g.,
the amygdala), are likely to further contribute to the mul-
tisynaptic dysregulation of BF-cortical networks (refer-
ences above; figure 1). Furthermore, the status of
cortical muscarinic and nicotinic receptors as well as of
other cortical receptor systems modulated by cholinergic
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inputs (e.g., Ball et al. 1998) remains unclear but is critical
for the understanding of the long-term consequences of
increased reactivity of cortical cholinergic transmission.
Finally, we need to better understand the fundamental
consequences of an abnormally increased cortical cholin-
ergic input system for cortical information processing.

It is difficult to conceive of a model describing the neu-
ronal circuitry mediating schizophrenic symptoms that
does not include the corticopetal cholinergic input sys-
tem. Given the afferent circuitry of the BF (figure 1),
the validity of hypotheses about the central role of the
mesolimbic DA system in schizophrenia (Kapur 2003),
the validity of the sensitization model in terms of mod-
eling core aspects of the mesolimbic DA dysregulation
in schizophrenia, and the transsynaptic influences of
the mesolimbic system on the regulation of the excitabil-
ity of BF neurons (see above), it is extremely likely that
the capacity of the cortical cholinergic input system to
modulate cortical information processing is affected in
schizophrenia. The present model describes specific neu-
ropharmacological mechanisms that explain dysregula-
tion of the cortical cholinergic input system as
a correlate of an abnormally reactive mesolimbic DA sys-
tem, and it explains a wide range of attentional abnor-
malities that are hypothesized to contribute to the
manifestation of psychosis. Furthermore, experimental
data indicate that antipsychotic DA receptor antagonists
act, at least in part, by normalization of cortical cholin-
ergic transmission. Animal models characterized by an
abnormally reactive cortical cholinergic input system,
and future efforts designed to monitor the state of the
cortical cholinergic input system in schizophrenia
patients, will be critical in testing the present model
and determining the exact role of this potent neuronal
regulator of cortical information processing in schizo-
phrenia.

Acknowledgments

Our research has been supported by Public Health
Service grants MH63114 and MH57436.

The Authors

Martin Sarter, Ph.D., is at the Department of Psychol-
ogy, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI. Christo-
pher L. Nelson, Ph.D., is at the Department of
Neuroscience, The Chicago Medical School, Chicago,
IL. John P. Bruno, Ph.D., is at the Department of Psy-
chology, Ohio State University, Columbus, OH.

References

Abi-Dargham, A., Gil, R., Krystal, J., Baldwin, R.M., Seibyl,
J.P., Bowers, M., van Dyck, C.H., Charney, D.S., Innis,
R.B., and Laruelle, M. Increased striatal dopamine transmis-

sion in schizophrenia: Confirmation in a second cohort. Amer-
ican Journal of Psychiatry, 155(6):761–767, 1998.

Addington, J., Addington, D., and Maticka-Tyndale, E. Cogni-
tive functioning and positive and negative symptoms in schizo-
phrenia. Schizophrenia Research, 5(2):123–134, 1991.

Adler, L.E., Olincy, A., Waldo, M., Harris, J.G., Griffith, J., Stevens,
K., Flach, K., Nagamoto, H., Bickford, P., Leonard, S., and
Freedman, R. Schizophrenia, sensory gating, and nicotinic
receptors. Schizophrenia Bulletin, 24(2):189–202, 1998.

Alain, C., McNeely, H.E., He, Y., Christensen, B.K., and West,
R. Neurophysiological evidence of error-monitoring deficits
in patients with schizophrenia. Cerebral Cortex, 12(8):840–
846, 2002.

Andreasen, N.C. Schizophrenia: The fundamental questions.
Brain Research. Brain Research Reviews, 31(2–3):106–112,
2000.

Andreasen, N.C., O’Leary, D.S., Cizadlo, T., Arndt, S., Rezai,
K., Ponto, L.L., Watkins, G.L., and Hichwa, R.D. Schizo-
phrenia and cognitive dysmetria: A positron-emission tomog-
raphy study of dysfunctional prefrontal-thalamic-cerebellar
circuitry. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of
the United States of America, 93(18):9985–9990, 1996.

Andreasen, N.C., Paradiso, S., and O’Leary, D.S. ‘‘Cognitive dys-
metria’’ as an integrative theory of schizophrenia: A dysfunc-
tion in cortical-subcortical-cerebellar circuitry?. Schizophrenia
Bulletin, 24(2):203–218, 1998.

Anonymous First person account: Portrait of a schizophrenic.
Schizophrenia Bulletin, 18(2):333–335, 1992.

Aramakis, V.B., Bandrowski, A.E., and Ashe, J.H. Activation of
muscarinic receptors modulates NMDA receptor-mediated
responses in auditory cortex. Experimental Brain Research,
113(3):484–496, 1997.

Arnold, H.M., Burk, J.A., Hodgson, E.M., Sarter, M., and Bruno,
J.P. Differential cortical acetylcholine release in rats perform-
ing a sustained attention task versus behavioral control tasks
that do not explicitly tax attention. Neuroscience, 114(2):
451–460, 2002.

Bakin, J.S., and Weinberger, N.M. Induction of a physiological
memory in the cerebral cortex by stimulation of the nucleus
basalis. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of
the United States of America, 93(20):11219–11224, 1996.

Ball, S., Busatto, G.F., David, A.S., Jones, S.H., Hemsley, D.R.,
Pilowsky, L.S., Costa, D.C., Ell, P.J., and Kerwin, R.W. Cog-
nitive functioning and GABAA/benzodiazepine receptor bind-
ing in schizophrenia: A 123I-iomazenil SPET study. Biological
Psychiatry, 43(2):107–117, 1998.

Bassareo, V., Tanda, G., Petromilli, P., Giua, C., and Di Chiara,
G. Non-psychostimulant drugs of abuse and anxiogenic drugs
activate with differential selectivity dopamine transmission in
the nucleus accumbens and in the medial prefrontal cortex of
the rat. Psychopharmacology, 124(4):293–299, 1996.

Beckstead, R.M., Domesick, V.B., and Nauta, W.J. Efferent con-
nections of the substantia nigra and ventral tegmental area in
the rat. Brain Research, 175(2):191–217, 1979.

Bell, D.S. Comparison of amphetamine psychosis and schizophre-
nia. British Journal of Psychiatry, 111:701–707, 1965.

Berman, I., Viegner, B., Merson, A., Allan, E., Pappas, D., and
Green, A.I. Differential relationships between positive and
negative symptoms and neuropsychological deficits in schizo-
phrenia. Schizophrenia Research, 25(1):1–10, 1997.

Berridge, K.C., and Robinson, T.E. What is the role of dopamine
in reward: Hedonic impact, reward learning, or incentive

128

M. Sarter et al.



salience?. Brain Research. Brain Research Reviews, 28(3):309–
369, 1998.

Bertolino, A., Knable, M.B., Saunders, R.C., Callicott, J.H.,
Kolachana, B., Mattay, V.S., Bachevalier, J., Frank, J.A.,
Egan, M., and Weinberger, D.R. The relationship between
dorsolateral prefrontal N-acetylaspartate measures and striatal
dopamine activity in schizophrenia. Biological Psychiatry,
45(6):660–667, 1999.

Bianchi, C., Tanganelli, S., and Beani, L. Dopamine modulation
of acetylcholine release from the guinea-pig brain. European
Journal of Pharmacology, 58(3):235–246, 1979.

Blaha, C.D., Yang, C.R., Floresco, S.B., Barr, A.M., and Phillips,
A.G. Stimulation of the ventral subiculum of the hippocampus
evokes glutamate receptor-mediated changes in dopamine ef-
flux in the rat nucleus accumbens. European Journal of Neuro-
science, 9(5):902–911, 1997.

Bleuler, E. Dementia Praecox or the Group of Schizophrenias.
(1911) Translated by J. Zinkin. New York, NY: International
Universities Press, 1950.

Bodkin, J.A. Emerging uses for high-potency benzodiazepines in
psychotic disorders. Journal of Clinical Psychiatry,
51(Suppl):41–46; discussion 50–53, 1990.

Bourdelais, A., and Kalivas, P.W. Amphetamine lowers extracel-
lular GABA concentration in the ventral pallidum. Brain Re-
search, 516(1):132–136, 1990.

Bourdelais, A., and Kalivas, P.W. Apomorphine decreases extra-
cellular GABA in the ventral pallidum of rats with 6-OHDA
lesions in the nucleus accumbens. Brain Research,
577(2):306–311, 1992.

Bowers, M.B., Goodman, E., and Sim, V.M. Some behavioral
changes in man following anticholinesterase administration.
Journal of Nervous and Mental Disease, 138:383–389, 1964.

Bradberry, C.W., Lory, J.D., and Roth, R.H. The anxiogenic
beta-carboline FG 7142 selectively increases dopamine release
in rat prefrontal cortex as measured by microdialysis. Journal
of Neurochemistry, 56(3):748–752, 1991.

Braff, D.L. Information processing and attention dysfunctions in
schizophrenia. Schizophrenia Bulletin, 19(2):233–259, 1993.

Brebion, G., Amador, X., Smith, M.J., Malaspina, D., Sharif, Z.,
and Gorman, J.M. Opposite links of positive and negative
symptomatology with memory errors in schizophrenia. Psychi-
atry Research, 88(1):15–24, 1999.

Breier, A., Su, T.P., Saunders, R., Carson, R.E., Kolachana, B.S.,
de Bartolomeis, A., Weinberger, D.R., Weisenfeld, N.,
Malhotra, A.K., Eckelman, W.C., and Pickar, D. Schizophre-
nia is associated with elevated amphetamine-induced synaptic
dopamine concentrations: Evidence from a novel positron
emission tomography method. Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, 94(6):
2569–2574, 1997.

Brockington, I. Schizophrenia: Yesterday’s concept. European
Psychiatry, 7:203–207, 1992.

Brose, N., O’Neill, R.D., Boutelle, M.G., Anderson, S.M., and
Fillenz, M. Effects of an anxiogenic benzodiazepine receptor
ligand on motor activity and dopamine release in nucleus
accumbens and striatum in the rat. Journal of Neuroscience,
7(9):2917–2926, 1987.

Brown, V.J., and Bowman, E.M. Discriminative cues indicating
reward magnitude continue to determine reaction time of
rats following lesions of the nucleus accumbens. European
Journal of Neuroscience, 7(12):2479–2485, 1995.

Bruno, J.P., and Miller, J. Inhibition of GABAergic transmission:
Interactions with other transmitter systems. In: Sarter, M.,

Nutt, D., and Lister, R., eds. Benzodiazepine Receptor
Inverse Agonists. New York, NY: John Wiley and Sons,
1995. pp. 41–82.

Bunge, S.A., Ochsner, K.N., Desmond, J.E., Glover, G.H., and
Gabrieli, J.D. Prefrontal regions involved in keeping informa-
tion in and out of mind. Brain, 124(Pt 10):2074–2086, 2001.

Burk, J.A., and Sarter, M. Dissociation between the attentional
functions mediated via basal forebrain cholinergic and
GABAergic neurons. Neuroscience, 105(4):899–909, 2001.

Burns, L.H., Everitt, B.J., Kelley, A.E., and Robbins, T.W. Glu-
tamate-dopamine interactions in the ventral striatum: Role in
locomotor activity and responding with conditioned reinforce-
ment. Psychopharmacology, 115(4):516–528, 1994.

Cadenhead, K.S., and Braff, D.L. Information processing and at-
tention in schizophrenia: Clinical and functional correlates and
treatment of cognitive impairment. In: Sharma, T., and
Harvey, P., eds. Cognition in Schizophrenia. Oxford, U.K.:
Oxford University Press, 2000. pp. 92–106.

Cador, M., Bjijou, Y., Cailhol, S., and Stinus, L. D-amphet-
amine-induced behavioral sensitization: Implication of a gluta-
matergic medial prefrontal cortex-ventral tegmental area
innervation. Neuroscience, 94(3):705–721, 1999.

Cador, M., Robbins, T.W., and Everitt, B.J. Involvement of the
amygdala in stimulus-reward associations: Interaction with
the ventral striatum. Neuroscience, 30(1):77–86, 1989.

Cador, M., Taylor, J.R., and Robbins, T.W. Potentiation of the
effects of reward-related stimuli by dopaminergic-dependent
mechanisms in the nucleus accumbens. Psychopharmacology,
104(3):377–385, 1991.

Cardinal, R.N., Parkinson, J.A., Hall, J., and Everitt, B.J. Emo-
tion and motivation: The role of the amygdala, ventral stria-
tum, and prefrontal cortex. Neuroscience and Biobehavioral
Reviews, 26(3):321–352, 2002.

Carpenter, W.T. Jr., Buchanan, R.W., Kirkpatrick, B., and
Breier, A.F. Diazepam treatment of early signs of exacerbation
in schizophrenia. American Journal of Psychiatry, 156(2):299–
303, 1999.

Carr, D.B., O’Donnell, P., Card, J.P., and Sesack, S.R. Dopamine
terminals in the rat prefrontal cortex synapse on pyramidal
cells that project to the nucleus accumbens. Journal of Neuro-
science, 19(24):11049–11060, 1999.

Carr, D.B., and Sesack, S.R. Projections from the rat prefrontal
cortex to the ventral tegmental area: Target specificity in the
synaptic associations with mesoaccumbens and mesocortical
neurons. Journal of Neuroscience, 20(10):3864–3873, 2000.

Castner, S.A., al-Tikriti, M.S., Baldwin, R.M., Seibyl, J.P., Innis,
R.B., and Goldman-Rakic, P.S. Behavioral changes and
[123I]IBZM equilibrium SPECT measurement of amphet-
amine-induced dopamine release in rhesus monkeys exposed
to subchronic amphetamine. Neuropsychopharmacology,
22(1):4–13, 2000.

Charara, A., and Grace, A.A. Dopamine receptor subtypes selec-
tively modulate excitatory afferents from the hippocampus and
amygdala to rat nucleus accumbens neurons. Neuropsycho-
pharmacology, 28(8):1412–1421, 2003.

Chiodo, L.A., and Bunney, B.S. Typical and atypical neurolep-
tics: Differential effects of chronic administration on the activ-
ity of A9 and A10 midbrain dopaminergic neurons. Journal of
Neuroscience, 3(8):1607–1619, 1983.

Cohen, R.M., Nordahl, T.E., Semple, W.E., Andreason, P., and
Pickar, D. Abnormalities in the distributed network of sus-
tained attention predict neuroleptic treatment response in
schizophrenia. Neuropsychopharmacology, 19(1):36–47, 1998.

129

Cortical Acetylcholine and Schizophrenia



Compton, D.R., and Johnson, K.M. Effects of acute and chronic
clozapine and haloperidol on in vitro release of acetylcholine
and dopamine from striatum and nucleus accumbens. Journal
of Pharmacology and Experimental Therapeutics, 248(2):521–
530, 1989.

Corbetta, M., and Shulman, G.L. Control of goal-directed and
stimulus-driven attention in the brain. Nature Reviews. Neuro-
science, 3(3):201–215, 2002.

Cornwall, J., and Phillipson, O.T. Afferent projections to the dor-
sal thalamus of the rat as shown by retrograde lectin transport:
II. The midline nuclei. Brain Research Bulletin, 21(2):147–161,
1988.

Crider, A., Solomon, P.R., and McMahon, M.A. Disruption of
selective attention in the rat following chronic d-amphetamine
administration: Relationship to schizophrenic attention disor-
der. Biological Psychiatry, 17(3):351–361, 1982.

Crook, J.M., Tomaskovic-Crook, E., Copolov, D.L., and Dean,
B. Decreased muscarinic receptor binding in subjects with
schizophrenia: A study of the human hippocampal formation.
Biological Psychiatry, 48(5):381–388, 2000.

Crook, J.M., Tomaskovic-Crook, E., Copolov, D.L., and Dean,
B. Low muscarinic receptor binding in prefrontal cortex
from subjects with schizophrenia: A study of Brodmann’s
areas 8, 9, 10, and 46 and the effects of neuroleptic drug treat-
ment. American Journal of Psychiatry, 158(6):918–925, 2001.

Dalack, G.W., Healy, D.J., and Meador-Woodruff, J.H. Nicotine
dependence in schizophrenia: Clinical phenomena and labora-
tory findings. American Journal of Psychiatry, 155(11):1490–
1501, 1998.

Darracq, L., Drouin, C., Blanc, G., Glowinski, J., and Tassin, J.P.
Stimulation of metabotropic but not ionotropic glutamatergic
receptors in the nucleus accumbens is required for the D-am-
phetamine-induced release of functional dopamine. Neurosci-
ence, 103(2):395–403, 2001.

Davis, K.L., Berger, P.A., Hollister, L.E., and Barchas, J.D. Cho-
linergic involvement in mental disorders. Life Sciences,
22(21):1865–1871, 1978.

Davis, K.L., Kahn, R.S., Ko, G., and Davidson, M. Dopamine in
schizophrenia: A review and reconceptualization. American
Journal of Psychiatry, 148(11):1474–1486, 1991.

Dawson, M.E., Schell, A.M., Hazlett, E.A., Nuechterlein, K.H.,
and Filion, D.L. On the clinical and cognitive meaning of im-
paired sensorimotor gating in schizophrenia. Psychiatry Re-
search, 96(3):187–197, 2000.

Day, J.C., Tham, C.S., and Fibiger, H.C. Dopamine depletion
attenuates amphetamine-induced increases of cortical acetyl-
choline release. European Journal of Pharmacology,
263(3):285–292, 1994.

Delini-Stula, A., and Berdah-Tordjman, D. Benzodiazepines and
GABA hypotheses of schizophrenia. Journal of Psychopharma-
cology, 9:57–63, 1995.

Delini-Stula, A., and Berdah-Tordjman, D. Antipsychotic effects
of bretazenil, a partial benzodiazepine agonist in acute schizo-
phrenia—a study group report. Journal of Psychiatric Re-
search, 30(4):239–250, 1996.

Delini-Stula, A., Berdah-Tordjman, D., and Neumann, N. Partial
benzodiazepine agonists in schizophrenia: Expectations and
present clinical findings. Clinical Neuropharmacology,
15(Suppl 1, Pt A):405A–406A, 1992.

Deller, T., and Sarter, M. Effects of repeated administration of
amphetamine on behavioral vigilance: Evidence for ‘‘sensi-
tized’’ attentional impairments. Psychopharmacology,
137(4):410–414, 1998.

Desimone, R., and Duncan, J. Neural mechanisms of selective vi-
sual attention. Annual Review of Neuroscience, 18:193–222,
1995.

Deutch, A.Y. Prefrontal cortical dopamine systems and the elab-
oration of functional corticostriatal circuits: Implications for
schizophrenia and Parkinson’s disease. Journal of Neural
Transmission. General Section, 91(2–3):197–221, 1993.

Dickson, C.T., and Alonso, A. Muscarinic induction of synchro-
nous population activity in the entorhinal cortex. Journal of
Neuroscience, 17(17):6729–6744, 1997.

Drevets, W.C., Gautier, C., Price, J.C., Kupfer, D.J., Kinahan,
P.E., Grace, A.A., Price, J.L., and Mathis, C.A. Amphet-
amine-induced dopamine release in human ventral striatum
correlates with euphoria. Biological Psychiatry, 49(2):81–96,
2001.

Dworkin, R.H., Cornblatt, B.A., Friedmann, R., Kaplansky,
L.M., Lewis, J.A., Rinaldi, A., Shilliday, C., and Erlen-
meyer-Kimling, L. Childhood precursors of affective vs. social
deficits in adolescents at risk for schizophrenia. Schizophrenia
Bulletin, 19(3):563–577, 1993.

Egan, M.F., Goldberg, T.E., Gscheidle, T., Weirich, M., Bigelow,
L.B., and Weinberger, D.R. Relative risk of attention deficits
in siblings of patients with schizophrenia. American Journal
of Psychiatry, 157(8):1309–1316, 2000.

Ellinwood, E.H. Amphetamine psychosis: I. Descriptions of the
individuals and process. Journal of Nervous and Mental Dis-
ease, 144:273–283, 1967.

Ellinwood, E. H., Jr., Sudilovsky, A., and Nelson, L.M. Evolving
behavior in the clinical and experimental amphetamine
(model) psychosis. American Journal of Psychiatry, 130(10):
1088–1093, 1973.

Elliott, R., and Sahakian, B.J. The neuropsychology of schizo-
phrenia: Relations with clinical and neurobiological dimen-
sions. Psychological Medicine, 25(3):581–594, 1995.

Elvevag, B., Weinberger, D.R., Suter, J.C., and Goldberg, T.E.
Continuous performance test and schizophrenia: A test of
stimulus-response compatibility, working memory, response
readiness, or none of the above?. American Journal of Psychi-
atry, 157(5):772–780, 2000.

Engel, A.K., Fries, P., and Singer, W. Dynamic predictions: Oscil-
lations and synchrony in top-down processing. Nature
Reviews. Neuroscience, 2(10):704–716, 2001.

Erlenmeyer-Kimling, L., Cornblatt, B.A., Rock, D., Roberts, S.,
Bell, M., and West, A. The New York High-Risk Project: An-
hedonia, attentional deviance, and psychopathology. Schizo-
phrenia Bulletin, 19(1):141–153, 1993.

Everitt, B.J., Cador, M., and Robbins, T.W. Interactions between
the amygdala and ventral striatum in stimulus-reward associa-
tions: Studies using a second-order schedule of sexual rein-
forcement. Neuroscience, 30(1):63–75, 1989.

Everitt, B.J., and Robbins, T.W. Central cholinergic systems and
cognition. Annual Review of Psychology, 48:649–684, 1997.

Fadel, J., Sarter, M., and Bruno, J.P. Basal forebrain glutamater-
gic modulation of cortical acetylcholine release. Synapse,
39(3):201–212, 2001.

Fallon, J.H., Koziell, D.A., and Moore, R.Y. Catecholamine in-
nervation of the basal forebrain: II. Amygdala, suprarhinal
cortex and entorhinal cortex. Journal of Comparative Neurol-
ogy, 180(3):509–532, 1978.

Felder, C.C., Porter, A.C., Skillman, T.L., Zhang, L., Bymaster,
F.P., Nathanson, N.M., Hamilton, S.E., Gomeza, J., Wess,
J., and McKinzie, D.L. Elucidating the role of muscarinic

130

M. Sarter et al.



receptors in psychosis. Life Sciences, 68(22–23):2605–2613,
2001.

Ferre, S., O’Connor, W.T., Snaprud, P., Ungerstedt, U., and
Fuxe, K. Antagonistic interaction between adenosine A2A
receptors and dopamine D2 receptors in the ventral striopalli-
dal system. Implications for the treatment of schizophrenia.
Neuroscience, 63(3):765–773, 1994.

Finch, D.M. Neurophysiology of converging synaptic inputs from
the rat prefrontal cortex, amygdala, midline thalamus, and hip-
pocampal formation onto single neurons of the caudate/puta-
men and nucleus accumbens. Hippocampus, 6(5):495–512,
1996.

Finlay, J.M. Mesoprefrontal dopamine neurons and schizophre-
nia: Role of developmental abnormalities. Schizophrenia Bulle-
tin, 27(3):431–442, 2001.

Fisch, R.Z. Trihexyphenidyl abuse: Therapeutic implications for
negative symptoms of schizophrenia? Acta Psychiatrica Scan-
dinavica, 75(1):91–94, 1987.

Flaum, M., and Schultz, S.K. When does amphetamine-induced
psychosis become schizophrenia?. American Journal of Psychi-
atry, 153(6):812–815, 1996.

Floresco, S.B., Blaha, C.D., Yang, C.R., and Phillips, A.G. Do-
pamine D1 and NMDA receptors mediate potentiation of
basolateral amygdala-evoked firing of nucleus accumbens neu-
rons. Journal of Neuroscience, 21(16):6370–6376, 2001a.

Floresco, S.B., Blaha, C.D., Yang, C.R., and Phillips, A.G. Mod-
ulation of hippocampal and amygdalar-evoked activity of nu-
cleus accumbens neurons by dopamine: Cellular mechanisms
of input selection. Journal of Neuroscience, 21(8):2851–2860,
2001b.

Floresco, S.B., Todd, C.L., and Grace, A.A. Glutamatergic affer-
ents from the hippocampus to the nucleus accumbens regulate
activity of ventral tegmental area dopamine neurons. Journal
of Neuroscience, 21(13):4915–4922, 2001c.

Floresco, S.B., Yang, C.R., Phillips, A.G., and Blaha, C.D. Baso-
lateral amygdala stimulation evokes glutamate receptor-depen-
dent dopamine efflux in the nucleus accumbens of the
anaesthetized rat. European Journal of Neuroscience,
10(4):1241–1251, 1998.

Freedman, R., Waldo, M., Bickford-Wimer, P., and Nagamoto,
H. Elementary neuronal dysfunctions in schizophrenia. Schizo-
phrenia Research, 4(2):233–243, 1991.

Frith, C., and Dolan, R. The role of the prefrontal cortex in higher
cognitive functions. Brain Research. Cognitive Brain Research,
5(1–2):175–181, 1996.

Garavan, H., Ross, T.J., Li, S.J., and Stein, E.A. A parametric
manipulation of central executive functioning. Cerebral Cor-
tex, 10(6):585–592, 2000.

Gaykema, R.P., and Zaborszky, L. Direct catecholaminergic-cho-
linergic interactions in the basal forebrain: II. Substantia nigra-
ventral tegmental area projections to cholinergic neurons.
Journal of Comparative Neurology, 374(4):555–577, 1996.

Gerber, D.J., Sotnikova, T.D., Gainetdinov, R.R., Huang, S.Y.,
Caron, M.G., and Tonegawa, S. Hyperactivity, elevated dopa-
minergic transmission, and response to amphetamine in M1
muscarinic acetylcholine receptor-deficient mice. Proceedings
of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of
America, 98(26):15312–15317, 2001.

Gershon, S., and Shaw, F.H. Psychiatric sequelae of chronic ex-
posure to organophosphorus insecticides. Lancet, 1:1371–
1374, 1961.

Gill, T.M., Masters, J., Sarter, M., and Givens, B. The role of ace-
tylcholine within the medial prefrontal and posterior parietal

cortices during sustained visual attention in the rat. [Abstract].
Abstracts—Society for Neuroscience, 25:1895, 1999.

Gill, T.M., Sarter, M., and Givens, B. Sustained visual attention
performance-associated prefrontal neuronal activity: Evidence
for cholinergic modulation. Journal of Neuroscience, 20(12):
4745–4757, 2000.

Givens, B.; Gill, T.M.; and Spare, S. Correlated firing in the me-
dial prefrontal cortex: Relationship to sustained visual atten-
tion. Experimental Brain Research, submitted for publication.

Givens, B., and Sarter, M. Modulation of cognitive processes by
transsynaptic activation of the basal forebrain. Behavioural
Brain Research, 84(1–2):1–22, 1997.

Gluck, M.R., Thomas, R.G., Davis, K.L., and Haroutunian, V.
Implications for altered glutamate and GABA metabolism in
the dorsolateral prefrontal cortex of aged schizophrenic
patients. American Journal of Psychiatry, 159(7):1165–1173,
2002.

Goldberg, T.E., Patterson, K.J., Taqqu, Y., and Wilder, K. Ca-
pacity limitations in short-term memory in schizophrenia:
Tests of competing hypotheses. Psychological Medicine,
28(3):665–673, 1998.

Goldman-Rakic, P.S., and Selemon, L.D. Functional and anat-
omical aspects of prefrontal pathology in schizophrenia.
Schizophrenia Bulletin, 23(3):437–458, 1997.

Grace, A.A. Cortical regulation of subcortical dopamine systems
and its possible relevance to schizophrenia. Journal of Neural
Transmission. General Section, 91(2–3):111–134, 1993.

Grace, A.A. Gating of information flow within the limbic system
and the pathophysiology of schizophrenia. Brain Research.
Brain Research Reviews, 31(2–3):330–341, 2000.

Grace, A.A., Bunney, B.S., Moore, H., and Todd, C.L. Dopa-
mine-cell depolarization block as a model for the therapeutic
actions of antipsychotic drugs. Trends in Neurosciences,
20(1):31–37, 1997.

Granholm, E., Asarnow, R.F., and Marder, S.R. Controlled in-
formation processing resources and the development of auto-
matic detection responses in schizophrenia. Journal of
Abnormal Psychology, 100(1):22–30, 1991.

Gray, J.A. Dopamine release in the nucleus accumbens: The per-
spective from aberrations of consciousness in schizophrenia.
Neuropsychologia, 33(9):1143–1153, 1995.

Gray, J.A. Integrating schizophrenia. Schizophrenia Bulletin,
24(2):249–266, 1998.

Gray, J.A., Feldon, J., Rawlins, J.N.P., Hemsley, D.R., and
Smith, A.D. The neuropsychology of schizophrenia. Behav-
ioral and Brain Science, 14:1–84, 1991.

Green, M.F., Kern, R.S., Braff, D.L., and Mintz, J. Neurocogni-
tive deficits and functional outcome in schizophrenia: Are we
measuring the ‘‘right stuff’’? Schizophrenia Bulletin, 26(1):
119–136, 2000.

Green, M.F., and Nuechterlein, K.H. Should schizophrenia be
treated as a neurocognitive disorder? Schizophrenia Bulletin,
25(2):309–319, 1999.

Grillon, C., Courchesne, E., Ameli, R., Geyer, M.A., and Braff,
D.L. Increased distractibility in schizophrenic patients. Elec-
trophysiologic and behavioral evidence. Archives of General
Psychiatry, 47(2):171–179, 1990.

Hamamura, T., and Fibiger, H.C. Enhanced stress-induced dopa-
mine release in the prefrontal cortex of amphetamine-sensitized
rats. European Journal of Pharmacology, 237(1):65–71, 1993.

Haroutunian, V., Davidson, M., Kanof, P.D., Perl, D.P., Powchik,
P., Losonczy, M., McCrystal, J., Purohit, D.P., Bierer, L.M.,

131

Cortical Acetylcholine and Schizophrenia



and Davis, K.L. Cortical cholinergic markers in schizophrenia.
Schizophrenia Research, 12(2):137–144, 1994.

Hasselmo, M.E., and Bower, J.M. Cholinergic suppression spe-
cific to intrinsic not afferent fiber synapses in rat piriform (ol-
factory) cortex. Journal of Neurophysiology, 67(5):1222–1229,
1992.

Heimer, L. Basal forebrain in the context of schizophrenia. Brain
Research. Brain Research Reviews, 31(2–3):205–235, 2000.

Holley, L.A., Turchi, J., Apple, C., and Sarter, M. Dissociation
between the attentional effects of infusions of a benzodiazepine
receptor agonist and an inverse agonist into the basal fore-
brain. Psychopharmacology, 120(1):99–108, 1995.

Hopfinger, J.B., Buonocore, M.H., and Mangun, G.R. The neu-
ral mechanisms of top-down attentional control. Nature Neu-
roscience, 3(3):284–291, 2000.

Howland, J.G., Taepavarapruk, P., and Phillips, A.G. Glutamate
receptor-dependent modulation of dopamine efflux in the nu-
cleus accumbens by basolateral, but not central, nucleus of
the amygdala in rats. Journal of Neuroscience, 22(3):1137–
1145, 2002.

Hreib, K.K., Rosene, D.L., and Moss, M.B. Basal forebrain effer-
ents to the medial dorsal thalamic nucleus in the rhesus mon-
key. Journal of Comparative Neurology, 277(3):365–390, 1988.

Hyde, T.M., and Crook, J.M. Cholinergic systems and schizo-
phrenia: Primary pathology or epiphenomena?. Journal of
Chemical Neuroanatomy, 22(1–2):53–63, 2001.

Ichikawa, J., Dai, J., O’Laughlin, I.A., Fowler, W.L., and Melt-
zer, H.Y. Atypical, but not typical, antipsychotic drugs in-
crease cortical acetylcholine release without an effect in the
nucleus accumbens or striatum. Neuropsychopharmacology,
26(3):325–339, 2002.

Imperato, A., Puglisi-Allegra, S., Grazia Scrocco, M., Casolini,
P., Bacchi, S., and Angelucci, L. Cortical and limbic dopamine
and acetylcholine release as neurochemical correlates of emo-
tional arousal in both aversive and non-aversive environmental
changes. Neurochemistry International, 20(Suppl):265S–270S,
1992.

Ingham, C.A., Bolam, J.P., and Smith, A.D. GABA-immunore-
active synaptic boutons in the rat basal forebrain: Comparison
of neurons that project to the neocortex with pallidosubtha-
lamic neurons. Journal of Comparative Neurology, 273(2):
263–282, 1988.

Jaspert, A., and Ebert, D. Benzodiazepine monotherapy in acute
schizophrenia. Der Nervenarzt, 65(1):62–65, 1994.

Javitt, D.C., Shelley, A.M., Silipo, G., and Lieberman, J.A. Def-
icits in auditory and visual context-dependent processing in
schizophrenia: Defining the pattern. Archives of General Psy-
chiatry, 57(12):1131–1137, 2000.

Jentsch, J.D., Dazzi, L., Chhatwal, J.P., Verrico, C.D., and Roth,
R.H. Reduced prefrontal cortical dopamine, but not acetyl-
choline, release in vivo after repeated, intermittent phencycli-
dine administration to rats. Neuroscience Letters, 258(3):
175–178, 1998a.

Jentsch, J.D., Taylor, J.R., Elsworth, J.D., Redmond, D.E. Jr.,
and Roth, R.H. Altered frontal cortical dopaminergic trans-
mission in monkeys after subchronic phencyclidine exposure:
Involvement in frontostriatal cognitive deficits. Neuroscience,
90(3):823–832, 1999.

Jentsch, J.D., Taylor, J.R., and Roth, R.H. Subchronic phencycli-
dine administration increases mesolimbic dopaminergic system
responsivity and augments stress- and psychostimulant-
induced hyperlocomotion. Neuropsychopharmacology, 19(2):
105–113, 1998b.

Johnstone, E.C., Crow, T.J., Ferrier, I.N., Frith, C.D., Owens,
D.G., Bourne, R.C., and Gamble, S.J. Adverse effects of anti-
cholinergic medication on positive schizophrenic symptoms.
Psychological Medicine, 13(3):513–527, 1983.

Jolkkonen, E., Miettinen, R., Pikkarainen, M., and Pitkanen, A.
Projections from the amygdaloid complex to the magnocellular
cholinergic basal forebrain in rat. Neuroscience, 111(1):133–
149, 2002.

Jones, S.H., Hemsley, D., Ball, S., and Serra, A. Disruption of the
Kamin blocking effect in schizophrenia and in normal subjects
following amphetamine. Behavioural Brain Research, 88(1):
103–114, 1997.

Kapur, S. Psychosis as a state of aberrant salience: A framework
linking biology, phenomenology, and pharmacology in schizo-
phrenia. American Journal of Psychiatry, 160(1):13–23, 2003.

Karczmar, A.G. Basic phenomena underlying novel use of cholin-
ergic agents, anticholinesterases and precursors in neurological
including peripheral and psychiatric disease. In: Pepeu, G., and
Ladisnky, H., eds. Cholinergic Mechanisms. New York, NY:
Plenum Press, 1981. pp. 853–869.

Kastner, S., De Weerd, P., Desimone, R., and Ungerleider, L.G.
Mechanisms of directed attention in the human extrastriate
cortex as revealed by functional MRI. Science,
282(5386):108–111, 1998.

Kegeles, L.S., Abi-Dargham, A., Zea-Ponce, Y., Rodenhiser-Hill,
J., Mann, J.J., Van Heertum, R.L., Cooper, T.B., Carlsson, A.,
and Laruelle, M. Modulation of amphetamine-induced striatal
dopamine release by ketamine in humans: Implications for
schizophrenia. Biological Psychiatry, 48(7):627–640, 2000.

Kelley, A.E., Domesick, V.B., and Nauta, W.J. The amygdalos-
triatal projection in the rat—an anatomical study by anterog-
rade and retrograde tracing methods. Neuroscience, 7(3):615–
630, 1982.

Kim, J.J., Kwon, J.S., Park, H.J., Youn, T., Kang do, H., Kim,
M.S., Lee, D.S., and Lee, M.C. Functional disconnection be-
tween the prefrontal and parietal cortices during working
memory processing in schizophrenia: A [15(O)]H2O PET
study. American Journal of Psychiatry, 160(5):919–923, 2003.

Kimura, F., and Baughman, R.W. Distinct muscarinic receptor
subtypes suppress excitatory and inhibitory synaptic responses
in cortical neurons. Journal of Neurophysiology, 77(2):
709–716, 1997.

Kirkpatrick, B., Buchanan, R.W., Waltrip, R.W., 2nd, Jauch, D.,
and Carpenter, W.T., Jr. Diazepam treatment of early symp-
toms of schizophrenic relapse. Journal of Nervous and Mental
Disease, 177(1):52–53, 1989.

Kitamura, M., Ikeda, H., Koshikawa, N., and Cools, A.R.
GABA(A) agents injected into the ventral pallidum differen-
tially affect dopaminergic pivoting and cholinergic circling elic-
ited from the shell of the nucleus accumbens. Neuroscience,
104(1):117–127, 2001.

Kolb, B., Gorny, G., Li, Y., Samaha, A.N., and Robinson, T.E.
Amphetamine or cocaine limits the ability of later experience
to promote structural plasticity in the neocortex and nucleus
accumbens. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences
of the United States of America, 100(18):10523–10528, 2003.

Kraepelin, E. Lectures on Clinical Psychiatry [1904]. Third En-
glish Edition. Johnston, T. ed. New York, NY: William
Wood and Company, 1912.

Krystal, J.H., Karper, L.P., Seibyl, J.P., Freeman, G.K., Delaney,
R., Bremner, J.D., Heninger, G.R., Bowers, M.B., and Char-
ney, D.S. Jr. Subanesthetic effects of the noncompetitive
NMDA antagonist, ketamine, in humans. Psychotomimetic,

132

M. Sarter et al.



perceptual, cognitive, and neuroendocrine responses. Archives
of General Psychiatry, 51(3):199–214, 1994.

Lahti, A.C., Holcomb, H.H., Gao, X.M., and Tamminga, C.A.
NMDA-sensitive glutamate antagonism: A human model for
psychosis. Neuropsychopharmacology, 21:S158–S169, 1999.

Laruelle, M. The role of endogenous sensitization in the patho-
physiology of schizophrenia: Implications from recent brain
imaging studies. Brain Research. Brain Research Reviews,
31(2–3):371–384, 2000.

Laruelle, M., and Abi-Dargham, A. Dopamine as the wind of the
psychotic fire: New evidence from brain imaging studies. Jour-
nal of Psychopharmacology, 13(4):358–371, 1999.

Laruelle, M., Abi-Dargham, A., Gil, R., Kegeles, L., and Innis,
R. Increased dopamine transmission in schizophrenia: Rela-
tionship to illness phases. Biological Psychiatry, 46(1):56–72,
1999.

Laruelle, M., Abi-Dargham, A., van Dyck, C.H., Gil, R., D’Souza,
C.D., Erdos, J., McCance, E., Rosenblatt, W., Fingado, C.,
Zoghbi, S.S., Baldwin, R.M., Seibyl, J.P., Krystal, J.H., Charney,
D.S., and Innis, R.B. Single photon emission computerized
tomography imaging of amphetamine-induced dopamine
release in drug-free schizophrenic subjects. Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America,
93(17):9235–9240, 1996.

Lavin, A., and Grace, A.A. Dopamine modulates the responsivity
of mediodorsal thalamic cells recorded in vitro. Journal of Neu-
roscience, 18(24):10566–10578, 1998.

Lawrie, S.M., Buechel, C., Whalley, H.C., Frith, C.D., Friston,
K.J., and Johnstone, E.C. Reduced frontotemporal functional
connectivity in schizophrenia associated with auditory halluci-
nations. Biological Psychiatry, 51(12):1008–1011, 2002.

LeDuc, P.A., and Mittleman, G. Schizophrenia and psychostimu-
lant abuse: A review and re-analysis of clinical evidence. Psy-
chopharmacology, 121(4):407–427, 1995.

Lewis, D.A., and Levitt, P. Schizophrenia as a disorder of neuro-
development. Annual Review of Neuroscience, 25:409–432,
2002.

Lewis, D.A., Pierri, J.N., Volk, D.W., Melchitzky, D.S., and
Woo, T.U. Altered GABA neurotransmission and prefrontal
cortical dysfunction in schizophrenia. Biological Psychiatry,
46(5):616–626, 1999.

Lieberman, J.A., Kinon, B.J., and Loebel, A.D. Dopaminergic
mechanisms in idiopathic and drug-induced psychoses. Schizo-
phrenia Bulletin, 16(1):97–110, 1990.

Lieberman, J.A., Sheitman, B.B., and Kinon, B.J. Neurochemical
sensitization in the pathophysiology of schizophrenia: Deficits
and dysfunction in neuronal regulation and plasticity. Neuro-
psychopharmacology, 17(4):205–229, 1997.

Light, G.A., and Braff, D.L. Do self-reports of perceptual anom-
alies reflect gating deficits in schizophrenia patients?. Biological
Psychiatry, 47(5):463–467, 2000.

Liljenstrom, H., and Hasselmo, M.E. Cholinergic modulation of
cortical oscillatory dynamics. Journal of Neurophysiology,
74(1):288–297, 1995.

Lindstrom, L.H., Gefvert, O., Hagberg, G., Lundberg, T., Berg-
strom, M., Hartvig, P., and Langstrom, B. Increased dopamine
synthesis rate in medial prefrontal cortex and striatum in
schizophrenia indicated by L-(beta–11C) DOPA and PET. Bi-
ological Psychiatry, 46(5):681–688, 1999.

Llorca, P.M., Wolf, M.A., and Estorges, J.P. The use of benzo-
diazepines in schizophrenia: A review. European Journal of
Psychiatry, 6:217–222, 1991.

Macaluso, E., Frith, C.D., and Driver, J. Directing attention to
locations and to sensory modalities: Multiple levels of selective
processing revealed with PET. Cerebral Cortex, 12(4):357–368,
2002.

Mach, R.H., Voytko, M.L., Ehrenkaufer, R.L., Nader, M.A.,
Tobin, J.R., Efange, S.M., Parsons, S.M., Gage, H.D., Smith,
C.R., and Morton, T.E. Imaging of cholinergic terminals using
the radiotracer [18F](+)–4-fluorobenzyltrozamicol: In vitro
binding studies and positron emission tomography studies in
nonhuman primates. Synapse, 25(4):368–380, 1997.

Mancama, D., Arranz, M.J., Landau, S., and Kerwin, R. Re-
duced expression of the muscarinic 1 receptor cortical subtype
in schizophrenia. American Journal of Medical Genetics,
119B(1):2–6, 2003.

Mar, C.M., Smith, D.A., and Sarter, M. Behavioural vigilance in
schizophrenia. Evidence for hyperattentional processing. Brit-
ish Journal of Psychiatry, 169(6):781–789, 1996.

Marcus, J., Hans, S.L., Auerbach, J.G., and Auerbach, A.G.
Children at risk for schizophrenia: The Jerusalem Infant De-
velopment Study: II. Neurobehavioral deficits at school age.
Archives of General Psychiatry, 50(10):797–809, 1993.

Marks, M.J., O’Connor, M.F., Artman, L.D., Burch, J.B., and
Collins, A.C. Chronic scopolamine treatment and brain cho-
linergic function. Pharmacology, Biochemistry, and Behavior,
20(5):771–777, 1984.

Martinez, V., Burk, J.A., Sarter, M., and Bruno, J.P. Effects of
repeated amphetamine administration on attentional perfor-
mance in rats. [Abstract]. Abstracts—Society for Neuroscience,
29:516.6, 2003.

McCormick, D.A., Wang, Z., and Huguenard, J. Neurotransmit-
ter control of neocortical neuronal activity and excitability. Ce-
rebral Cortex, 3(5):387–398, 1993.

McCullough, L.D., and Salamone, J.D. Anxiogenic drugs beta-
CCE and FG 7142 increase extracellular dopamine levels in
nucleus accumbens. Psychopharmacology, 109(3):379–382,
1992.

McGaughy, J., Kaiser, T., and Sarter, M. Behavioral vigilance
following infusions of 192 IgG-saporin into the basal fore-
brain: Selectivity of the behavioral impairment and relation
to cortical AChE-positive fiber density. Behavioral Neurosci-
ence, 110(2):247–265, 1996.

McGaughy, J., and Sarter, M. Sustained attention performance in
rats with intracortical infusions of 192 IgG-saporin-induced
cortical cholinergic deafferentation: Effects of physostigmine
and FG 7142. Behavioral Neuroscience, 112(6):1519–1525,
1998.

McGhie, A., and Chapman, J. Disorders of attention and percep-
tion in early schizophrenia. British Journal of Medical Psychol-
ogy, 34:103–117, 1961.

McKenna, T.M., Ashe, J.H., and Weinberger, N.M. Cholinergic
modulation of frequency receptive fields in auditory cortex:
I. Frequency-specific effects of muscarinic agonists. Synapse,
4(1):30–43, 1989.

McLin, D.E., 3rd, Miasnikov, A.A., and Weinberger, N.M. In-
duction of behavioral associative memory by stimulation of
the nucleus basalis. Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences of the United States of America, 99(6):4002–4007,
2002.

Mele, A., Thomas, D.N., and Pert, A. Different neural mecha-
nisms underlie dizocilpine maleate- and dopamine agonist-in-
duced locomotor activity. Neuroscience, 82(1):43–58, 1998.

Meredith, G.E. The synaptic framework for chemical signaling in
nucleus accumbens. Annals of the New York Academy of Sci-
ences, 877:140–156, 1999.

133

Cortical Acetylcholine and Schizophrenia



Mesulam, M.M. Large-scale neurocognitive networks and distrib-
uted processing for attention, language, and memory. Annals
of Neurology, 28(5):597–613, 1990.

Miller, E.K., and Cohen, J.D. An integrative theory of prefrontal
cortex function. Annual Review of Neuroscience, 24:167–202,
2001.

Mirsky, A.F., Yardley, S.L., Jones, B.P., Walsh, D., and Kendler,
K.S. Analysis of the attention deficit in schizophrenia: A study
of patients and their relatives in Ireland. Journal of Psychiatric
Research, 29(1):23–42, 1995.

Mogenson, G.J., Ciriello, J., Garland, J., and Wu, M. Ventral pal-
lidum projections to mediodorsal nucleus of the thalamus: An
anatomical and electrophysiological investigation in the rat.
Brain Research, 404(1–2):221–230, 1987.

Mogenson, G.J., Swanson, L.W., and Wu, M. Neural projections
from nucleus accumbens to globus pallidus, substantia innomi-
nata, and lateral preoptic-lateral hypothalamic area: An anato-
mical and electrophysiological investigation in the rat. Journal
of Neuroscience, 3(1):189–202, 1983.

Moghaddam, B. Stress activation of glutamate neurotransmission
in the prefrontal cortex: Implications for dopamine-associated
psychiatric disorders. Biological Psychiatry, 51(10):775–787,
2002.

Momiyama, T., and Sim, J.A. Modulation of inhibitory transmis-
sion by dopamine in rat basal forebrain nuclei: Activation of
presynaptic D1-like dopaminergic receptors. Journal of Neuro-
science, 16(23):7505–7512, 1996.

Moore, H., Fadel, J., Sarter, M., and Bruno, J.P. Role of accum-
bens and cortical dopamine receptors in the regulation of cor-
tical acetylcholine release. Neuroscience, 88(3):811–822, 1999a.

Moore, H., Sarter, M., and Bruno, J.P. Bidirectional modulation
of cortical acetylcholine efflux by infusion of benzodiazepine
receptor ligands into the basal forebrain. Neuroscience Letters,
189(1):31–34, 1995a.

Moore, H., Stuckman, S., Sarter, M., and Bruno, J.P. Stimulation
of cortical acetylcholine efflux by FG 7142 measured with re-
peated microdialysis sampling. Synapse, 21(4):324–331, 1995b.

Moore, H., West, A.R., and Grace, A.A. The regulation of fore-
brain dopamine transmission: Relevance to the pathophysiol-
ogy and psychopathology of schizophrenia. Biological
Psychiatry, 46(1):40–55, 1999b.

Mulder, A.B., Hodenpijl, M.G., and Lopes da Silva, F.H. Elec-
trophysiology of the hippocampal and amygdaloid projections
to the nucleus accumbens of the rat: Convergence, segregation,
and interaction of inputs. Journal of Neuroscience,
18(13):5095–5102, 1998.

Mulholland, G.K., Wieland, D.M., Kilbourn, M.R., Frey, K.A.,
Sherman, P.S., Carey, J.E., and Kuhl, D.E. [18F]fluoroethoxy-
benzovesamicol, a PET radiotracer for the vesicular acetylcho-
line transporter and cholinergic synapses. Synapse, 30(3):263–
274, 1998.

Muller, C.M., and Singer, W. Acetylcholine-induced inhibition in
the cat visual cortex is mediated by a GABAergic mechanism.
Brain Research, 487(2):335–342, 1989.

Murphy, B.L., Arnsten, A.F., Goldman-Rakic, P.S., and Roth,
R.H. Increased dopamine turnover in the prefrontal cortex
impairs spatial working memory performance in rats and mon-
keys. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the
United States of America, 93(3):1325–1329, 1996a.

Murphy, B.L., Arnsten, A.F., Jentsch, J.D., and Roth, R.H. Do-
pamine and spatial working memory in rats and monkeys:
Pharmacological reversal of stress-induced impairment. Jour-
nal of Neuroscience, 16(23):7768–7775, 1996b.

Murphy, C.A., Di Iorio, L., and Feldon, J. Effects of psychosti-
mulant withdrawal on latent inhibition of conditioned active
avoidance and prepulse inhibition of the acoustic startle re-
sponse. Psychopharmacology, 156(2–3):155–164, 2001.

Mussgay, L., and Hertwig, R. Signal detection indexes in schizo-
phrenics on a visual, auditory, and bimodal Continuous Per-
formance Test. Schizophrenia Research, 3(5–6):303–310, 1990.

Napier, T.C., Mitrovic, I., Churchill, L., Klitenick, M.A., Lu,
X.Y., and Kalivas, P.W. Substance p in the ventral pallidum:
Projection from the ventral striatum, and electrophysiological
and behavioral consequences of pallidal substance P. Neurosci-
ence, 69(1):59–70, 1995.

Neigh-McCandless, G., Kravitz, B.A., Sarter, M., and Bruno, J.P.
Stimulation of cortical acetylcholine release following block-
ade of ionotropic glutamate receptors in nucleus accumbens.
European Journal of Neuroscience, 16(7):1259–1266, 2002.

Nelson, C.L., Burk, J.A., Bruno, J.P., and Sarter, M. Effects of
acute and repeated systemic administration of ketamine on
prefrontal acetylcholine release and sustained attention perfor-
mance in rats. Psychopharmacology, 161(2):168–179, 2002a.

Nelson, C.L., Sarter, M., and Bruno, J.P. Repeated pretreatment
with amphetamine sensitizes increases in cortical acetylcholine
release. Psychopharmacology, 151(4):406–415, 2000.

Nelson, C.L., Sarter, M., and Bruno, J.P. Glutamatergic or cho-
linergic stimulation of the medial prefrontal cortex increases
acetylcholine release in the posterior parietal cortex. [Abstract].
Abstracts: Society for Neuroscience, 28:674.7, 2002b.

Nelson, E.B., Sax, K.W., and Strakowski, S.M. Attentional per-
formance in patients with psychotic and nonpsychotic major
depression and schizophrenia. American Journal of Psychiatry,
155(1):137–139, 1998.

Newcomer, J.W., Farber, N.B., Jevtovic-Todorovic, V., Selke, G.,
Melson, A.K., Hershey, T., Craft, S., and Olney, J.W. Ket-
amine-induced NMDA receptor hypofunction as a model of
memory impairment and psychosis. Neuropsychopharmacol-
ogy, 20(2):106–118, 1999.

Nicola, S.M., Surmeier, J., and Malenka, R.C. Dopaminergic
modulation of neuronal excitability in the striatum and nucleus
accumbens. Annual Review of Neuroscience, 23:185–215, 2000.

Nielsen, E.B. Cholinergic mediation of the discriminative stimulus
properties of clozapine. Psychopharmacology, 94(1):115–118,
1988.

Ninan, I., and Kulkarni, S.K. Effect of olanzapine on behavioural
changes induced by FG 7142 and dizocilpine on active avoid-
ance and plus maze tasks. Brain Research, 830(2):337–344,
1999.

Nishiyama, S., Sato, K., Harada, N., Kakiuchi, T., and Tsukada,
H. Development and evaluation of muscarinic cholinergic re-
ceptor ligands N-[11C]ethyl–4-piperidyl benzilate and N-
[11C]propyl–4-piperidyl benzilate: A PET study in comparison
with N-[11C]methyl–4-piperidyl benzilate in the conscious
monkey brain. Nuclear Medicine and Biology, 27(8):733–740,
2000.

Nuechterlein, K.H., and Dawson, M.E. Information processing
and attentional functioning in the developmental course of
schizophrenic disorders. Schizophrenia Bulletin, 10(2):160–
203, 1984.

O’Donnell, P. Ensemble encoding in the nucleus accumbens. Psy-
chobiology, 27:187–197, 1999.

O’Donnell, P., and Grace, A.A. Dopaminergic modulation of dye
coupling between neurons in the core and shell regions of the
nucleus accumbens. Journal of Neuroscience, 13(8):3456–
3471, 1993.

134

M. Sarter et al.



O’Donnell, P., and Grace, A.A. Dopaminergic reduction of excit-
ability in nucleus accumbens neurons recorded in vitro. Neuro-
psychopharmacology, 15(1):87–97, 1996.

O’Donnell, P., and Grace, A.A. Dysfunctions in multiple interre-
lated systems as the neurobiological bases of schizophrenic
symptom clusters. Schizophrenia Bulletin, 24(2):267–283, 1998.

O’Donnell, P., Lavin, A., Enquist, L.W., Grace, A.A., and Card,
J.P. Interconnected parallel circuits between rat nucleus
accumbens and thalamus revealed by retrograde transynaptic
transport of pseudorabies virus. Journal of Neuroscience,
17(6):2143–2167, 1997.

Ojeda, N., Ortuno, F., Arbizu, J., Lopez, P., Marti-Climent, J.M.,
Penuelas, I., and Cervera-Enguix, S. Functional neuroanatomy
of sustained attention in schizophrenia: Contribution of parie-
tal cortices. Human Brain Mapping, 17(2):116–130, 2002.

Okubo, Y., Suhara, T., Suzuki, K., Kobayashi, K., Inoue, O.,
Terasaki, O., Someya, Y., Sassa, T., Sudo, Y., Matsushima,
E., Iyo, M., Tateno, Y., and Toru, M. Decreased prefrontal
dopamine D1 receptors in schizophrenia revealed by PET. Na-
ture, 385(6617):634–636, 1997.

Parada, M.A., Hernandez, L., Puig de Parada, M., Rada, P., and
Murzi, E. Selective action of acute systemic clozapine on ace-
tylcholine release in the rat prefrontal cortex by reference to
the nucleus accumbens and striatum. Journal of Pharmacology
and Experimental Therapeutics, 281(1):582–588, 1997.

Patel, S., and Slater, P. Effects of GABA compounds injected into
the subpallidal regions of rat brain on nucleus accumbens
evoked hyperactivity. Behavioral Neuroscience, 102(4):596–
600, 1988.

Paulson, P.E., Camp, D.M., and Robinson, T.E. Time course of
transient behavioral depression and persistent behavioral sen-
sitization in relation to regional brain monoamine concentra-
tions during amphetamine withdrawal in rats.
Psychopharmacology, 103(4):480–492, 1991.

Perry, E.K., and Perry, R.H. Acetylcholine and hallucinations:
Disease-related compared to drug-induced alterations in hu-
man consciousness. Brain and Cognition, 28(3):240–258, 1995.

Perry, W., Geyer, M.A., and Braff, D.L. Sensorimotor gating and
thought disturbance measured in close temporal proximity in
schizophrenic patients. Archives of General Psychiatry,
56(3):277–281, 1999.

Phillips, M.L., and David, A.S. Cognitive impairments as causes
of positive symptoms in schizophrenia. In: Sharma, T., and
Harvey, P., eds. Cognition in Schizophrenia. Oxford, U.K.: Ox-
ford University Press, 2000. pp. 210–228.

Pierce, R.C., and Kalivas, P.W. A circuitry model of the expres-
sion of behavioral sensitization to amphetamine-like psychos-
timulants. Brain Research. Brain Research Reviews,
25(2):192–216, 1997.

Posner, M.I., and Dehaene, S. Attentional networks. Trends in
Neurosciences, 17(2):75–79, 1994.

Potts, G.F., O’Donnell, B.F., Hirayasu, Y., and McCarley, R.W.
Disruption of neural systems of visual attention in schizophre-
nia. Archives of General Psychiatry, 59(5):418–424, 2002.

Powchik, P., Davidson, M., Haroutunian, V., Gabriel, S.M.,
Purohit, D.P., Perl, D.P., Harvey, P.D., and Davis, K.L. Post-
mortem studies in schizophrenia. Schizophrenia Bulletin,
24(3):325–341, 1998.

Raedler, T.J., Knable, M.B., Jones, D.W., Lafargue, T., Urbina,
R.A., Egan, M.F., Pickar, D., and Weinberger, D.R. In vivo
olanzapine occupancy of muscarinic acetylcholine receptors
in patients with schizophrenia. Neuropsychopharmacology,
23(1):56–68, 2000.

Raedler, T.J., Knable, M.B., Jones, D.W., Urbina, R.A., Gorey,
J.G., Lee, K.S., Egan, M.F., Coppola, R., and Weinberger,
D.R. In vivo determination of muscarinic acetylcholine recep-
tor availability in schizophrenia. American Journal of Psychia-
try, 160(1):118–127, 2003.

Rasmusson, D.D., and Dykes, R.W. Long-term enhancement of
evoked potentials in cat somatosensory cortex produced by
co-activation of the basal forebrain and cutaneous receptors.
Experimental Brain Research, 70(2):276–286, 1988.

Robinson, T.E., and Becker, J.B. Enduring changes in brain and
behavior produced by chronic amphetamine administration: A
review and evaluation of animal models of amphetamine psy-
chosis. Brain Research, 396(2):157–198, 1986.

Robinson, T.E., and Berridge, K.C. The neural basis of drug
craving: An incentive-sensitization theory of addiction. Brain
Research. Brain Research Reviews, 18(3):247–291, 1993.

Rosenkranz, J.A., and Grace, A.A. Cellular mechanisms of infra-
limbic and prelimbic prefrontal cortical inhibition and dopami-
nergic modulation of basolateral amygdala neurons in vivo.
Journal of Neuroscience, 22(1):324–337, 2002.

Rylander, G. Psychoses and the punding and choreiform syn-
dromes in addiction to central stimulant drugs. Psychiatrica,
Neurologia, Neurochirurgia, 75(3):203–212, 1972.

Salamone, J.D. The involvement of nucleus accumbens dopamine
in appetitive and aversive motivation. Behavioural Brain Re-
search, 61(2):117–133, 1994.

Salo, R., Robertson, L.C., and Nordahl, T.E. Normal sustained
effects of selective attention are absent in schizophrenic
patients withdrawn from medication. Psychiatry Research,
62(2):121–130, 1996.

Salokangas, R.K., Saarijarvi, S., Taiminen, T., Lehto, H., Niemi,
H., Ahola, V., and Syvalahti, E. Effect of smoking on neuro-
leptics in schizophrenia. Schizophrenia Research, 23(1):55–60,
1997.

Sarter, M., and Bruno, J.P. Abnormal regulation of corticopetal
cholinergic neurons and impaired information processing in
neuropsychiatric disorders. Trends in Neurosciences, 22(2):67–
74, 1999.

Sarter, M., and Bruno, J.P. The neglected constituent of the basal
forebrain corticopetal projection system: GABAergic projec-
tions. European Journal of Neuroscience, 15(12):1867–1873,
2002.

Sarter, M., Bruno, J.P., and Berntson, G.G. Psychotogenic prop-
erties of benzodiazepine receptor inverse agonists. Psychophar-
macology, 156(1):1–13, 2001a.

Sarter, M., Bruno, J.P., and Dudchenko, P. Activating the dam-
aged basal forebrain cholinergic system: Tonic stimulation ver-
sus signal amplification. Psychopharmacology, 101(1):1–17,
1990.

Sarter, M., Givens, B., and Bruno, J.P. The cognitive neurosci-
ence of sustained attention: Where top-down meets bottom-
up. Brain Research. Brain Research Reviews, 35(2):146–160,
2001b.

Sarter, M., and Markowitsch, H.J. Collateral innervation of the
medial and lateral prefrontal cortex by amygdaloid, thalamic,
and brain-stem neurons. Journal of Comparative Neurology,
224(3):445–460, 1984.

Sarter, M.F., and Bruno, J.P. Cognitive functions of cortical
ACh: Lessons from studies on trans-synaptic modulation of
activated efflux. Trends in Neurosciences, 17(6):217–221, 1994.

Sato, H., Hata, Y., Masui, H., and Tsumoto, T. A functional role
of cholinergic innervation to neurons in the cat visual cortex.
Journal of Neurophysiology, 58(4):765–780, 1987.

135

Cortical Acetylcholine and Schizophrenia



Schultz, W., Dayan, P., and Montague, P.R. A neural substrate of
prediction and reward. Science, 275(5306):1593–1599, 1997.

Seeman, P., and Kapur, S. Schizophrenia: More dopamine, more
D2 receptors. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences
of the United States of America, 97(14):7673–7675, 2000.

Segal, D.S., Geyer, M.A., and Schuckit, M.A. Stimulant-induced
psychosis: An evaluation of animal methods. In: Youdim,
M.B.H., Lovenberg, W., Sharman, D.F., and Lagnado, J.R.,
eds. Essays in Neurochemistry and Neuropharmacology. Sussex,
U.K.: Wiley, 1981. pp. 95–129.

Segal, D.S., and Janowski, D.S. Psychostimulant-induced behav-
ioral effects: Possible models of schizophrenia. In: Lipton,
M.A., DiMascio, A., and Killam, K.F., eds. Psychopharmacolo-
gy: A Generation of Progress. New York, NY: Raven Press,
1978. pp. 1113–1124.

Seidman, L.J., Van Manen, K.J., Turner, W.M., Gamser, D.M.,
Faraone, S.V., Goldstein, J.M., and Tsuang, M.T. The effects
of increasing resource demand on vigilance performance in
adults with schizophrenia or developmental attentional/learn-
ing disorders: A preliminary study. Schizophrenia Research,
34(1–2):101–112, 1998.

Serper, M.R., Davidson, M., and Harvey, P.D. Attentional pre-
dictors of clinical change during neuroleptic treatment in
schizophrenia. Schizophrenia Research, 13(1):65–71, 1994.

Servan-Schreiber, D., Cohen, J.D., and Steingard, S. Schizo-
phrenic deficits in the processing of context. A test of a theoret-
ical model. Archives of General Psychiatry, 53(12):1105–1112,
1996.

Sesack, S.R., and Pickel, V.M. In the rat medial nucleus accum-
bens, hippocampal and catecholaminergic terminals converge
on spiny neurons and are in apposition to each other. Brain
Research, 527(2):266–279, 1990.

Sethy, V.H., Ellerbrock, B.R., and Wu, H. Comparative dopami-
nergic and muscarinic antagonist activity of clozapine and hal-
operidol. Life Sciences, 58(7):585–590, 1996.

Shakow, D. Segmental set: A theory of the formal psychological
deficit in schizophrenia. Biological Psychology, 46:600–615,
1962.

Shannon, H.E., Hart, J.C., Bymaster, F.P., Calligaro, D.O.,
DeLapp, N.W., Mitch, C.H., Ward, J.S., Fink-Jensen, A.,
Sauerberg, P., Jeppesen, L., Sheardown, M.J., and Swedberg,
M.D. Muscarinic receptor agonists, like dopamine receptor an-
tagonist antipsychotics, inhibit conditioned avoidance re-
sponse in rats. Journal of Pharmacology and Experimental
Therapeutics, 290(2):901–907, 1999.

Shannon, H.E., Rasmussen, K., Bymaster, F.P., Hart, J.C.,
Peters, S.C., Swedberg, M.D., Jeppesen, L., Sheardown,
M.J., Sauerberg, P., and Fink-Jensen, A. Xanomeline, an
M(1)/M(4) preferring muscarinic cholinergic receptor agonist,
produces antipsychotic-like activity in rats and mice. Schizo-
phrenia Research, 42(3):249–259, 2000.

Sharp, F.R., Tomitaka, M., Bernaudin, M., and Tomitaka, S.
Psychosis: Pathological activation of limbic thalamocortical
circuits by psychomimetics and schizophrenia? Trends in Neu-
rosciences, 24(6):330–334, 2001.

Shirazi-Southall, S., Rodriguez, D.E., and Nomikos, G.G. Effects
of typical and atypical antipsychotics and receptor selective
compounds on acetylcholine efflux in the hippocampus of
the rat. Neuropsychopharmacology, 26(5):583–594, 2002.

Shulman, G.L., Corbetta, M., Buckner, R.L., Raichle, M.E.,
Fiez, J.A., Miezin, F.M., and Petersen, S.E. Top-down modu-
lation of early sensory cortex. Cerebral Cortex, 7(3):193–206,
1997.

Smiley, J.F., Subramanian, M., and Mesulam, M.M. Monoamin-
ergic-cholinergic interactions in the primate basal forebrain.
Neuroscience, 93(3):817–829, 1999.

Smith, G.L., Large, M.M., Kavanagh, D.J., Karayanidis, F.,
Barrett, N.A., Michie, P.T., and O’Sullivan, B.T. Further evi-
dence for a deficit in switching attention in schizophrenia.
Journal of Abnormal Psychology, 107(3):390–398, 1998.

Soares, J.C., and Innis, R.B. Neurochemical brain imaging inves-
tigations of schizophrenia. Biological Psychiatry, 46(5):600–
615, 1999.

Spring, B. Cognitive alterations as markers of vulnerability to
schizophrenia. In: Friedman, D., and Bruder, G., eds. Psycho-
physiology and Experimental Psychopathology: A Tribute to
Samuel Sutton. New York, NY: New York Academy of Sci-
ences, 1992. pp. 128–145.

Stanhope, K.J., Mirza, N.R., Bickerdike, M.J., Bright, J.L., Har-
rington, N.R., Hesselink, M.B., Kennett, G.A., Lightowler, S.,
Sheardown, M.J., Syed, R., Upton, R.L., Wadsworth, G.,
Weiss, S.M., and Wyatt, A. The muscarinic receptor agonist
xanomeline has an antipsychotic-like profile in the rat. Journal
of Pharmacology and Experimental Therapeutics, 299(2):782–
792, 2001.

Stephans, S.E., and Yamamoto, B.Y. Effect of repeated metham-
phetamine administrations on dopamine and glutamate efflux
in rat prefrontal cortex. Brain Research, 700(1–2):99–106,
1995.

Strakowski, S.M., Sax, K.W., Setters, M.J., Stanton, S.P., and
Keck, P.E., Jr. Lack of enhanced response to repeated d-am-
phetamine challenge in first-episode psychosis: Implications
for a sensitization model of psychosis in humans. Biological
Psychiatry, 42(9):749–755, 1997.

Strauss, M.E., Reynolds, K.S., Jayaram, G., and Tune, L.E.
Effects of anticholinergic medication on memory in schizo-
phrenia. Schizophrenia Research, 3(2):127–129, 1990.

Swerdlow, N.R., Braff, D.L., and Geyer, M.A. GABAergic pro-
jection from nucleus accumbens to ventral pallidum mediates
dopamine-induced sensorimotor gating deficits of acoustic
startle in rats. Brain Research, 532(1–2):146–150, 1990a.

Swerdlow, N.R., Mansbach, R.S., Geyer, M.A., Pulvirenti, L.,
Koob, G.F., and Braff, D.L. Amphetamine disruption of pre-
pulse inhibition of acoustic startle is reversed by depletion of
mesolimbic dopamine. Psychopharmacology, 100(3):413–416,
1990b.

Swerdlow, N.R., Swanson, L.W., and Koob, G.F. Substantia
innominata: Critical link in the behavioral expression of meso-
limbic dopamine stimulation in the rat. Neuroscience Letters,
50(1–3):19–24, 1984.

Taber, M.T., and Fibiger, H.C. Electrical stimulation of the pre-
frontal cortex increases dopamine release in the nucleus
accumbens of the rat: Modulation by metabotropic glutamate
receptors. Journal of Neuroscience, 15(5 Pt 2):3896–3904, 1995.

Taber, M.T., and Fibiger, H.C. Feeding-evoked dopamine release
in the nucleus accumbens: Regulation by glutamatergic mech-
anisms. Neuroscience, 76(4):1105–1112, 1997.

Tam, S.Y., and Roth, R.H. Selective increase in dopamine metab-
olism in the prefrontal cortex by the anxiogenic beta-carboline
FG 7142. Biochemical Pharmacology, 34(9):1595–1598, 1985.

Tandon, R., and Greden, J.F. Cholinergic hyperactivity and neg-
ative schizophrenic symptoms. A model of cholinergic/dopami-
nergic interactions in schizophrenia. Archives of General
Psychiatry, 46(8):745–753, 1989.

Tandon, R., Greden, J.F., and Haskett, R.F. Cholinergic
hyperactivity and negative symptoms: Behavioral effects of

136

M. Sarter et al.



physostigmine in normal controls. Schizophrenia Research,
9(1):19–23, 1993.

Tandon, R., Taylor, S.F., DeQuardo, J.R., Eiser, E., Jibson,
M.D., and Goldman, M. The cholinergic system in schizophre-
nia reconsidered. Neuropsychopharmacology, 22:S189–S202,
1999.

Tang, A.C., Bartels, A.M., and Sejnowski, T.J. Effects of cholin-
ergic modulation on responses of neocortical neurons to fluc-
tuating input. Cerebral Cortex, 7(6):502–509, 1997.

Thiel, C.M., Bentley, P., and Dolan, R.J. Effects of cholinergic
enhancement on conditioning-related responses in human au-
ditory cortex. European Journal of Neuroscience, 16(11):2199–
2206, 2002.

Treue, S. Neural correlates of attention in primate visual cortex.
Trends in Neurosciences, 24(5):295–300, 2001.

Tsukada, H., Kakiuchi, T., Nishiyama, S., Ohba, H., Sato, K.,
Harada, N., and Takahashi, K. Age differences in muscarinic
cholinergic receptors assayed with (+)N-[(11)C]methyl–3-
piperidyl benzilate in the brains of conscious monkeys. Syn-
apse, 41(3):248–257, 2001.

Tsukada, H., Nishiyama, S., Kakiuchi, T., Ohba, H., Sato, K.,
and Harada, N. Is synaptic dopamine concentration the exclu-
sive factor which alters the in vivo binding of [11C]raclopride?
PET studies combined with microdialysis in conscious mon-
keys. Brain Research, 841(1–2):160–169, 1999.

Turchi, J., and Sarter, M. Antisense oligodeoxynucleotide-in-
duced suppression of basal forebrain NMDA-NR1 subunits
selectively impairs visual attentional performance in rats. Euro-
pean Journal of Neuroscience, 14(1):103–117, 2001a.

Turchi, J., and Sarter, M. Bidirectional modulation of basal fore-
brain N-methyl-D-aspartate receptor function differentially
affects visual attention but not visual discrimination perfor-
mance. Neuroscience, 104(2):407–417, 2001b.

Usuda, I., Tanaka, K., and Chiba, T. Efferent projections of the
nucleus accumbens in the rat with special reference to subdivi-
sion of the nucleus: Biotinylated dextran amine study. Brain
Research, 797(1):73–93, 1998.

Velligan, D.I., Mahurin, R.K., Diamond, P.L., Hazleton, B.C.,
Eckert, S.L., and Miller, A.L. The functional significance of
symptomatology and cognitive function in schizophrenia.
Schizophrenia Research, 25(1):21–31, 1997.

Venables, P.H. Input dysfunction in schizophrenia. In: Maher,
B.A., ed. Progress in Experimental Personality Research. New
York, NY: Academic Press, 1964. pp. 1–47.

Ventura, J., Nuechterlein, K.H., Lukoff, D., and Hardesty, J.P. A
prospective study of stressful life events and schizophrenic re-
lapse. Journal of Abnormal Psychology, 98(4):407–411, 1989.

Voytko, M.L. Cognitive functions of the basal forebrain choliner-
gic system in monkeys: Memory or attention? Behavioural
Brain Research, 75(1–2):13–25, 1996.

Walaas, I., and Fonnum, F. Biochemical evidence for gamma-
aminobutyrate containing fibres from the nucleus accumbens
to the substantia nigra and ventral tegmental area in the rat.
Neuroscience, 5(1):63–72, 1980.

Wassef, A.A., Dott, S.G., Harris, A., Brown, A., O’Boyle, M.,
Meyer, W.J., 3rd, and Rose, R.M. Critical review of GABA-
ergic drugs in the treatment of schizophrenia. Journal of Clin-
ical Psychopharmacology, 19(3):222–232, 1999.

Webster, H.H., Rasmusson, D.D., Dykes, R.W., Schliebs, R.,
Schober, W., Bruckner, G., and Biesold, D. Long-term en-
hancement of evoked potentials in raccoon somatosensory cor-
tex following co-activation of the nucleus basalis of Meynert

complex and cutaneous receptors. Brain Research, 545(1–
2):292–296, 1991.

Weinberger, D.R., and Lipska, B.K. Cortical maldevelopment,
anti-psychotic drugs, and schizophrenia: A search for common
ground. Schizophrenia Research, 16(2):87–110, 1995.

Wells, B.G., Marken, P.A., Rickman, L.A., Brown, C.S.,
Hamann, G., and Grimmig, J. Characterizing anticholinergic
abuse in community mental health. Journal of Clinical Psycho-
pharmacology, 9(6):431–435, 1989.

Whitelaw, R.B., Markou, A., Robbins, T.W., and Everitt, B.J.
Excitotoxic lesions of the basolateral amygdala impair the ac-
quisition of cocaine-seeking behaviour under a second-order
schedule of reinforcement. Psychopharmacology, 127(3):213–
224, 1996.

Wolkowitz, O.M., and Pickar, D. Benzodiazepines in the treat-
ment of schizophrenia: A review and reappraisal. American
Journal of Psychiatry, 148(6):714–726, 1991.

Wright, C.I., Beijer, A.V., and Groenewegen, H.J. Basal amygda-
loid complex afferents to the rat nucleus accumbens are com-
partmentally organized. Journal of Neuroscience, 16(5):1877–
1893, 1996.

Wu, M., Brudzynski, S.M., and Mogenson, G.J. Functional inter-
action of dopamine and glutamate in the nucleus accumbens in
the regulation of locomotion. Canadian Journal of Physiology
and Pharmacology, 71(5–6):407–413, 1993.

Xiang, Z., Huguenard, J.R., and Prince, D.A. Cholinergic switch-
ing within neocortical inhibitory networks. Science,
281(5379):985–988, 1998.

Yamamoto, B.K., Pehek, E.A., and Meltzer, H.Y. Brain region
effects of clozapine on amino acid and monoamine transmis-
sion. Journal of Clinical Psychiatry, 55(Suppl B):8–14, 1994.

Yang, C.R., and Mogenson, G.J. Ventral pallidal neuronal
responses to dopamine receptor stimulation in the nucleus
accumbens. Brain Research, 489(2):237–246, 1989.

You, Z.B., Tzschentke, T.M., Brodin, E., and Wise, R.A. Electric-
al stimulation of the prefrontal cortex increases cholecystoki-
nin, glutamate, and dopamine release in the nucleus
accumbens: An in vivo microdialysis study in freely moving
rats. Journal of Neuroscience, 18(16):6492–6500, 1998.

Young, A.M., Ahier, R.G., Upton, R.L., Joseph, M.H., and
Gray, J.A. Increased extracellular dopamine in the nucleus
accumbens of the rat during associative learning of neutral
stimuli. Neuroscience, 83(4):1175–1183, 1998.

Young, W.S., 3rd, Alheid, G.F., and Heimer, L. The ventral pal-
lidal projection to the mediodorsal thalamus: A study with
fluorescent retrograde tracers and immunohistofluorescence.
Journal of Neuroscience, 4(6):1626–1638, 1984.

Youngren, K.D., Daly, D.A., and Moghaddam, B. Distinct
actions of endogenous excitatory amino acids on the outflow
of dopamine in the nucleus accumbens. Journal of Pharmacol-
ogy and Experimental Therapeutics, 264(1):289–293, 1993.

Yui, K., Goto, K., Ikemoto, S., Ishiguro, T., Angrist, B., Duncan,
G.E., Sheitman, B.B., Lieberman, J.A., Bracha, S.H., and Ali,
S.F. Neurobiological basis of relapse prediction in stimulant-
induced psychosis and schizophrenia: The role of sensitization.
Molecular Psychiatry, 4(6):512–523, 1999a.

Yui, K., Ishiguro, T., Goto, K., Ikemoto, S., and Kamata, Y.
Spontaneous recurrence of methamphetamine psychosis: In-
creased sensitivity to stress associated with noradrenergic hy-
peractivity and dopaminergic change. European Archives of
Psychiatry and Clinical Neuroscience, 249(2):103–111, 1999b.

Zaborszky, L. Synaptic organization of basal forebrain choliner-
gic projection neurons. In: Levin, E., Decker, M.W., and

137

Cortical Acetylcholine and Schizophrenia



Butcher, L.L., eds. Neurotransmitter Interactions and Cognitive

Function. Boston, MA: Birkhauser, 1992. pp. 27–65.

Zaborszky, L., and Cullinan, W.E. Projections from the nucleus

accumbens to cholinergic neurons of the ventral pallidum: A

correlated light and electron microscopic double-immunolabel-

ing study in rat. Brain Research, 570(1–2):92–101, 1992.

Zaborszky, L., and Cullinan, W.E. Direct catecholaminergic-cho-

linergic interactions in the basal forebrain: I. Dopamine-beta-

hydroxylase- and tyrosine hydroxylase input to cholinergic

neurons. Journal of Comparative Neurology, 374(4):535–554,

1996.

Zaborszky, L., Gaykema, R.P., Swanson, D.J., and Cullinan,

W.E. Cortical input to the basal forebrain. Neuroscience,

79(4):1051–1078, 1997.

Zahm, D.S. Brog, J.S. On the significance of subterritories in the
‘‘accumbens’’ part of the rat ventral striatum. Neuroscience,
50(4):751–767, 1992.

Zahm, D.S., and Heimer, L. Specificity in the efferent projections
of the nucleus accumbens in the rat: Comparison of the rostral
pole projection patterns with those of the core and shell. Jour-
nal of Comparative Neurology, 327(2):220–232, 1993.

Zahm, D.S., Jensen, S.L., Williams, E.S., and Martin, J.R., 3rd
Direct comparison of projections from the central amygdaloid
region and nucleus accumbens shell. European Journal of Neu-
roscience, 11(4):1119–1126, 1999.

Zahrt, J., Taylor, J.R., Mathew, R.G., and Arnsten, A.F. Supra-
normal stimulation of D1 dopamine receptors in the rodent
prefrontal cortex impairs spatial working memory perfor-
mance. Journal of Neuroscience, 17(21):8528–8535, 1997.

138

M. Sarter et al.


