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ABSTRACT

Reconsolidation is the return of a memory to a transient state of lability, following memory consolidation, that can occur when memories are evoked. During the
process of reconsolidation, memories may be modified by different means, including the administration of drugs, during a period called the "reconsolidation
window”. This process has been widely studied in animals, but human studies are limited and include several methodological pitfalls. Our objective was to conducte a
systematic review of the literature that utilizes pharmacological interventions during the process of reconsolidation of aversive memories in humans, with a critical
analysis of the methodologies used. Searches were made in the electronic databases PubMed, Scopus, Web of Science and SciELO using the following search terms:
(memory) AND (consolidation OR reconsolidation) AND (pharmacological manipulation OR pharmacological intervention). We found 294 references and ten (3.4%)
were included in the review, based on preestablished eligibility criteria. All studies were randomized, double-blind clinical trials. The most commonly studied drug
was propranolol. Two studies used a protocol involving autobiographical aversive memories, while in the remaining aversive memories were produced in the
laboratory. The timing of pharmacological interventions is a controversial issue in the field, as drug activity must occur within the reconsolidation window. The small
number of studies and some methodological difficulties of this type of research highlights the need for studies that individually evaluate some of the issues discussed,

particularly the timing of pharmacological interventions and the duration of reconsolidation windows.

1. Introduction

Memory is the faculty of the brain by which one acquires, trains,
preserves, and retrieves information. Memories are not stored in their
final form, undergoing periods of instability in which they are suscep-
tible to modifications (Izquierdo, 2011). In 1900, Muller and Pilzecker
proposed the theory of memory consolidation based on studies with
human subjects. When acquired, information requires time to be fixed,
or consolidated. During this period, protein synthesis occurs in different
brain regions, including the dorsal hippocampus, amygdala nuclei, and
neocortex, inducing the synaptic plasticity necessary for the formation
and maintenance of memory (McGaugh, 2000; Rodriguez-Ortiz and
Bermudez-Rattoni, 2007). While this process is taking place, memories
are in a labile state and are susceptible to interference from other
memories, drugs, or other treatments (Dudai, 2004; Izquierdo, 1989).
Studies demonstrating that consolidated memories, when reactivated,
can return to a transitory labile state followed by re-stabilization have
challenged the notion that consolidation transforms short-term mem-
ories into long-term memories, insensitive to modification. This process
is known as ‘reconsolidation’ (Agren, 2014; Einarsson and Nader, 2012;
Rodriguez-Ortiz and Bermtdez-Rattoni, 2007). Memories become ac-
tive at times near their acquisition and when reactivated through re-
covery (Lewis, 1979).

* Corresponding author.

Memories can be improved or weakened throughout reconsolida-
tion by the same factors involved in the original process of consolida-
tion. It has been suggested that the two processes involve different
mechanisms, brain areas, and temporal dynamics (Agren, 2014;
Schwabe et al., 2014). The consolidation of memories always en-
compasses a period of lability during which they can be modified.
However, a memory is not necessarily induced to a labile state when
evoked and reactivated (Rodriguez-Ortiz and Bermudez-Rattoni, 2007;
Schwabe et al., 2014). The critical issue in reconsolidation studies
consists of the circumstances under which memories can be induced to
a labile state (Agren, 2014).

It is important to differentiate reconsolidation from extinction,
particularly in the face of an aversive stimulus. Extinction is a process
by which the repeated exposure of the subject to the conditioned sti-
mulus, in the absence of the unconditioned stimulus, causes the fear
response to become less frequent (National Collaborating Centre for
Mental Health, 2005). In extinction, this repeated exposure in the ab-
sence of the unconditioned stimulus leads to the learning of a new
behavior, which does not affect the association between the aversive
stimulus and the original behavior, thus allowing the behavior to re-
occur (Catania, 1999). As in consolidation, interference in memory
after the recall of a given event creates a period that is called the "re-
consolidation window," during which the quality of memories can be
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modified or interrupted by interference in the synthesis of proteins.
During the reconsolidation window, the use of pharmacological agents
such as beta-adrenergic antagonists, including propanolol or protein
synthesis inhibitors, may lead to the loss or weakening of an existing
memory (Exton-McGuinness et al., 2015). Thus, reconsolidation may
serve as an adaptive updating mechanism, allowing new information to
be added to the existing representation (Schiller et al., 2010). This
process is important for mitigating maladaptive memories that affect
daily life, such as those associated with anxiety disorders and drug
addiction.

In contrast to animal studies, studies about pharmacological inter-
ventions during the process of memory reconsolidation in humans are
scarce. A review of the literature (Schiller and Phelps, 2011) found 300
animal studies, compared to only 13 human studies over a period of 10
years prior to its publication. Among the obstacles to studies with
human samples in this area are methodological difficulties related to
the reproduction of procedures used in animal studies.

The objective of this study was, therefore, to conduct a systematic
review of the literature regarding the use of pharmacological inter-
ventions during the process of reconsolidation of aversive memories in
humans and to perform a critical analysis of the methodologies used in
these studies.

2. Method

We conducted a systematic review consisting of a bibliographical
survey on pharmacological interventions during the process of re-
consolidation of aversive memories in humans following the guidelines
of the PRISMA initiative (Moher et al., 2009). PRISMA aims to improve
the transparency of systematic reviews by providing recommendations
for authors to report the research methods and findings. It presents a
flowchart divided into four phases of the studies reviewed, namely
identification, screening, eligibility, and included. The PRISMA dia-
gram is not designed to evaluate the methodological quality of the
studies (Moher et al., 2009).

2.1. Selection of articles

The searches were carried out in the electronic databases PubMed,
Scopus, Web of Science, and SciELO. Multiple searches with several
descriptors were made in order to ensure that as many references as
possible were identified. The following descriptors were established:
[(memory) AND (consolidation OR reconsolidation) AND (pharmaco-
logical manipulation OR pharmacological intervention)]. The last
searches were conducted on July 27, 2018, using the same descriptors
in English and Portuguese. The filter "humans" was used in the PubMed
database. In addition to the electronic searches, the reference lists of the
selected articles were manually checked for further relevant references.

2.2. Eligibility criteria

The review only included original articles published in English or
Portuguese that reported the results of human pharmacological inter-
ventions during aversive memory reconsolidation. Exclusion criteria
included studies with animals, literature reviews, studies that did not
deal with reconsolidation of aversive memories, and studies with no
pharmacological interventions (e.g. behavioral interventions), how-
ever, there were no exclusion criteria based on age of the study. We
excluded the systematic reviews by selecting only the complete articles
with detailed methodology, which allowed for a critical analysis of the
methods used in each study.

2.3. Procedure

The first step in the selection of articles for the review consisted of
reading the titles and abstracts of the references found through the
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electronic databases in accordance with the pre-established eligibility
criteria. In a case of uncertainty about the inclusion or exclusion of any
given article, the reference was independently evaluated by two re-
viewers. After the pre-selection described above, the studies were read
in full and underwent a new analysis in order to be included in the
systematic review.

3. Results

The electronic searches returned a total of 294 references. Three
additional references were included from the reference lists of the se-
lected articles. Duplicated results between databases resulted in the
exclusion of 65 references (22.1%). Eligibility criteria led to the ex-
clusion of 223 articles (96.12%), resulting in an inclusion of ten studies.
All studies included in the review were randomized, double-blind
clinical trials. Flowchart 1 illustrates the process of article search and
selection.

3.1. Main characteristics of the samples

The main characteristics of the selected studies were recorded for
analysis, including study design, sample size, participants, interven-
tions performed, and main results. Table 1 summarizes the main
characteristics of the samples in the studies reviewed as well as the year
of publication, country of origin, groups, sex, and age.

The articles included in the review were published between 2008
and 2017. Taken together, a total of 538 subjects were randomized into
placebo groups and groups receiving medication. It should be noted
that in one study (Brunet et al., 2008) the sample consisted of subjects
with posttraumatic stress disorder (PTSD), while the samples of all the
remaining studies included only healthy subjects (Kindt et al., 2009;
Tollenaar et al., 2009; Soeter and Kindt, 2010, 2012; Marin et al., 2011;
Schwabe et al., 2012; Drexler et al., 2015, 2016; Thomas et al., 2017).
Three studies included only male participants (Tollenaar et al., 2009;
Marin et al., 2011; Drexler et al., 2015) and one study included only
female participants (Drexler et al., 2016), whereas the remaining in-
cluded both male and female volunteers (Brunet et al., 2008; Kindt
et al., 2009; Marin et al., 2011; Schwabe et al., 2012; Soeter and Kindt,
2010, 2012). All participants in the studies reviewed were at least 18
years old. In respect to recruitment procedures, three studies selected
volunteers from the general population (Brunet et al., 2008; Schwabe
et al., 2012; Thomas et al., 2017) and seven recruited their participants
among university students (Tollenaar et al., 2009; Kindt et al., 2009;
Soeter and Kindt, 2010, 2012; Marin et al., 2011; Drexler et al., 2015,
2016).

Two studies (20%) used memory reactivation in all subjects fol-
lowing randomization to the drug or placebo groups (Brunet et al.,
2008; Soeter and Kindt, 2010). Six studies (60%) (Tollenaar et al.,
2009; Kindt et al., 2009; Soeter and Kindt., 2010; Marin et al., 2011;
Schwabe et al., 2012; Drexler et al., 2015, 2016) randomized their
samples into three groups, two memory reactivation groups that re-
ceived the test drug or placebo and one group that received the drug but
was not exposed to memory reactivation. One study (10%) (Schwabe
et al., 2012) divided their sample into four groups (either drug or
placebo x with or without memory reactivation), whereas one other
study (10%) (Thomas et al., 2017) divided their sample into three
groups; a control group who received a placebo during both the
memory consolidation and reconsolidation, the second group who re-
ceived the drug during consolidation and placebo during reconsolida-
tion and, the third group who received the drug during reconsolidation
and placebo during consolidation.

3.2. Experimental protocols

Propranolol was used as the only pharmacological intervention in
six studies (60%) (Brunet et al., 2008; Kindt et al., 2009; Soeter and
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Table 1

Characteristics of the samples of analyzed studies.

Age

Sex (N)

Number of groups (Division of groups for reactivation of memory)

Groups (N)

Sample Subject type

Country

Year

Study

Interval or Mean (SD)

Size (N)

Male/Female

Drug/Placebo

349 (= 10.2)

18 to 28
18 to 35
18 to 46
18 to 35
18 to 26
18 to 30
18 to 35
18 to 34

9/10

2 (Drug + Reat®./Plac” + Reat)

9/10

Patient with PTSD*

Healthy
Healthy
Healthy
Healthy
Healthy
Healthy
Healthy
Healthy
Healthy

19
60
79

Canada

2008
2009
2009
2010

Brunet et al., 2008
Kindt et al. (2009)

17/43

3 (Drug + Reat’/Plac” + Reat’/Drug — Reat®)

40/20
53/26
40/20
22/11
20/20
26/26
28/14
45/22
28/46

Netherlands

79 men
15/45

3 (Drug + Reat®./Plac” + Reat’/Drog — Reat®)

Netherlands

Tollenaar et al. (2009)

3 (Drug + Reat/Plac” + Reat”/Drug — Reat®)

60

Netherlands
Canada

Soeter and Kindt (2010)

Marin et al.,

33 men
10/30
26/26

3 (Drug + Reat’/Drug + Drug + Reat’/Pla” + Reat")

2 (Drug + Reat”./Plac” + Reat?)
4 (Drug + Reat”/Plac” + Reat’/Drug-Reat’/Plac’-Reat™)

2011

2011

Netherlands 40

Canada

2012

Soeter and Kindt, 2012
Schwabe et al. (2012)
Drexler et al., 2015

52
42

2012

42 men

3 (Drug + Reat’/Plac” + Reat®/Drug — Reat®)

Germany
Germany
Canada

2014

67 women

20/16
16/34

3 (Drug + Reat’/Plac” + Reat’/Drug — Reat™)

2 (Drug + Reat”./Plac” + Reat?)

67

2016

Drexler et al. (2016)

32.6 (11.7)
25.4 (7.8)

87

2017

Thomas et al. (2017)

2 Reactivation.
b Pplacebo.
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Kindt, 2010, 2012; Schwabe et al., 2012; Thomas et al., 2017). Three
studies (30%) used cortisol (Tollenaar et al., 2009; Drexler et al., 2015,
2016), one of which (10%) also used propranolol (Tollenaar et al.,
2009), and one study (10%) (Marin et al., 2011) used metyrapone, a
cortisol inhibitor.

Aversive memories were the only memory type assessed in the
studies reviewed and were divided into autobiographical (Brunet et al.,
2008; Tollenaar et al., 2009) and laboratory learned (Kindt et al., 2009;
Soeter and Kindt, 2010, 2012; Marin et al., 2011; Schwabe et al., 2012;
Drexler et al., 2015, 2016; Thomas et al., 2017). Table 2 shows the
different methodologies used as well as their main outcomes.

The two studies that assessed autobiographical memories (Brunet
et al., 2008; Tollenaar et al., 2009) both used the protocol proposed by
Pitman et al. (1987), one using two days and with the other using three
days. This protocol consists of reporting the traumatic event descrip-
tion, while being recorded. Later the subjects should listen to the audio
recording and imagine their own report as vividly as possible. For the
study with the two-day experimental protocol (Fig. 1A) (Brunet et al.,
2008), the first day of the test was characterized by the synthesis of two
scripts, which reported events that triggered the PTSD. The second day
occurred one week following the first day, during which the researcher
read to the research subjects each "script" and asked the subject to
imagine the traumatic event for 30s. The physiological responses
during the hearing and the imagination of the traumatic event were
evaluated by subtracting the mean response from the first day to the
second day. In the three-day protocol (Tollenaar et al., 2009) (Fig. 1B),
the first day was used for the preparation of scripts containing mem-
ories of fear, anger, or anxiety, and the researcher recorded this
memory in audio form for approximately one minute. The second day
occurred one week after day one, during which the participants in-
gested a capsule of propranolol, cortisol, or placebo and 75 min later
listened to the audio recorded by the researcher. The third day was
similar to the second day, but was without the pharmacological inter-
vention. The BDI II (Beck et al., 1996), the STAI-trait (Spielberger,
1983), and SCL-90 (Arrindell et al., 1986) questionnaires were ad-
ministered on day two and day three.

The similarities between the two protocols are the methodology to
assess autobiographical memory, the time interval between the phar-
macological interventions and the memory test (seven days), and that
neither studies report the time interval between the traumatic experi-
ence and the remembrance of the traumatic experience. However, they
differ in the fact that in only one study (Brunet et al., 2008) is the
traumatic event in agreement with the criterion for a PTSD diagnosis.
Another difference is the moment of pharmacological administration,
being before (Tollenaar et al., 2009) or immediately after (Brunet et al.,
2008) the recall of the traumatic event.

The studies that assessed healthy subjects submitted to fear con-
ditioning employed two types of experimental protocols (Kindt et al.,
2009; Soeter and Kindt, 2010, 2012; Marin et al., 2011; Schwabe et al.,
2012; Drexler et al., 2015, 2016; Thomas et al., 2017). The first, used in
five studies (Kindt et al., 2009; Soeter and Kindt, 2010, 2012; Drexler
et al., 2015, 2016), consisted of typical Pavlovian fear conditioning;
whereas the second protocol, used in three studies (Marin et al., 2011;
Schwabe et al., 2012; Thomas et al., 2017), was based on declarative
memory tasks containing aversive and neutral memories. Despite the
type of protocol, these studies used similar pharmacological interven-
tions (before the recollection of the traumatic memory) and had the
same duration of the experimental protocol (three days). The time in-
terval between the pharmacological intervention and the memory tests
ranged from 24 h to seven days, and in one study the pharmacological
intervention occurred both before and after the recollection of aversive
memories.

A summary of the experimental protocol used in the studies on the
manipulation of autobiographical memories and laboratory-produced
memories are shown in Figs. 1 and 2, respectively.
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used as a correlate of anxiety level.

Among the investigations on autobiographical memories (Fig. 1A
and B), the outcome measures of one study (Brunet et al., 2008) con-
sisted of the differences in BP, HR, and EMG results between baseline,
before recollection of the traumatic event, and after recollection of the
traumatic event. In this study, the subjects presented psychophysiolo-
gical responses typically seen in victims of trauma without PTSD on the
day of the test. As for the other study on autobiographical memories
(Tollenaar et al., 2009), the outcome measures analyzed were CL, BP,
and SC. Responses were calculated by comparing the measures re-
corded on day two (traumatic event imagery and pharmacological in-
tervention) and day three (recollection test). No significant results were
found regarding the reduction of anxiety responses in that study.

B. - SC, HR, and measures of startle were used as outcome measures in

Session 1 Session 2 Session 3 articles that dealt with healthy subjects submitted to fear conditioning,

Script Imag;;nary studies involving typical Pavlovian conditioning (Kindt et al., 2009;

Writing arer Memory Test Soeter and Kindt, 2010, 2012; Drexler et al., 2015, 2016) (Fig. 2A). The

treatment . .
analyses were conducted to determine the difference between those
| ] | . :

Time 0 T 1 measures over the three days of the experiment. All the articles de-

. . 1 week 2 weeks scribed a decrease in fear responses on the day of the memory test (day
Physiological i i three)

Responding Studies that used pictures related to emotionally negative and

Pharmacogical T neutral memories (Marin et al., 2011; Schwabe et al., 2012; Thomas

Intervention et al., 2017) (Fig. 2B) assessed the retrieval memory in two different

Fig. 1. Experimental protocol for the study of autobiographical memories. (A)
Traumatic memories are in agreement with the criterion of PTSD diagnostic. (B)
Traumatic memories occur in the subject without the diagnosis of PTSD.

3.3. Main outcomes

The outcome measures for the assessment of psychological and
psychophysiological responses in the studies reviewed included blood
pressure (BP), heart rate (HR), skin conductance (SC) level, electro-
myography (EMG) results, anxiety level (IDATE), cortisol level (CL),
and number of remembered figures. The physiological measures were

ways. One way is based on a paradigm proposed by Cahill et al. (1994)
that presents pictures accompanied by the narration of stories neutral
or emotionally negative. A blind rater evaluated the memory perfor-
mance according to a coding scheme (Marin et al., 2011; Thomas et al.,
2017). The other protocol (Schwabe et al., 2012) used a set of 25
neutral and 25 emotionally negative pictures during the learning ses-
sion and retested with the same images mixed with two new sets of
neutral and negative pictures during the memory test. The primary
outcome measures were the number of emotionally negative or neutral
figures that participants remembered on the memory test. In the
memory test (day three), the studies showed that the administration of
drugs prior to memory reactivation (day two) decreased the emotional

. . . Fig. 2. Experimental protocol of studies of memories
A Sessw_n 1 Sessloq 2 Session 3 priduced l;n laboratogies. (A) Protocol of Pavlovian
Learning Reativation Memory Conditioning. (B) Protocol of Aversive image pairing
of memaory Test and Neutral images. PI: Pharmacological
+Pl Intervention; CUnconditioned stimuli; % Conditioned
stimuli.

]
N

%

Time [ [ I
0 24h 24h
Physiological | |
Responding
Session 1 Session 2 Session 3
B Learning Reativation of Memory
’ memorv + PI2 Test
o o
:\E . :\E . Old oorglew?
What do you remember?
Physiological | | |

Responding [
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References identified
through databases
(294)

Identification
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References identified
from other sources

©)

65 Duplications

Screening

References after deleting
repeated items
(232)

References Excluded (213)

Eligibility

- animal studies (93)
- reviews (21)

- pharmacological
intervention outside the
reconsolidation period (10)

- no pharmacological

Full texts examined
to check suitability

intervention (55)
- no reconsolidation of
aversive memories (25)

- chapters, letters, etc. (9)

References Excluded after

full reading (9

- no intervention during
reconsolidation (4)

Included

References
included in the
qualitative
synthesis

- no reconsolidation of
aversive memories (1)

- no pharmacological
intervention (2)

- case Report (1)

- other than the

pharmacological
intervention (1)

Flowchart 1. Selection process of the studies (Moher et al., 2009).

memory enhancement observed in the learning process (day one).

4. Discussion

A critical analysis of the methodologies used in pharmacological
interventions studies that utilize the process of reconsolidation of
aversive memories in humans is discussed below.

4.1. Article selection and characteristics of the samples

The vast majority of the articles found using the selected search
terms still concentrate on animal studies, consonant with previous data
(see Flow chart 1) (Schiller and Phelps, 2011). Even when the filter
"humans" was used in the PubMed database, several references to an-
imal studies were still found (93/232). While animal studies use well-
established experimental paradigms such as conditioning, studies with
humans are very heterogeneous, ranging from healthy subjects sub-
mitted to fear conditioning to using subjects’ own autobiographical
memories (Buchanan, 2007).

Several studies found in the searches (55/232) did not use phar-
macological interventions, but instead used behavioral interventions
such as the extinction paradigm. This mechanism is widely used in
studies on the attenuation of fear responses (Schiller et al., 2010; Agren
et al., 2012; Oyarzun et al., 2012).

4.2. Drugs

Most of the studies (70%) (Brunet et al., 2008; Kindt et al., 2009;
Tollenaar et al., 2009; Schwabe et al., 2012; Soeter and Kindt, 2010,
2012; Thomas et al., 2017) used propranolol to interfere in the process
of memory reconsolidation. Probably, this predominance of studies
with propranolol is because there is a rational justification for this ef-
fect, based on a possible mechanism of action, accompanied by sa-
tisfactory results in animal reconsolidation models. Memory re-
consolidation involves a new synthesis of proteins and propranolol may
indirectly impair this. This drug could interfere in the molecular cas-
cade that regulates the genetic transcription necessary for the con-
solidation and reconsolidation of memory through the downstream
beta-adrenergic receptor/PKA/CREB (Thonberg et al., 2002). The in-
terference of propranolol in animal reconsolidation models has been
demonstrated since 1999 (Przybyslawski et al., 1999) and replicated
several times (Debiec and LeDoux, 2004; Abrari et al., 2008; Muravieva
and Alberini, 2010; Schneider et al., 2014). In human studies the pro-
pranolol was administered in oral doses of 40 mg (Brunet et al., 2008;
Kindt et al., 2009; Soeter and Kindt, 2010, 2012; Schwabe et al., 2012),
and in some studies (Brunet et al., 2008; Soeter et al., 2012) was fol-
lowed by doses of 60 mg of propranolol and 20 mg of yohimbine, re-
spectively. The remaining studies used metyrapone, a cortisol inhibitor
(750 mg) (Marin et al., 2011) and hydrocortisone, a glucocorticoid
(30 mg) (Drexler et al., 2015, 2016). One study (Tollenaar et al., 2009)
used both propranolol (80 mg) and cortisol (35mg), while another
study (Thomas et al., 2017) used propranolol at the dose of 0.67 mg/kg.
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All medications were given orally.

In the studies examined in this review, propranolol produced a
decrease in fear responses even when fear acquisition was pharmaco-
logically enhanced (Soeter and Kindt, 2012). Animal studies indicate
that the administration of stress hormones such as epinephrine and
corticosterone improves the consolidation of aversive memories
(McGaugh, 2004). Thus, propranolol, which blocks beta-adrenergic
receptors, could prevent or hinder the consolidation (Cahill et al., 2000;
Ferry and McGaugh, 1999; Kroon and Carobrez, 2009) and re-
consolidation (Debiec and LeDoux, 2004; Abrari et al., 2008; Muravieva
and Alberini, 2010; Schneider et al., 2014 of aversive memories. Thus,
we can say that propranolol is a well-studied drug in both the con-
solidation and reconsolidation of aversive memories in animals and a
meta-analysis showed a reduction of aversive memories in healthy
subjects (Lonergan et al., 2013). Given that protein synthesis is required
both in consolidation and reconsolidation (Nader et al., 2000) and that
propranolol is one of the substances that produce inhibition reduction
of aversive memories, this may be one of the mechanisms involved in
the effect on consolidation and reconsolidation (Guiustino et al., 2016).
Another, interference in reconsolidation is the anxiolytic effect
(Brandigan et al., 1982) that can be attenuated the stress induced by the
fear memory.

Similar trials have been performed with the drugs metyrapone and
hydrocortisone. Metyrapone and hydrocortisone both interfere with
glucocorticoids, which play a key role in the response to stressors
(Buchanan, 2007; Drexler et al., 2015) and may mediate the con-
solidation of emotional events (de Quervain et al., 2009). In this review,
metyrapone, which inhibits the secretion of glucocorticoids, impaired
the recovery of emotional memory. Conversely, the administration of
cortisol led to inconsistent results in both improvement (Drexler et al.,
2015) and lack of interference (Tollenaar et al., 2009; Drexler et al.,
2016) in memory reconsolidation.

The effects of cortisol on the reconsolidation of aversive memories
may, indeed, depend on the sex of the participants. Two studies used
similar experimental protocols, with the only difference being that in
one study (Drexler et al., 2015) the participants were exclusively male
and in another study (Drexler et al., 2016) the participants were ex-
clusively female. In the first one, there were significant cortisol results
in the reconsolidation of aversive memories and, on the other, absence
of results. Differences between the sexes may explain this discrepancy.

Studies on the differences in cortisol modulation in learning are
quite heterogeneous, with surveys pointing to the absence of differ-
ences in fear conditioning between the sexes (Zorawski et al., 2005) and
a superior conditioning response in women compared to men
(Guimaraes et al., 1991). Nonetheless, cortisol interferes with the se-
cretion of sex hormones, which interfere with emotional learning and
extinction (Milad et al., 2009, 2010; Moreira et al., 2005; Drexler et al.,
2016).

Other safe drugs for use in humans have been tested in animals but
have not been studied in humans. Among them the cannabidiol (CBD),
a component of Cannabis sativa free of the psychoactive effects of the
plant, that presents several pieces of evidence of blocking the con-
solidation or reconsolidation of an aversive memory in a context-based
fear paradigm in rodents (Stern et al., 2012, 2014; 2015, 2018; Gazarini
etal., 2014; Rossignoli et al., 2017). Although CBD is a safe drug for use
in humans (Bergamaschi et al., 2011), we did not find studies that di-
rectly evaluate its effect on reconsolidation and only one study in which
it improved the extinction task of fear conditioning (Das et al., 2013).
Some difficulties in the study with CBD could explain this lack of stu-
dies in humans, among them: not knowing exactly which of its multiple
actions would be involved in the effect on reconsolidation; have an
inverted U-dose response effect making it difficult to determine the
appropriate dose; and the low bioavailability of CBD by oral ingestion
requiring higher doses (Ney et al., 2019). Others safe drugs were less
studied, such as clonidine (Gamache et al., 2012), Delta-9 tetra-
hydrocannabinol (Stern et al., 2012), and midazolam (Bustos et al.,
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2009).
4.3. Experimental protocols

Different experimental protocols have been used in the studies in-
cluded in this systematic review. We can divide the studies by type of
aversive memories; those that investigated "natural" memories, that is,
autobiographical memories, and those that investigated healthy sub-
jects submitted to fear conditioning.

The two autobiographical studies reviewed used the same seven day
interval between the pharmacological interventions and memory tests.
The methodologies were also similar in respect to the lack of in-
formation about the learning time of aversive memories; however, one
study recruited subjects with a diagnosis of PTSD (Brunet et al., 2008)
and the other recruited subjects who had memories of fear, anger or
anxiety (Tollenaar et al., 2009). The decision to use autobiographical
memories in this type of investigation provides a more realistic situa-
tion, which increases the clinical relevance of findings for the treatment
of subjects with anxiety disorders and posttraumatic stress.

Contrary to the study of patients with PTSD (Brunet et al., 2008),
Tollenaar et al. (2009) demonstrated unsatisfactory results in terms of
the decrease in emotionally negative responses. The study used two
types of drugs, propranolol and cortisol, but neither had significant
effects. One possible reason for this difference is that the memories
reported by these participants may not have been as intense as those of
the participants diagnosed with PTSD. Another explanation refers to the
dose of propranolol used. In the study with PTSD patients (Brunet et al.,
2008), volunteers received an initial dose of 40 mg, complemented by
an additional dose of 60 mg two hours later if there was no reduction in
blood pressure, while participants in the study with healthy volunteers
(Tollenaar et al., 2009) received a dose of 80 mg.

It is also possible that the age of memories may interfere, to a cer-
tain degree, with reconsolidation. Unfortunately, this is not able to be
examined directly with these studies, as neither study reported the
duration between the event being remembered and the study protocol.
One study with healthy volunteers (Wichert et al., 2011) showed that
interferences after memory recovery could modify original memories
depending on the age of these memories. In a test to determine whether
the possibility of changing retrieved memories is dependent on their
age, participants learned a set of emotional and neutral images and
were asked to recall the images after one, seven, and 28 days since
learning. Immediately after the recollection, participants learned a
second set of images. The results showed that the effect of re-
consolidation appeared for memories with seven days of age, but not for
memories of 28 days. Most authors agree that it is still a challenge to
determine the exact conditions in which memory reconsolidation can
occur (Schiller and Phelps, 2011; Schwabe et al., 2014; Wichert et al.,
2011).

Contrary to the studies with autobiographical memories, all studies
using healthy subjects submitted to fear conditioning (Kindt et al.,
2009; Soeter and Kindt, 2010, 2012; Marin et al., 2011; Schwabe et al.,
2012; Drexler et al., 2015, 2016; Thomas et al., 2017) (Fig. 2), em-
ployed an experimental protocol of three test days. According to Agren
(2014), the process of reconsolidation is typically studied in an ex-
perimental protocol of three days, in which participants learn the
aversive memories on the first day, perform recall tasks on the second
day, at which time pharmacological interventions occur (before or after
recall), and complete memory tests and psychophysiological measures
on the third day. Some studies (Kindt et al., 2009; Tollenaar et al.,
2009; Soeter and Kindt, 2010; Marin et al., 2011; Drexler et al., 2015)
assessed a third group in addition to the drug and placebo groups,
which received the drug intervention but did not perform recall tests.

One study (Schwabe et al., 2012) employed rigorous methodolo-
gical control and included four groups of participants: drug and
memory reactivation, placebo and memory reactivation, drug without
memory reactivation, and placebo without memory reactivation,
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demonstrating that for memory to be modified, pharmacological in-
terventions alone are not enough, as there is still the need for memories
to be reactivated.

Studies that investigated aversive memories in helth voluntears can
be divided according to the type of experimental protocol used: studies
involving typical Pavlovian conditioning (Kindt et al., 2009; Soeter and
Kindt, 2010, 2012; Drexler et al., 2015, 2016) (Fig. 2A) and studies in
which aversive memories were presented concomitantly with neutral,
or declarative (Agren, 2014) memories (Marin et al., 2011; Schwabe
et al., 2012; Thomas et al., 2017) (Fig. 2B). Studies using Pavlovian
conditioning attempt to reproduce protocols, and therefore resemble,
protocols used in animal studies through the creation and manipulation
of memories in the laboratory (Schiller and Phelps, 2011). It is note-
worthy that in all these studies, the results were satisfactory in respect
to the decrease of emotionally negative responses following a phar-
macological intervention. In studies involving declarative memory tasks
(Marin et al., 2011; Schwabe et al., 2012, 2014; Thomas et al., 2017),
participants were initially instructed to learn a list of neutral and ne-
gative words or figures. On the second day, participants were ad-
ministered either active drugs or placebo and completed memory recall
tasks. On the third day, memory recall tests were repeated and psy-
chophysiological measures were recorded. A literature review sug-
gested that both types of memories (aversive due to Pavlovian con-
ditioning and declarative memories) are referred to as emotional
memories and could be subject to rebinding blockade (Schiller and
Phelps, 2011).

4.4. Timing of pharmacological interventions

Another aspect examined in this review was the timing of phar-
macological interventions during the reconsolidation of aversive
memories, namely, whether interventions occurred before or after re-
collection of the traumatic event. Per the original experimental model
(Lewis, 1969; Misanin et al., 1968), the administration of the treatment
to alter reconsolidation should be performed following memory re-
activation, not before (Schiller and Phelps, 2011). Only one of the
studies included in this review followed this protocol strictly. In that
study (Brunet et al., 2008), the memories were reactivated through
scripts executed by the participants themselves and the pharmacolo-
gical intervention occurred immediately after the recollection of the
scripts. Most of the studies reviewed (Kindt et al., 2009; Tollenaar et al.,
2009; Soeter and Kindt, 2010; Marin et al., 2011; Schwabe et al., 2012;
Drexler et al., 2015), however, performed pharmacological interven-
tions before the recollection of traumatic events, in an attempt to match
peak plasma concentrations of the drug administered with the time of
recollection. This protocol makes it impossible to exclude the potential
influence of the drug itself on the process of memory recollection. This
is a matter of paramount importance in reconsolidation studies, since
drugs administered prior to reactivation may affect the recall and,
conversely, if the drug is administered after reactivation, the peak of
drug activity may occur outside the reconsolidation window (Schiller
and Phelps, 2011; Schwabe et al., 2012).

Soeter and Kindt (2012) administered yohimbine, an alpha-2
adrenergic self-receptor antagonist that stimulates noradrenergic ac-
tivity, prior to the acquisition of aversive memories in humans and
performed two types of experiments. In the first, either propranolol or a
placebo were administered 90 min prior to memory reactivation, while
in the second, the administration of either propranolol or a placebo
occurred immediately after memory reconsolidation. The authors re-
ported that propranolol can disrupt the reconsolidation of fear mem-
ories, even when fear acquisition is pharmacologically enhanced by
yohimbine. In addition, the effect of propranolol remains if the drug is
given after reactivation, thus excluding the possibility that propanolol
may affect reactivation of a fear memory rather than reconsolidation.
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4.5. Reconsolidation window

A key issue in human memory reconsolidation studies is to establish
the period of instability or labile state, known as the reconsolidation
window. Previous animal studies have demonstrated that the re-
consolidation window persists for six hours. Indeed, animal experi-
ments in which pharmacological interventions occurred outside the
labile period showed no interference in reconsolidation (Monfils et al.,
2009).

In humans, the duration of the reconsolidation window is not yet
clear, but can last for several hours after recall. One study on behavioral
interventions during the reconsolidation of aversive memories in hu-
mans (Schiller et al., 2010) demonstrated that individuals who were
submitted to extinction training ten minutes following recollection of
the traumatic event did not present spontaneous recovery of fear
memories, suggesting an interference in reconsolidation, with results
persisting for at least one year. Conversely, individuals who were sub-
mitted to extinction training six hours after recollection or who were
only asked to recollect the event and did not were submitted to ex-
tinction training presented spontaneous recovery of fear memories,
suggesting that there was no interference in reconsolidation. This sug-
gests that the reconsolidation window may occur sometime between ten
minutes and 6 h.

5. Conclusion

The present systematic review critically examined ten articles that
evaluated the effects of pharmacological interventions during the re-
consolidation process of aversive memories. The most commonly used
drug was propranolol, and the most commonly used protocol was
aversive memory in health subjects submitted to fear conditioning. The
timing of pharmacological interventions is a controversial issue in the
field, as it must be ensured that drug activity occurs within the re-
consolidation window. The results of this review suggest that some
pharmacological interventions may affect the reconsolidation of aver-
sive memory, although there are methodological difficulties involved in
this type of study. However, the issues raised in this review remain
open, given the small number of human studies and the need for studies
that specifically evaluate some of the issues discussed.

Conflicts of interest
The authors declare no conflicts of interest.
Funding

This work was supported by the Foundation for Research Support of
the State of Sao Paulo [FAPESP; grant numbers: 2016/01801-5]. AWZ,
is recipient of Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento Cientifico e
Tecnolégico (CNPq, Brazil) productivity fellowships (1A). Research was
supported in part by grants from National Institute for Translational
Medicine (INCT- TM; CNPq, Brazil)

References

Abrari, K., Rashidy-Pour, A., Semnanian, S., Fathollahi, Y., 2008 Feb. Administration of
corticosterone after memory reactivation disrupts subsequent retrieval of a con-
textual conditioned fear memory: dependence upon training intensity. Neurobiol.
Learn. Mem. 89 (2), 178-184. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nlm.2007.07.005.

Agren, T., 2014 Jun. Human reconsolidation: a reactivation and update. Brain Res. Bull.
105, 70-82. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainresbull.2013.12.010.

Agren, T., Engman, J., Frick, A., Bjorkstrand, J., Larsson, E.M., Furmark, T., Fredrikson,
M., 2012 Sep. Disruption of reconsolidation erases a fear memory trace in the human
amygdala. Science 337 (6101), 1550-1552. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.
1223006.

Arrindell, W.A., Ettema, J.H.M., Handleiding SCL-90 [Manual] Swets and Zeitlinger, Lisse
Beck, A.T., Steer, R.A., Brown, G.K., 1996. Beck Depression Inventory (BDI-II).
Manual. The Psychological Corporation, San Antonio, TX, US.

Beck, A.T., Steer, R.A., Brown, G.K., 1996. Beck Depression Inventory (BDI-II). Manual.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nlm.2007.07.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainresbull.2013.12.010
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1223006
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1223006
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref5

L.M. Bolsoni and A.-W. Zuardi

The Psychological Corporation, San Antonio (TX, US).

Bergamaschi, M.M., Queiroz, R.H., Zuardi, A.W., Crippa, J.A., 2011 Sep 1. Safety and side
effects of cannabidiol, a Cannabis sativa constituent. Curr. Drug Saf. 6 (4), 237-249.
https://doi.org/10.2174/157488611798280924.

Brantigan, C.O., Brantigan, T.A., Joseph, N., 1982 Jan. Effect of beta blockade and beta
stimulation on stage fright. Am. J. Med. 72 (1), 88-94. https://doi.org/10.1016/
0002-9343(82)90592-7.

Brunet, A., Orr, S.P., Tremblay, J., Robertson, K., Nader, K., Pitman, R.K., 2008 May.
Effect of post-retrieval propranolol on psychophysiologic responding during sub-
sequent script driven traumatic imagery in post-traumatic stress disorder. J.
Psychiatr. Res. 42 (6), 503-506. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2007.05.006.

Buchanan, T.W., 2007 Sep. Retrieval of emotional memories. Psychol. Bull. 133 (5),
761-779. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.133.5.761.

Bustos, S.G., Maldonado, H., Molina, V.A., 2009 Jan. Disruptive effect of midazolam on
fear memory reconsolidation: decisive influence of reactivation time span and
memory age. Neuropsychopharmacology 34 (2), 446-457. https://doi.org/10.1038/
npp.2008.75.

Cahill, L., Prins, B., Weber, M., McGaugh, J.L., 1994 Oct. (Beta)adrenergic activation and
memory for emotional events. Nature 371 (6499), 702-704. https://doi.org/10.
1038/371702a0.

Cahill, L., Pham, C.A., Setlow, B., 2000 Nov. Impaired memory consolidation in rats
produced with beta-adrenergic blockade. Neurobiol. Learn. Mem. 74 (3), 259-266.
https://doi.org/10.1006/nlme.1999.3950.

Catania, A.C., 1999. Aprendizagem: Comportamento, linguagem e cognicao (ed 4).
Artmed, Porto Alegre.

Das, R.K., Kamboj, S.K., Ramadas, M., Yogan, K., Gupta, V., Redman, E., Morgan, C.J.,
2013 Apr. Cannabidiol enhances consolidation of explicit fear extinction in humans.
Psychopharmacology(Berl) 226 (4), 781-792. http://doi.org/10.1007/500213-012-
2955-y.

Debiec, J., LeDoux, J.E., 2004. Disruption of reconsolidation but not consolidation of
auditory fear conditioning by noradrenergic blockade in the amygdala. Neuroscience
129 (2), 267-272. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2004.08.018.

de Quervain, D.J., Aerni, A., Schelling, G., Roozendaal, B., 2009 Aug. Glucocorticoids and
the regulation of memory in health and disease. Front. Neuroendocrinol. 30 (3),
358-370. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yfrne.2009.03.002.

Drexler, S.M., Merz, C.J., Hamacher-Dang, T.C., Tegenthoff, M., Wolf, O.T., 2015 Dec.
Effects of cortisol on reconsolidation of reactivated fear memories.
Neuropsychopharmacology 40 (13), 3036-3043. https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2015.
160.

Drexler, S.M., Merz, C.J., Hamacher-Dang, T.C., Wolf, O.T., 2016 Jul. Cortisol effects on
fear memory reconsolidation in women. Psychopharmacology (Berl) 233 (14),
2687-2697. https://doi.org/10.1007/500213-016-4314-x.

Dudai, Y., 2004. The neurobiology of consolidations, or, how stable is the engram? Annu.
Rev. Psychol. 55, 51-86. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.55.090902.
142050.

Einarsson, E., Nader, K., 2012. Involvement of the anterior cingulate cortex in formation,
consolidation, and reconsolidation of recent and remote contextual fear memory.
Learn. Mem. 19, 449-452. https://doi.org/10.1101/Im.027227.112.

Exton-McGuinness, M.T., Lee, J.L., Reichelt, A.C., 2015 Feb. Updating memories-the role
of prediction errors in memory reconsolidation. Behav. Brain Res. 278 (1), 375-384.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2014.10.011.

Ferry, B., McGaugh, J.L., 1999 Jul. Clenbuterol administration into the basolateral
amygdala post-training enhances retention in an inhibitory avoidance task.
Neurobiol. Learn. Mem. 72 (1), 8-12. https://doi.org/10.1006/nlme.1998.3904.

Gamache, K., Pitman, R.K., Nader, K., 2012 Dec. Preclinical evaluation of reconsolidation
blockade by clonidine as a potential novel treatment for posttraumatic stress dis-
order. Neuropsychopharmacology 37 (13), 2789-2796. https://doi.org/10.1038/
npp.2012.145.

Gazarini, L., Stern, C.A., Piornedo, R.R., Takahashi, R.N., Bertoglio, L.J., 2014 Oct 31.
PTSD-like memory generated through enhanced noradrenergic activity is mitigated
by a dual step pharmacological intervention targeting its reconsolidation. Int. J.
Neuropsychopharmacol. 18 (1). https://doi.org/10.1093/ijnp/pyu026.

Guimaraes, F.S., Hellewell, J., Hensman, R., Wang, M., Deakin, J.F.W., 1991 Jun.
Characterization of a psychophysiogical model of classical fear conditioning in
healthy volunteers: influence of gender, instruction, personality and placebo.
Psychopharmacology (Berl) 104 (2), 231-236. https://doi.org/10.1007/
BF02244184.

Giustino, T.F., Fitzgerald, P.J., Maren, S., 2016 Jan. Revisiting propranolol and PTSD:
memory erasure or extinction enhancement? Neurobiol. Learn. Mem. 130, 26-33.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nlm.2016.01.009.

Izquierdo, 1., 1999. Memérias. Estud. Avancados 3, 89-112. https://doi.org/10.1590/
S0103-40141989000200006.

Izquierdo, I., 2011. Memoria, second ed. Porto Alegre, Artmed.

Kindt, M., Soeter, M., Vervliet, B., 2009 Mar. Beyond extinction: erasing human fear
responses and preventing the return of fear. Nat. Neurosci. 12 (3), 256-258. https://
doi.org/10.1038/nn.2271.

Kroon, J.A., Carobrez, A.P., 2009 Jan 91. Olfactory fear conditioning paradigm in rats:
effects of midazolam, propranolol or scopolamine. Neurobiol. Learn. Mem. (1),
32-40. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nlm.2008.10.007.

Lewis, D.J., 1969 Sep. Sources of experimental amnesia. Psychol. Rev. 76 (5), 461-472.
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0028177.

Lewis, D.J., 1979 Sep. Psychobiology of active and inactive memory. Psychol. Bull. 86 (5),
1054-1083. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.86.5.1054.

Lonergan, M.H., Olivera-Figueroa, L.A., Pitman, R.K., Brunet, A., 2013 Jul. Propranolol's
effects on the consolidation and reconsolidation of long-term emotional memory in
healthy participants: a meta-analysis. J. Psychiatry Neurosci. 38 (4), 222-231.

Neurobiology of Stress 11 (2019) 100194

https://doi.org/10.1503/jpn.120111.

Marin, M.F., Hupbach, A., Maheu, F.S., Nader, K., Lupien, S.J., 2011 Aug. Metyrapone
administration reduces the strength of an emotional memory trace in a long-lasting
manner. J. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 96 (8), e1221-E1227. https://doi.org/10.1210/
jc.2011-0226.

McGaugh, J.L., 2000 Jan 14. Memory-a century of consolidation. Science 287 (5451),
248-251. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.287.5451.248.

McGaugh, J.L., 2004. The amygdala modulates the consolidation of memories of emo-
tionally arousing experiences. Annu. Rev. Neurosci. 27, 1-28. https://doi.org/10.
1146/annurev.neuro.27.070203.144157.

Milad, M.R., Igoe, S.A., Lebron-Milad, K., Novales, J.E., 2009 Dec 15. Estrous cycle phase
and gonadal hormones influence conditioned fear extinction. Neuroscience 164 (3),
887-895. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2009.09.011.

Milad, M.R., Zeidan, M.A., Contero, A., Pitman, R.K., Klibanski, A., Rauch, S.L., Goldstein,
J.M., 2010 Jul 14. The influence of gonadal hormones on conditioned fear extinction
in healthy humans. Neuroscience 168 (3), 652-658. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
neuroscience.2010.04.030.

Misanin, J.R., Miller, R.R., Lewis, D.J., 1968 May 3. Retrograde amnesia produced by
electroconvulsive shock after reactivation of a consolidated memory trace. Science
160 (3827), 554-555. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.160.3827.554.

Mobher, D., Liberati, A., Tetzlaff, J., Altman, D.G., 2009 Jul 21. Preferred reporting items
for systematic reviews and meta-analyses: the PRISMA statement. PLoS Med. 6 (7),
€1000097. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1000097.

Monfils, M.H., Cowansage, K.K., Klann, E., LeDoux, J.E., 2009 May 15. Extinction re-
consolidation boundaries: key to persistent attenuation of fear memories. Science 324
(5929), 951-955. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1167975.

Moreira, S.N.T., Lima, J.G., Sousa, M.B.C., Azevedo, G.D., 2005 Jan. Estresse e fungao
reprodutiva feminina. Rev. Bras. Satide Materno Infant. 5 (1), 119-125. https://doi.
org/10.1590/51519-38292005000100015.

Muravieva, E.V., Alberini, C.M., 2010 Jun. Limited efficacy of propranolol on the re-
consolidation of fear memories. Learn. Mem. 17 (6), 306-313. https://doi.org/10.
1101/1m.1794710.

Nader, K., Schafe, G.E., Le Doux, J.E., 2000 Aug 17. Fear memories require protein
synthesis in the amygdala for reconsolidation after retrieval. Nature 406 (6797),
722-726. https://doi.org/10.1038/35021052.

National Collaborating Centre for Mental Health, 2005. Post-traumatic Stress Disorder:
the Management of PTSD in Adults and Children in Primary and Secondary Care
(Clinical Guideline, 26). Royal College of Psychiatrists, London, United Kingdom.

Ney, L., Matthews, A., Bruno, R., Felmingham, K., 2019 Apr 1. Cannabinoid interventions
for PTSD: where to next? pii: S0278-5846(19)30034-X. Prog.
Neuropsychopharmacol. Biol. Psychiatr. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pnpbp.2019.03.
017. ([Epub ahead of print]).

Oyarzin, J.P., Lopez-Barroso, D., Fuentemilla, L., Cucurell, D., Pedraza, C., Rodriguez
Fornells, A., de Diego-Balaguer, R., 2012. Updating fearful memories with extinction
training during reconsolidation: a human study using auditory aversive stimuli. PLoS
One 7 (6), €38849. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0038849.

Pitman, R.K., Orr, S.P., Forgue, D.F., Dejong, J.B., Claiborn, J.M., 1987 Nov.
Psychophysiological assessment of posttraumatic-stress-disorder imageryin
Vietnamcombat veterans. Arch. Gen. Psychiatr. 44 (11), 970-975. https://doi.org/
10.1038/npp.2011.307.

Przybyslawski, J., Roullet, P., Sara, S., 1999 Aug. Attenuation of emotional and none-
motional memories after their reactivation: role of  adrenergic receptors. J.
Neurosci. 19 (15), 6623-6628. https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.19-15-06623.

Rodriguez-Ortiz, C.J., Bermtidez-Rattoni, F., 2007. Memory reconsolidation or updating
consolidation? In: Bermiidez-Rattoni F. Neural Plasticity and Memory: from Genes to
Brain Imaging, Boca Raton, pp. 209-224.

Rossignoli, M.T., Lopes-Aguiar, C., Ruggiero, R.N., Do Val da Silva, R.A., Bueno-Junior,
L.S., Kandratavicius, L., Romcy-Pereira, R.N., 2017 May. Selective post-training time
window for memory consolidation interference of cannabidiol into the pref rontal
cortex: reduced dopaminergic modulation and immediate gene expression in limbic
circuits. Neuroscience 350914, 85-93. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2017.
03.019.

Schiller, D., Monfils, M.H., Raio, C.M., Johnson, D.C., Ledoux, J.E., Phelps, E.A., 2010 Jan
7. Preventing the return of fear in humans using reconsolidation update mechanisms.
Nature 463 (7277), 49-53. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature08637.

Schiller, D., Phelps, E.A., 2011 May 17. Does reconsolidation occur in humans? Front.
Behav. Neurosci. 5, 24. https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2011.00024.

Schneider, A.M., Simson, P.E., Daimon, C.M., Mrozewski, J., Vogt, N.M., Keefe, J., Kirby,
L.G., 2014 Mar. Stress-dependent opioid and adrenergic modulation of newly re-
trieved fear memory. Neurobiol. Learn. Mem. 109, 1-6. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
nlm.2013.11.013.

Schwabe, L., Nader, K., Wolf, O.T., Beaudry, T., Pruessner, J.C., 2012 Feb 15. Neural
signature of reconsolidation impairments by propranolol in humans. Biol. Psychiatry
71 (4), 380-386. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2011.10.028.

Schwabe, L., Nader, K., Pruessner, J.C., 2014 Aug 15. Reconsolidation of human memory:
brain mechanisms and clinical relevance. Biol. Psychiatry 76 (4), 274-280. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2014.03.008.

Soeter, M., Kindt, M., 2010 Jul. Dissociating response systems: erasing fear from memory.
Neurobiol. Learn. Mem. 94 (1), 30-41. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nlm.2010.03.004.

Soeter, M., Kindt, M., 2012 Apr. Stimulation of the noradrenergic system during memory
formation impairs extinction learning but not the disruption of reconsolidation.
Neuropsychopharmacology 37 (5), 1204-1215. https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2011.
307.

Spielberger, C.D., 1983. Manual for the State-Trait Anxiety Inventory. Consulting
Psychologists Press, Palo Alto, C.

Stern, C.A., Gazarini, L., Takahashi, R.N., Guimaraes, F.S., Bertoglio, L.J., 2012 Aug. On


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref5
https://doi.org/10.2174/157488611798280924
https://doi.org/10.1016/0002-9343(82)90592-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/0002-9343(82)90592-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2007.05.006
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.133.5.761
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2008.75
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2008.75
https://doi.org/10.1038/371702a0
https://doi.org/10.1038/371702a0
https://doi.org/10.1006/nlme.1999.3950
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref13
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-012-2955-y
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-012-2955-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2004.08.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yfrne.2009.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2015.160
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2015.160
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-016-4314-x
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.55.090902.142050
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.55.090902.142050
https://doi.org/10.1101/lm.027227.112
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2014.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1006/nlme.1998.3904
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2012.145
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2012.145
https://doi.org/10.1093/ijnp/pyu026
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02244184
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02244184
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nlm.2016.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0103-40141989000200006
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0103-40141989000200006
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref28
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.2271
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.2271
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nlm.2008.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0028177
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.86.5.1054
https://doi.org/10.1503/jpn.120111
https://doi.org/10.1210/jc.2011-0226
https://doi.org/10.1210/jc.2011-0226
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.287.5451.248
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.neuro.27.070203.144157
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.neuro.27.070203.144157
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2009.09.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2010.04.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2010.04.030
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.160.3827.554
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1000097
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1167975
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1519-38292005000100015
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1519-38292005000100015
https://doi.org/10.1101/lm.1794710
https://doi.org/10.1101/lm.1794710
https://doi.org/10.1038/35021052
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref45
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pnpbp.2019.03.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pnpbp.2019.03.017
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0038849
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2011.307
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2011.307
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.19-15-06623
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref50
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2017.03.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2017.03.019
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature08637
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2011.00024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nlm.2013.11.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nlm.2013.11.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2011.10.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2014.03.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2014.03.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nlm.2010.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2011.307
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2011.307
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref59

L.M. Bolsoni and A.-W. Zuardi

disruption of fear memory by reconsolidation blockade: evidence from cannabidiol
treatment. Neuropsychopharmacology 37 (9), 2132-2142. https://doi.org/10.1038/
npp.2012.63.

Stern, C.A., Gazarini, L., Vanxossen, A.C., Zuardi, A.W., Guimaraes, F.S., Takahashi, R.N.,
Bertoglio, L.J., 2014. Involvement of the Prelimbic Cortex in the Disruptive Effect of
Cannabidiol on Fear Memory Reconsolidation. 27th ECNP Congress.

Stern, C.A., Gazarini, L., Vanvossen, A.C., Zuardi, A.W., Galve-Roperh, I., Guimaraes, F.S.,
Takahashi, R.N., Bertoglio, L.J., 2015 Jun. A9-Tetrahydrocannabinol alone and
combined with cannabidiol mitigate fear memory through reconsolidation disrup-
tion. Eur. Neuropsychopharmacol. 25 (6), 958-965. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
euroneuro.2015.02.001.

Stern, C.A.J., de Carvalho, C.R., Bertoglio, L.J., Takahashi, R.N., 2018. Effects of canna-
binoid drugs on aversive or rewarding drug-associated memory extinction and re-
consolidation. Neuroscience 370, 62-80. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.
2017.07.018.

Thomas, E., Saumier, D., Pitman, R.K., Tremblay, J., Brunet, A., 2017. Consolidation and
reconsolidation are impaired by oral propranolol administered before but not after

10

Neurobiology of Stress 11 (2019) 100194

memory (re)activation in humans. Neurobiol. Learn. Mem. 142 (A), 118-125.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nlm.2016.12.010.

Thonberg, H., Frederiksson, J., Nedergaard, J., Cannon, B., 2002 May 15. A novel
pathway for adrenergic stimulation of camp-response-element-binding protein
(CREB) phosphorylation: mediation via alpha- adrenoceptors and protein kinase C
activation. J. Biochem. 264 (Pt 1), 73-79.

Tollenaar, M.S., Elzinga, B.M., Spinhoven, P., Everaerd, W., 2009. Psychophysiological
responding to emotional memories in healthy young men after cortisol and propra-
nolol administration. Psychopharmacology (Berl) 203 (4), 793-803. https://doi.org/
10.1007/s00213 008-1427-x.

Wichert, S., Wolf, O.T., Schwabe, L., 2011 Oct. Reactivation, interference, and re-
consolidation: are recent and remote memories likewise susceptible? Behav.
Neurosci. 125 (5), 699-704. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0025235.

Zorawski, M., Cook, C.A., Kuhn, C.M., LaBar, K.S., 2005. Sex, stress, and fear: individual
differences in conditioned learning. Cognit. Affect Behav. Neurosci. 5 (2), 191-201.
https://doi.org/10.3758/cabn.5.2.191.


https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2012.63
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2012.63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref61
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euroneuro.2015.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euroneuro.2015.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2017.07.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2017.07.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nlm.2016.12.010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-2895(19)30046-3/sref65
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213%20008-1427-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213%20008-1427-x
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0025235
https://doi.org/10.3758/cabn.5.2.191

	Pharmacological interventions during the process of reconsolidation of aversive memories: A systematic review
	Introduction
	Method
	Selection of articles
	Eligibility criteria
	Procedure

	Results
	Main characteristics of the samples
	Experimental protocols
	Main outcomes

	Discussion
	Article selection and characteristics of the samples
	Drugs
	Experimental protocols
	Timing of pharmacological interventions
	Reconsolidation window

	Conclusion
	Conflicts of interest
	Funding
	References




