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The worm sheds light on anesthetic mechanisms
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O ne hundred and sixty five years have
passed since the first documented
use of volatile anesthetics to aid in
surgery, but we have yet to understand
the underlying mechanism of action of
these drugs. There is no question that, in
vitro, volatile anesthetics can affect the
function of numerous neuronal and non-
neuronal proteins. In fact, volatile anes-
thetics are capable of binding such diverse
proteins as albumin and bacterial lucifer-
ase. The promiscuity of volatile anesthetic
binding makes it difficult to determine
which proteins are modulated by anes-
thetics to cause the state of anesthesia.
Consequently, despite a great deal of in
vitro data, the fundamental physiological
process that volatile anesthetics perturb to
effect neuronal silencing is not yet
identified. Recently, data has increasingly
indicated that membrane leak channels
may play a role in the anesthetic
response. Here we comment on the use
of optogenetics to further support such a
model.

Genetics

It remains unknown how volatile anes-
thetics function in vivo.'? In vivo studies
are critical to determine which proteins,
when modulated, cause the components of
an anesthetic state, which includes uncon-
analgesia,
immobility.*> However, in vivo screens

sciousness, amnesia, and
for genetic mutants that affect responses to
volatile anesthetics have never identified a
mutant that is completely resistant to their
effects. This inability to find a completely
resistant mutant can be explained by two
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different hypotheses. First, volatile anes-
thetics function by affecting multiple
targets; therefore a mutation in any single
gene is not sufficient to render the animal
completely resistant. Second, the under-
lying process that volatile anesthetics affect
is so critical to the survival of the animal
that a truly resistant mutant is not viable.

However, there are mutants that have
shown moderate resistance to anesthetic
induced immobility, and others have
shown significant hypersensitivity. Mice
lacking TREK-1, a potassium leak channel
in the two-P domain potassium channel
(K2P) family, required 48% more
halothane, a volatle anesthetic, than
wild-type mice for lack of response to tail
clamp.® Similarly, loss of the related K2P
channels, TASK-1 and TASK-3 also
decreased sensitivity to volatile anesthetics,
though to a more modest degree than did
TREK-1.”% Conversely, both C. elegans
and Drosophila mutants that lack a
sodium leak channel [nca(lf); nca-2;nca-1
in C. elegans and narrow abdomen (na)
in Drosophila] are hypersensitive to
halothane (a 70% reduction in the dose
of halothane required to anesthetize wild
type), but have no change in sensitivity to
isoflurane, another volatile agent.” Both
the potassium and sodium leak channels
(known as NALCN in mammals) are
critical for establishing the neuronal rest-
ing membrane potential.'®"" It stands to
reason that mutants that show some
change in anesthetic sensitivity perhaps
represent elimination of one of many
anesthetic targets, as in the first hypo-

thesis.  Alternatively, if the second
hypothesis is true, perhaps the vital
physiological ~process that anesthetics
perturb is affected mildly in these
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mutants—enough to change sensitivity and
yet allow the animal to survive. Both of
these hypotheses imply that volatile anes-
thetics perturb an underlying physiological
process to produce anesthesia.

It follows that discovering the critical
physiological process is the first step in
determining the mechanism of action of
volatile anesthetics. If anesthetics affect a
specific underlying physiological process,

then when this same process is modulated
by other mechanisms in a whole animal,
the effect of anesthesia must be either
overcome or enhanced. Since ion channels
involved in setting the resting membrane
potential change sensitivity to halothane in
multiple model organisms, we hypothe-
sized that halothane may function by
blocking the Na* current through the nca
channels or by increasing the K* current

through the K2P channels or both. This
hyperpolarization would lead to neuronal
silencing and anesthesia (Fig. 1). In fact,
both an increased K' current and a
reduced Na* current leading to hyper-
polarization have been reported when
cultured mammalian neurons were exposed
to halothane."” However, whether these
in vitro modulations are important for
anesthesia in a whole animal is not known.
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Figure 1. Model for halothane function. (A) The Resting Membrane Potential (RMP) of a neuron is dependent on Na* and K* movement across

the neuronal membrane. The NCA and K2P channels are responsible for Na* and K* leak in neurons necessary to establish RMP. The intracellular region is
negatively charged compared with the extracellular milieu. (B) In our model, halothane causes anesthesia by hyperpolarizing neuronal RMP by binding to
both K2P and NCA channels. Here halothane is shown to inhibit the Na* influx and increase the K* efflux from the neuron. Both of these actions will lead
to a net reduction of positive ions in the intracellular lumen, which causes neuronal hyperpolarization (the intracellular region becomes more negative)
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Recently, we tested the above model in
several ways."” First, we determined the
sensitivity of C. elegans K2P channel
mutants to halothane. The C. elegans
K2P channel most similar to mammalian
K2P channels was SUP-9, which forms a
functional channel with the UNC-93 and
SUP-10 proteins. We found that loss of
function mutants in sup-9 or wunc-93
caused an 8.7% resistance to halothane,
while gain of function mutants of #nc-93
or sup-10 reduced the dose of halothane
required for immobility by approximately
60% compared with wild type. Next, we
constructed strains that harbor both nca
loss of function (nca(lf)) and K2P gain or
loss of function (gf or /fj mutations, to
discover whether mutations in the K2P
channels can add to or subtract from the
effect of nca(lf) on anesthetic sensitivity.
We found that combining the hypersensi-
tive nca(lf) mutations with the K2P(gf)
mutations had a synergistic effect, and
resulted in an animal that was 17-fold
more sensitive than wild type.

Optogenetics

These data further implicated the resting
membrane potential as the process that
anesthetics perturb. However, all the
mutant analyses suffer from a confounding
factor—compensatory genetic or biochemi-
cal changes in response to the genetic
mutations in the mutant animals.
Furthermore, measuring the actual resting
membrane potential in a live animal is still
not feasible. Despite advances in calcium
indicators, voltage sensing proteins and
dyes, none provided the resolution needed
to measure the changes in membrane
potential of neurons in a live animal.
However, the advent of optogenetics
allowed us a powerful opportunity to
actually manipulate the membrane
potential acutely in an otherwise wild-
type worm only in specific instances.
the
effect of volatile anesthetics, we reasoned
that an artificial depolarization of the

If hyperpolarization s ultimate

neurons of anesthetized animals should
effects.
examined the anesthetic behavior of ani-

reverse anesthetic Thus, we

mals expressing the light sensitive proteins

channelthodopsin-2 (ChR2) or halorho-

dopsin, proteins that will either depolarize
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or hyperpolarize the cells where they are
expressed'*" in the presence of stimulat-
ing light. We showed that halothane
induced immobility can be reversed by
ChR2 induced depolarization of choliner-
gic neurons (see video S3 in reference 13).
Similarly, immobility can be achieved at a
much lower concentration of halothane
when the acetylcholine neurons are hyper-
polarized via halorhodopsin. In a surpris-
ing result, immobility induced by two
other volatile anesthetics, isoflurane and
sevoflurane, is not reversed by activation of
ChR2 channels. The difference in sensi-
tivities to isoflurane and halothane was
seen previously in zca(lf) mutants as well.”
Given the differences in sensitivity to
isoflurane and halothane in both the nca
(/) mutants and the ChR2 containing
animals, it was important to note that the
expression patterns of ChR2 and nca-1
were largely overlapping (Fig.2). This
indicates that the mechanisms of their
effects on halothane sensitivity —are
mediated through a specific subset of
neurons in C. elegans. It may be that
immobility in isoflurane requires activa-
tion of these channels in a different set
of cells.

The induced
immobility by ChR2 is not complete.
While sinusoidal movement is seen upon
activation of ChR2, it is neither as
vigorous as wild-type movement, nor is it

reversal of anesthetic

sustainable for longer than 25 sec. These
differences may be due to the limitations
of ChR2 function and activation. The
current through ChR2 decays upon long-
term stimulation'* and therefore may
not be sufficient to counteract the hyper-
polarization driven by halothane over a
long period of time. This hypothesis is
supported by the fact that upon providing
the worm with a minute to recover
between pulses of blue light, more move-
ment can be elicited by subsequent light
pulses. However, it is also entirely possible
that halothane perturbs other aspects of
neuronal or muscular function in addition
to hyperpolarization of cholinergic neu-
rons; therefore the reversal of immobility is
incomplete.

We also found that depolarizing choli-
nergic neurons in either nca(lf) or K2P(gf)
mutants rescued the movement and swim-
ming defects of these mutants, suggesting
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that an underlying hyperpolarization was
at least partially responsible for the mutant
phenotypes (videos S1 and S2 in ref. 13).
Finally, the anesthetic sensitivity of these
mutants was also rescued by depolarization
of cholinergic neurons—in particular the
nca(lf) mutants were able to move at
halothane concentrations in which wild-
type animals would be immobile when
ChR2 was activated.

Discussion

Reversal of anesthetic effects was first
observed only after exposure of anesthe-
tized organisms to atmospheric pressures
in excess of 150 atm.'®" At similar
pressures other drugs, such as morphine,
ethanol, and lidocaine,' also lost their
effect, suggesting that this was a non-
specific effect.'® Therefore, pressure
reversal was abandoned as a mode of
research to determine mechanism of action
of volatile anesthetics. In the past decade,
Alkire and colleagues have performed
intriguing experiments to identify the site
in the brain that is responsible for
consciousness, as well as targets for volatile
anesthetics. Microinjection of nicotine
into the central medial thalamus of rats
restored righting and mobility in the face
of sevoflurane anesthesia.'® In addition, an
antibody to a voltage gated potassium
channel, when applied to the same specific
region of the brain, aroused the animal
from anesthesia by volatile anesthetics."” In
this admittedly more complex animal
model, these results have been interpreted
in multiple ways. As the authors point out,
mice lacking the receptor targeted by
nicotine in their experiments do not have
a change in response to anesthetics. Nor
would it be predicted that antibody
blockade of a potassium channel that is
known to be blocked by volatile anes-
thetics would produce arousal.
Nevertheless, these elegant experiments
raised many important questions to under-
stand loss of consciousness in a mam-
malian model.

In our studies, the ability to reverse
immobility induced by halothane under
physiologic conditions in a wild-type

animal suggests that an underlying
hyperpolarization is the cause of
halothane-induced immobility in the
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Figure 2. nca-1 is expressed in cholinergic neurons. From left: column 1, nematode portion shown with Nomarski optics; column 2, Punc-17::ChR2::
mcherry marks cholinergic neurons with mCherry fluorescence, shown in red; column 3, the Pnca-1::GFP reporter shows the expression pattern

of the NCA-1 channel, shown in green; column 4, co-expression of mCherry and GFP can be seen in cell bodies of neurons around the nerve ring and
retrovesicular ganglion (top row) and through the ventral nerve cord (rows 2-4) of Punc-17:ChR2::mcherry/+; Pnca-1::GFP/+ heterozygote. Scale bars,
10 um. Arrows denote cell bodies around the nerve ring (top row) and ventral nerve cord (rows 2-4) and show the co-expression of ChR2 and NCA-1.

nematode. It must also be noted that
isoflurane induced immobility is not
reversed by ChR2 induced depolarization,
arguing against a non-specific mechanism.
The ability to reverse halothane-induced
immobility but not isoflurane-induced
immobility, suggests that these anesthetics
function at least partially via disparate
mechanisms. However, differences
between the effects of isoflurane and
halothane have long been noted for unc-
79 and the 7ca mutants in C. elegans and
their orthologous mutants in Drosophila
(dunc79 and narrow abdomen).’

We previously reported that a mutation
[(gas-1(fc21)] in a subunit of complex I of

the electron transport chain was hypersens-
itive to all volatile anesthetics.”® Gene
expression studies in gas-I indicated that
K2P channels were broadly upregulated in
this mutant."” While the ability of ChR2
activation to reverse immobility was pre-
served in the nca(lf) and K2P(gf) mutants,
ChR2 activation did not reverse immobility
in the halothane hypersensitive strain, gas-
1. The trivial explanation for this result is
that ChR2 function is inhibited in gas-I
animals. However, both anesthetized and
non-anesthetized gas-1(fc21) animals car-
rying ChR2 in either cholinergic neurons or
muscle do respond to blue light by
contracting their muscles, showing that
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ChR2 function remains in these animals.
The degree of ChR2 function may however
still be reduced in gas-1, accounting for the
lack of anesthetic reversal. Alternatively,
gas-1 is expressed pan-neuronally and
therefore other classes of neurons may be
important for immobility reversal in a gas-1
background. Since we earlier noted that a
broad class of potassium channels was
upregulated in gas-I animals, it may be
that the increase in potassium leak channel
activity is too great to be overcome by the
ChR2-induced currents. A final possibility
is that anesthetics may also directly affect
the mutant complex I to cause immobility
by a second mechanism.
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Our work demonstrates the use of a
system to test in vivo the importance of
hyperpolarization and depolarization of
the membrane potential for volatile anes-
thetic sensitivity (Fig. 1). This system can
be used to test whether other anesthetics
also function in a manner similar to
halothane. If anesthetics do function by
different mechanisms, how then do we
account for the additivity of anesthetic
effects? In humans,?' rats* and C. elegans™
combining half the concentration of
halothane required to fully anesthetize
with half the concentration of isoflurane
required to fully anesthetize animals has
the same effect as a 100% of each
anesthetic. The additivity and disparate
mechanisms of different anesthetics sug-
gests that the underlying process that the
perturb may be related.
For instance, each anesthetic may affect
different parts of neuronal function, but

anesthetics

both ultimately cause neuronal silencing.
In C. elegans, using uncoordination as the
anesthetic endpoing, it has been suggested
that anesthetics, in particular isoflurane,
may function by preventing synaptic

References

1. Franks NP. General anaesthesia: from molecular targets
to neuronal pathways of sleep and arousal. Nat Rev
Neurosci 2008; 9:370-86; PMID:18425091; hetp://dx.
doi.org/10.1038/nrn2372

2. Franks NP. Molecular targets underlying general
anaesthesia. Br ] Pharmacol 2006; 147(Suppl 1):S72-
81; PMID:16402123; http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s).
bjp.0706441

3. Eger EI, 2nd, Raines DE, Shafer SL, Hemmings HC,
Jr., Sonner JM. Is a new paradigm needed to explain
how inhaled anesthetics produce immobility? Anesth
Analg 2008; 107:832-48; PMID:18713892; http://dx.
doi.org/10.1213/ane.0b013e318182aedb

4. Bhattacharya AA, Curry S, Franks NP. Binding of the
general anesthetics propofol and halothane to human
serum albumin. High resolution crystal structures. J
Biol Chem 2000; 275:38731-8; PMID:10940303;
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M005460200

5. Curry S, Lieb WR, Franks NP. Effects of general
anesthetics on the bacterial luciferase enzyme from
Vibrio harveyi: an anesthetic target site with differential
sensitivity. Biochemistry 1990; 29:4641-52; PMID:
2372547; http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bi00471a020

6. Heurteaux C, Guy N, Laigle C, Blondeau N, Duprat
F, Mazzuca M, et al. TREK-1, a K+ channel involved
in neuroprotection and general anesthesia. EMBO J
2004; 23:2684-95; PMID:15175651; http://dx.doi.
org/10.1038/sj.emboj.7600234

7. Linden AM, Aller MI, Leppi E, Vekovischeva O, Aitta-
Aho T, Veale EL, et al. The in vivo contributions of
TASK-1-containing channels to the actions of inhala-
tion anesthetics, the alpha(2) adrenergic sedative
dexmedetomidine, and cannabinoid agonists. ]
Pharmacol Exp Ther 2006; 317:615-26; PMID:
16397088; http://dx.doi.org/10.1124/jpet.105.098525

www.landesbioscience.com

is feasible that a
combination of a half-maximal hyper-
polarization by halothane and a half-
maximal inhibition of synaptic release by

vesicle release.”® It

isoflurane can cause neuronal silencing and
anesthesia when a subanesthetic dose of
each is used.

The additive nature of volatile anes-
thetic interaction has been interpreted to
mean that anesthetics function by the
same mechanism.*""*> However, our results
(and those of others) contradict this
assertion. The ability to reverse only
halothane induced immobility, and not
isoflurane-induced immobility, implies
that these two volatile anesthetics function
via disparate mechanisms, and therefore
probably different sites. Theoretical ana-
lysis of anesthetic mechanisms suggests
that additivity can also be explained by
actions of volatile anesthetics at different
sites as long as receptor occupancy is below
50%.> Future experiments to understand
the basic physiologic processes perturbed
by volatile anesthetics will need continued
use of whole animal models to explain
what continues

to be an enigmatic

8. Linden AM, Sandu C, Aller MI, Vekovischeva OY,
Rosenberg PH, Wisden W, et al. TASK-3 knockout
mice exhibit exaggerated nocturnal activity, impair-
ments in cognitive functions, and reduced sensitivity to
inhalation anesthetics. J Pharmacol Exp Ther 2007;
323:924-34; PMID:17875609; http://dx.doi.org/10.
1124/jpet.107.129544

9.  Humphrey JA, Hamming KS, Thacker CM, Scott RL,
Sedensky MM, Snutch TP, et al. A putative cation
channel and its novel regulator: cross-species conser-
vation of effects on general anesthesia. Curr Biol 2007;
17:624-9;  PMID:17350263;  http://dx.doi.org/10.
1016/j.cub.2007.02.037

10. Franks NP, Honoré E. The TREK K2P channels and
their role in general anaesthesia and neuroprotection.

Trends Pharmacol Sci 2004; 25:601-8; PMID:
15491783;  http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tips.2004.09.
003

11. Lu B, SuY, Das S, Liu J, Xia J, Ren D. The neuronal
channel NALCN contributes resting sodium permeabi-
lity and is required for normal respiratory rhythm. Cell
2007; 129:371-83; PMID:17448995; http://dx.doi.
0rg/10.1016/j.cell.2007.02.041

12. Sirois JE, Pancrazio JJ, Iii CL, Bayliss DA. Multiple
ionic mechanisms mediate inhibition of rat moto-
neurones by inhalation anaesthetics. ] Physiol 1998;
512:851-62; PMID:9769427; http://dx.doi.org/10.
1111/j.1469-7793.1998.851bd.x

13. Singaram VK, Somerlot BH, Falk SA, Falk M],
Sedensky MM, Morgan PG. Optical reversal of
halothane-induced immobility in C. elegans. Curr
Biol 2011; 21:2070-6; PMID:22137475; http://dx.
doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2011.10.042

Worm

phenomenon. The availability of opto-
genetic constructs in mice is one such
possibility.  Additionally,
restricting the expression of genes such as
nea-1 and nca-2 or expressing channelrho-
dopsin-2 in a smaller subset of neurons to

intriguing

determine reversal should further identify
cells important to the determining anes-
thetic state.

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank Erik Jorgensen
(Howard Hughes Medical Institute,
University of Utah, Salt Lake City, UT)
and Ed Boyden (Massachusetts Institute of
Technology) for providing strains used in
this study and discussion of results. We
thank Frank Elsen, Aguan Wei, and
Rebecca  Hodge (University ~ of
Washington, Seattle, WA) for assistance
with optical stimulation and microscopy.
We appreciate the excellent technical
assistance of Elyce Opheim. V.K.S., P.G.
M., and M.M.S. were supported in part by
National Institutes of Health (NIH) grants
58881 and 45402. V.K.S. was supported
in part by NIH grant T32 GM07250.

14. Liu Q, Hollopeter G, Jorgensen EM. Graded synaptic
transmission at the Caenorhabditis elegans neuromus-
cular junction. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 2009;
106:10823-8; PMID:19528650; http://dx.doi.org/10.
1073/pnas.0903570106

15. Nagel G, Brauner M, Liewald JF, Adeishvili N,
Bamberg E, Gottschalk A. Light activation of channel-
rhodopsin-2 in excitable cells of Caenorhabditis elegans
triggers rapid behavioral responses. Curr Biol 2005;
15:2279-84; PMID:16360690; http://dx.doi.org/10.
1016/j.cub.2005.11.032

16. Halsey M]J, Wardley-Smith B. Pressure reversal of
narocsis produced by anaesthetics, narcotics and
tranquillisers. Nature 1975; 257:811-3; PMID:
241941; htep://dx.doi.org/10.1038/257811a0

17. Miller KW, Paton WD, Smith RA, Smith EB. The
pressure reversal of general anesthesia and the critical
volume hypothesis. Mol Pharmacol 1973; 9:131-43;
PMID:4711696

18. Alkire MT, McReynolds JR, Hahn EL, Trivedi AN.
Thalamic microinjection of nicotine reverses sevoflurane-
induced loss of righting reflex in the rat. Anesthesiology
2007; 107:264-72; PMID:17667571; http://dx.doi.org/
10.1097/01.anes.0000270741.33766.24

19. Alkire MT, Asher CD, Franciscus AM, Hahn EL.
Thalamic microinfusion of antibody to a voltage-gated
potassium channel restores consciousness during anesthe-
sia. Anesthesiology 2009; 110:766-73; PMID:19322942;
hetp://dx.doi.org/10.1097/ALN.0b013e31819c¢461c


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18425091
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrn2372
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrn2372
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16402123
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.bjp.0706441
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.bjp.0706441
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18713892
http://dx.doi.org/10.1213/ane.0b013e318182aedb
http://dx.doi.org/10.1213/ane.0b013e318182aedb
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10940303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M005460200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2372547
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2372547
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bi00471a020
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15175651
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.emboj.7600234
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.emboj.7600234
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16397088
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16397088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1124/jpet.105.098525
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17875609
http://dx.doi.org/10.1124/jpet.107.129544
http://dx.doi.org/10.1124/jpet.107.129544
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17350263
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2007.02.037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2007.02.037
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15491783
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15491783
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tips.2004.09.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tips.2004.09.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17448995
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2007.02.041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2007.02.041
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9769427
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7793.1998.851bd.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7793.1998.851bd.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22137475
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2011.10.042
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2011.10.042
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19528650
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0903570106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0903570106
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16360690
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2005.11.032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2005.11.032
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/241941
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/241941
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/257811a0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/4711696
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17667571
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/01.anes.0000270741.33766.24
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/01.anes.0000270741.33766.24
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19322942
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/ALN.0b013e31819c461c

20.

21.

22.

Kayser EB, Morgan PG, Sedensky MM. GAS-1: a
mitochondrial protein controls sensitivity to volatile
anesthetics in the nematode Caenorhabditis elegans.
Anesthesiology  1999;  90:545-54; PMID:9952163;
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00000542-199902000-0003 1
Hendrickx JF, Eger EI, 2nd, Sonner JM, Shafer SL. Is
synergy the rule? A review of anesthetic interactions
producing hypnosis and immobility. Anesth Analg
2008; 107:494-506; PMID:18633028; http://dXAdoi.
org/10.1213/ane.0b013e31817b85%

Eger EI, 2nd, Tang M, Liao M, Laster MJ, Solt K,
Flood P, et al. Inhaled anesthetics do not combine to
produce synergistic effects regarding minimum alveolar
anesthetic concentration in rats. Anesth Analg 2008;
107:479-85; PMID:18633026; http://dx.doi.org/10.
1213/01.ane.0000295805.70887.65

23.

24.

Morgan PG, Cascorbi HF. Effect of anesthetics and a
convulsant on normal and mutant Caenorhabditis
elegans. Anesthesiology 1985; 62:738-44; PMID:
4003794; http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00000542-
198506000-00007

van Swinderen B, Saifee O, Shebester L, Roberson R,
Nonet ML, Crowder CM. A neomorphic syntaxin
mutation  blocks  volatile-anesthetic ~ action  in
Caenorhabditis elegans. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A
1999; 96:2479-84; PMID:10051668; http://dx.doi.
0rg/10.1073/pnas.96.5.2479

Worm

25. Shafer SL, Hendrickx JF, Flood P, Sonner J, Eger EI,

2nd. Additivity versus synergy: a theoretical analysis of
implications for anesthetic mechanisms. Anesth Analg
2008; 107:507-24; PMID:18633029; http://dx.doi.
org/10.1213/ane.0b013¢31817b7140

Volume 1 Issue 3


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9952163
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00000542-199902000-00031
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18633028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1213/ane.0b013e31817b859e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1213/ane.0b013e31817b859e
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18633026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1213/01.ane.0000295805.70887.65
http://dx.doi.org/10.1213/01.ane.0000295805.70887.65
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/4003794
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/4003794
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00000542-198506000-00007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00000542-198506000-00007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10051668
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.96.5.2479
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.96.5.2479
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18633029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1213/ane.0b013e31817b7140
http://dx.doi.org/10.1213/ane.0b013e31817b7140

	Figure 1
	Figure 2
	Reference 1
	Reference 2
	Reference 3
	Reference 4
	Reference 5
	Reference 6
	Reference 7
	Reference 8
	Reference 9
	Reference 10
	Reference 11
	Reference 12
	Reference 13
	Reference 14
	Reference 15
	Reference 16
	Reference 17
	Reference 18
	Reference 19
	Reference 20
	Reference 21
	Reference 22
	Reference 23
	Reference 24
	Reference 25

