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NMDAR, mAchR, mGluR1/5¢] H]¢J&21¢1 SYRO] 2§

SYRel 2]t ERK pathway &4l 3} of & 3kel
SYR A& Al WelA &e AMPA &A1 3 AF
AMPA F&A¢ €343 #AGE SYRY 2§
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APb, 2-amino—5-phosphonopentanoic acid
CTZ, cyclothiazide

DHPG, dihydroxyphenylglycine

ECL, enhanced chemiluminescence

ERK, extracellular signal-regulated kinases
GABA, gamma-Aminobutyric acid

GIRK, G protein—activated inwardly rectifying K+ channel
HEK?293T, human embryonic kidney 293T
HFS, high frequency stimulation

HRP, horse radish peroxidase

LEV, Levetiracetam

LTP/LTD, long term potentiation/depression
mGluR, metabotropic glutamate receptor
NBQX,
6-Nitro—-2,3-dioxo-1,2,3,4-tetrahydrobenzol flquinoxaline—7-sulfonamide
NEM, N-Ethylmaleimide

PPR, paired pulse ratio

SC, Schaffer collateral

SYR, (+)-syringaresinol

SVZ2A, synaptic vesicle protein 2A

TTX, tetrodotoxin

VGCC, voltage—gated calcium channel
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d FEES B A2 ABW ofYgt HoA dojys ANES A
Tt o F&sH AFEE 5 Tk
(+)-Syringaresinol (SYR;

4,4'-(1S,3aR,4S,6aR)-tetrahydro—1H,3H-furol3,4-clfuran-1,4-diylbis(2,6-
dimethoxyphenol)) 1w, wjstuby, H#HE A EoA D= 2
avow g @] #ete] PEgetA el A A FATh AwTA A
T-E wkel o5ty SYRE HHH[ 2o} AMlEel L7 Alxe] BT A4S
Ueldth SYRS dglzete wdzglide] 5AS Adsty, vpgx
of T+AF 9S wW FUrAE FHS HAZIY(Cho et al, 2016;
Miyazawa et al, 2006). SYRS XZ-fF7F 3 Axze] AHstdS = A3t
Aol 443 SIRT1 fFrAdxke] 2do] 1A (Cho et al, 2013;
Chung et al, 2012; Park et al., 2015). 3} m}$-~ A o] SYRS # g
stls W, NF-kBe 245 Adlste] A5ite&s HAaAT]= Zlo] &<
=2t (Bajpai eal, 2018). 3-#, SYRo] AlAolAEZE A Fo AAE7]
AAAE FH8= Aol #&AFHA=H, PCI2het Neuro2a AM*E SYRES
At W AAE79 sAet dolrt F7F HtHChiba et al,
2002). 1y AA7EA] SYRo] A BAMEL} AW zpgo oju gt g

X

N

2 Al gE ATe FAEA 2y
ool B AFelAE AslgelsH AFWHS Agatel, svpel 07
5 20] SYRO| olw @ A8&% st dobmma sk 1 A3 SYR
of AE WelA ZHHE FRY AWE F ANET B2 A
AWz Amelt obF G FA Wt AL BARYAG o SYRe|
AW A AAAE mEe] Fulslele AWz 29 A5E FYo
24 et @498 ¢ & U9tk SYRY od% 488 WARE
No® fER A B4 FRAAT ol 2 ARE Ed SYR
s R wk] FEA AWs AES gAstE A



II. Al 2 =4

1. &

47l A 65 Abolo] b C57BL/6 wh-225 AR&3Fth 12417 3HA
W= A FES AMFERoH, FE o TAe AlE)

¥ At} SPF (specific pathogen free) &7 oA 3sfufe] Aol X e 3-5u}

g o] m} AbFstdth Holek =& Alg glo] sttt s=4AY

O =
‘T‘ =
2 A& skl Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee (IACUC)

2. £gol2 AHA A
EFTE=(GE A 95%, olikstE A 5%)E F pHE T4E FAT A
o (dissection buffer)ol A vl$-29] & FHojg w2 A et}
' 3= vibratome (Leica, Germany)< AF&3Fe] 400 pm 57 =
5, Z47+e] &gfol oA CA3 Fi& AA ST Setol~e Hi=
¥ 2 o 8 9l (artificial cerebrospinal fluid, aCSF)ol A 36°CZ <F g+ A
B BN F HH G w3 95%9] A4, 5% olatstet A A
22 pHE 7482 Z4dssld. IEAAS 9 5, 71898

e APt S 2ol FAEA

>
bad

PO
ft & oo

o
o

Ay

O



Conc(mM)
NaCl 125
NaHCOs 25
KCl 2.5
NaH2P04 1.25
CaCl, 2.5
MgCl, 1.3
Glucose 10
E 1 0¥ HF3+d &4 =4
Conc(mM)
Sucrose 230
NaHCOs 25
KCl 2.5
NaH2P04 1.25
CaCl, 05
MgS04.7H:0 3
Glucose 10
Na-VitC 1.3

¥ 2. Dissection buffer &4

3. Al ¥ wl¥3z AMPA 84 23

o1 7k o} Al ZH(HEK293T) AIXFE 10% FBS (Fetal bovine serum,
FBS), 1% penicillin-streptomycin®] ¥3%%¥ DMEM (Dulbecco’s
modified Eagle’s medium) B} © 2 37°C, 5% CO27} A%+ v
71ol A v sttt AlEE 12-well plateol A vl Atk AMPA =&
AL TAA7Z]7] 98 GluAlZ GluA2E 7 ZdA 7| AY, GluA29)
GUA3E 37 Az o, A7t A3 A F&4 A AEE
glst7] 9al EGFPE @7 wAA A, F9(transfection) Hl &
EGFP:GluAl =+ A3:GluA2S 2:3:3 (total 2 pg/well)o2 3t T 27
At dd-S DNA +9 % 48 -72 Azt Fof| Al adst ).
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_
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4. A7) A2

Eofol=E Fuetol A BystHA A= A7 s WS 7
Huy WS uskth(Song et al, 2017). 3 EHHS Ell &gfol
9% AHA) 5% olitstE AT FPE = HEHE AolA A
sgtol2E &Y Fv S48 AT %E%X]%i] SH-27B, Warner
Instruments, CT, USA)E E3] 29-30C=Z FAsAt SAHHE=E A3 E
MultiClamp 700B amplifier (Molecular Devices, CA, USA)Z <331
1, AF+E Digidata 1440A interface (Molecular Devices)E AF-&3}¢]
28 kHzzZ A=Z3 10 kHz=Z 7]1F3dth. AF, A4 pClampl0.2
(Molecular Devices) software® Z=AslH o A2 Igor Pro
(WaveMetrics, OR, USA)= #2131t}

avle] Schaffer collateral (SC)-CA1 AW Z=oA] ME ¢ SEA AW

B\

2 % ¢ (field excitatory postsynaptic potential, fEPSP)—‘E 0.05 Hz 9
AP A5 F3 71590 aCSFE AH R 7241 500.3-05 MQ)S
k9] stratum radiatum (SR)el o Z}=73til, aCSF& A OE
Y HA=(3-4 MQ)& AH&ste] 7 E8div. A5 Arv Aoz 45 F
U H AlHE §hEe 1/3 AR vhgE A& F e AR A
skl Al whgo] QbR A g0l A Tk

AW F7] Z3Hlong term potentiation, LTP)E %37 fallA 1L
=r(high frequency stimulations, HFS)E F%It}. 100 Hz= 2W
S F 5, olojA vtE (EPSPE <ol W LA 454

BA A WA 5 AF(evoked excitatory postsynaptic currents,
eEPSCs) 574 whole cell AaAHez FAHsH o™, HAF7] S0l
A= A 3-4 MQ oltt, ojuf Al W &AL (in mM)
100 CSMeSO4, 10 TEA-CI, 20 CsCl, 8 NaCl, 10 HEPES, 05
QX-314-Cl, 4 Mg-ATP, 0.3 Na-GTP, 10 EGTAZ T4 =% oH, pHet
AR 27 7259 290 mOsm/kg= A 8A Tt aCSF= A7 #-2
A=(0.3-05 MQ)S AFg3ste 0.05 HzZ 3vte] stratum radiatum (SR)

-1 - "':r“‘E _k:i_ -I_-]i



ftlo
2

=3t =4 3}93113} GABA A 84 A A2 picrotoxin (50 uM)
= A FAHANeH, A5 Z=s -70 mVelx EPSC A A
Zo] 100-250 pA EJE% 33

e A AW T A F(evoked inhibitory postsynaptic currents,
elPSCs)= -70 mVolA eEPSCset U3t AMxE ] &qS ALE5lo]
NBQX (10 uyM)<eF AP5 (50 uM, NMDA &3 AsfA)7F A= el
A F48tATh elPSCs 54 Al 100 ms HA o2 A-H2x A58 %)
o A5 AEs 70 mVellA IPSC -9 ZFeo] 100-250 pA7l %=
= 31T eEPSCH elPSC7F 71E 5+ &9t series resistance®} seal
resistance™ #HA HEA171= Z2=(-5 mV, 50 ms)E T AHFHS
2 A 7159 g F Aol 20% o Wek gk wiAlsked
o] 3 EPSCs (miniature EPSCs, mEPSCs)E -70 mVolA =45
gdom, AE W fH FA4HS(in mM) 110 K-gluconate, 20 KCIl, 8
NaCl, 10 HEPES, 05 QX-314-Cl, 4 Mg-ATP, 0.3 Na-GTP, 05
EGTAZ 3131, pH 7.25, A%< 290 mOsm/kgo 2 2r5Qlit). Api A
gd5d99 IPSCs + TTX (1 uyM)¥} FZAZEFA(B0 pM)o.2 9i =
AstAth vlYyolx IPSC (mIPSC)+= TTX (1 pM), NBQX (10 uM),
AP5 (50 uM)7F &= AEE, 9 AlE W 89 A4 K-gluconateE
2& 5x9 KCIE thAlste] -70 mV oA 7] =313
AFEEAQ =L mMEPSC =4 Al AFE3WE AXE ] & XS A}
&35t} 3L whole—cell AF1AHE AFEstAH. 54

= UetlA &= AEs A

ZaAd A7 54 A AFEE AE ol &9 AL (in mM) 100
Cs—gluconate, 10 CsCl, 10 TEA-CI, 8 NaCl, 10 HEPES, 4 Mg-ATP,
0.5 Na-GTP, 10 EGTA°|™, pH 7.25 A5 % 290 mOsm/kge.z2 9r3%]
. Zgol AF A Al aCSFolA datdsae 22 529 A3t
o= dAEd L, TTX, NBQX, AP5, AR50 gl AHdA 715
)

HEK293T AlZo] AMPA 8215 HdA7 &

©

Lo

A
=

"
o

HolE f= A

’
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Sdo| A EGTA 10 mM
g U] 2AAE Z2A 3 Az g &HS AFEsEA T 30 mV
sk o glutamate (10 pM)Z AFE FE39 0. AE 9
(in mM) 140 NaCl, 5 KCI, 1.25 NaH.,PO, 2 CaCl, 1
MgCl,, 10 D-glucose, 10 HEPES® 3} o, pHE FABIUESFS A
&sto] 74= BT dfvt ol ArIAYE A mHAR &
A AWM= 29-30C= FA3F9 Y. Cyclothiazide (100 pM, CTZ)<
AMPA &4 o] &32& = d AFESFA

tlo
A
ol
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oo
¥
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Rl
=
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5. Western blotting
afjul Sdtol = A7 AdodA Al Sefol~ A AN
oz AQth 1 ¥ western blotting *,E%% e =
¥ "o Wk tH(Song et al, 2017). CA3 H91& X
aCSFol A 36°C frAlste] 4413F 53k i]%%lﬂ +,
Aelstal vt HspAdAw FZAAIZT. ERK &4 ek 4]
of & Wow APt setol2E A A FA% lysis buffer
of Wi &2 #AFAZItE Lysis buffer =4S 50 mM
HEPES, 100 mM NaCl, 5 mM EGTA, 5 mM EDTA, 1% Triton
X-100, Eol Akl g A o1 A Al (phosphatase inhibitor ~ cocktail,
GenDEPOT, TX, USA), 9wz HE3a4h A A (proteinase inhibitor
cocktail, Sigma-Aldrich, MO, USA)elH pHT 7322 Y93l 32
e g A T Hgeyxe gz A B (Bradford
protein assay, Bio—-Rad, CA, USA)o. & =43} t}. Polyacrylamlde gel
electrophorsis (PAGE) 29| 10-12 pge @ Aol ¥3tE o= AMZS
ol guldS AvipdER Y3 §, olE YolERAFA o &
o] & 12 A (phospho-ERK %+ ERK; Cell Signaling
Technologies, MA, USA)Z A3 ¥ HRP7}I ZAg® 23 A
(Jackson ImmunoResearch, USA)Z #1839t} HRP 4%+ ECL (GE
Healthcare, UK)7|2& A}&3slo] HA=3893, MetaMorph software

O+
oL

%
o

r
B
i
fo o 44 (o K

2
L ok

|

o] ~

il

=
=
A

off
Mo 12

rlo

e 2 oA o e
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(Molecular Devices, CA, USA)=Z A =3} st}

6. Y

1) Open field test

40cm X 40cm =719 4719 31 AA} <to] TES

B9 A4YdS FAeAr #Y ¥, FEo & AZE Video

Tracking system (Ethovision XT, Noldus)

!
M
1z
off
o
22
v} r

2) Fear conditioning test

2Elet A7AFS F7] Aol F&S AW <t wlE] Ho TE
stk AW o] A7]= 20em X 20cmel™, H717F Sk AR A
A2 7F A H QUth FES AW Sto] W2 & 5 Ho
e} sElel A7AES o ted 2 Y Qe F
T I ¥, oo

R4

reezing times =74 gk},

3) Pentylenetetrazole (Sigma-Aldrich, MO, USA) %o % 72
A A

Pentylenetetrazole (PTZ)E vwl$-29] 50 mg/kg? sE=

buffered salineol 3438t HAAU= FYstah. 0 ©A 242
Racine scale (Racine et al,. 1972)3 7]& =& AFE-%E ®WH(Y.S Bae

et al. 2013)& Lttt

g
=
o
2]
(o]
=
Q)
=
¢}

I

i

7. ¢

FZ& 2 AAZ (+)-Syringaresinol> Chemfaces (Wuhan, China)<ll A
Tt o, A3 (+)-Syringaresinol® Hanchem (Deajeon, Korea)

o /] sttt NBQX, JAZEA TTX, AP5, DHPG, cyclothiazide,
LY341495, CGP55845% Tocris Cookson (Bristol, UK)oll A *uf&ld
I 9 gE Ay §8E 42 Sigma-Aldrich (MO, USA)el| Al -ujj &

- 14 - o 2 1_i|



[ex]
s

8. A2 AT 2 &4
2E 23 A= Igor Pro (WaveMetrics, OR, USA) ¢} SPSS (IBM,
al,

NY, USA)Z FA3% H i (mean) * ¥ 2 X} (standard error of

mean, SEM)Z 37|34 EAETA FJAHdE Student’s t-test TE
Paired t-testE A}-&3}] {J.r 5}91 CHE TFo] oy TR 75]“?" dd
B
[e)

H’\}H”(one—way ANOVA)E &3t A4 o945

AFE3178 2 Tukey's HSD test H+= Bonferroni testE AF&3tith. &7
SHA reld 2 p-skel 0.05 PRkl A5 FrelAdol dvkal Aesith

- 15 - .-';r'\-\.-l! -:”‘.'I:I- 1_“ F'



1. 43

1. SYRo] &4 R AAAE AF2d A= 9F

D Azt A= o FEEA AEE A= L

>

2 7} A &= (syringaresinol, SYR)o] AW~ HEo] ojw3dl <3S
" X =A] golr 7] 93, 4-657 ] vk~ ‘GHU}Q SC-CA1 Al z=el A
AE 9 SEA AW & AUEPSPs)E SAsATE HgdAd 27
WSS Eeld ¥, SYRY wLEE EElEd ﬂﬂdoﬂ‘jr a1 Ay e
X9 SYR (1-5 uM) fEPSPe 9&e 4 Zdony, =2 Fx9
SYR (> 10 pM)> w27 Al¥is 5 d9S a2z ([Fig. 1A). SYR

o] &7k wobel met fEPSPe] 71 7)ok %9 Hadhs J=7F H
?i%igtﬂ(lc5o 90 uM), 500 pM®] SYRS Al s w ha ¥t
H (759 £ 1.6 %)= YEFSTHFig. 1B). ©] UH, A2 A fiber volley
7b @A e¥kal(Fig. 1ICD) ol AsHw F24o o ¥Wart gla
& 9@tk SYRel 98l 4% fEPSP= AMPA F84 As|A<
NBQX (10 uM)el ¢fa) ¢hds] A= vk(Fig. 1CD). °]& S8 SYR
°] SC-Cl Alf=e] &4 As d=s Asgs Fdstid

- 16 - ] 2l @



VR B 12—

100 “”“iﬁﬁﬁﬁl ﬁ;ggﬂhggg
80 gtiéﬁ Yu% ?%\?%

100+

80 —

60 —

fEPSP slope ( % of baseline )
fEPSP slope (% of baseline)

O 1uM A 5uM i ?
40- v 10pM N 20uM ig! ;g§ "i 83l 405
X 30uM O 50uM wEE"
20- @ 100uM ® 300uM 20
M 500 uM
0 0, — e —
T T T T T T T I 2 3 456 1 2 3456 1 2 345
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 ) 100
Time ( min ) SYR concentration (uM)
SYR NBQX
120 o — 0.6 Sk
(3] —kkk
£ | % o} -
5 100 EPRoiAi O egues syn,g o Goadeet s ietsss 2 :
1 =
3 804 g S 044
k] o B
£ 60 e} o #
[} Q ns.
g 404 éo%ﬁo s 0.2
o CogogPa’a b
% 20 2 . 3 &
® Fiber volley -
¥ o] o fEPSPsiope QEEO@?Q%@ - .
T T T T T 0.0 T T 1
0 10 20 30 40 Con SYR ' NBQX
Time (min)

Fig 1. SYRe] 28 FEAY AlYx A= oA

(A) SC-CAl AlYz=ell A SYRe] &% W3lo] ofEH o2 fEPSP7l 4
sttt fEPSPE ¢t A o=z 168 7|5 § SYRS sz g sl
108 AHZstdd. (B) SYR v=¥=2 A3 & npxgt 289 Hit S
Axtstel 7155k divlste]l &0l AxE FAsAT (C) SYR 500 uM
o 93le] FolE AWl AZi= NBQXel 93] ¢+x3] glol#th old
tfet thE trace= (D)ol YEFHSATH(FV, Fiber volley) (E) ¢f&E9o] A€
= vhA e 28 FoF fEPSP slope?] #telt}. n=3 slices; ##xxp < 0.001;
n.s., not significant (p > 0.05); Fe ¢ = 2.93; one-way ANOVA with
a Bonferroni post hoc test; ##p < 0.01; t = 4.64; Student’s t-test.

- 17 - .-';r'\-\.-l! -:”‘.'I:I- 1_“ F'



SYRo] CAl AAAES T2 AWs AEE Adlsts e 24
% © o¥ TS MASA Lotry] 9% AY
< g5tk AMPA &4 A3 A(NBQX 10 uM)¢F NMDA <84
AN A(APS 50 pM)7F = AEjellA A AW = A/ (IPSCs)l
A= SYR®| A4S Polr dvh(Fig. 2A). 1F4°] 100 ms 1HAQ1 -
B2z AYas A53e u, SYRS elPSCsell 9432 F
(Fig. 2A-E). SYR& A&7l Aot & nlasle o, 31 dA (t =
-047, p > 0.05), + HA({ = -0.33, p > 0.05) elPSCs EF
kom, -2~ HE&(t = 023, p > 005 =3 dAsAH(Fig. 2DE).

oJASZ SYRS GABA A FEAUY AlHA A AXoA EHEHE
GABA°| 9&S FA evxn B 4 . Bk oyl wjyo] A
O

IPSCs (mIPSCs) 9% SYRC &7 9SS dolsdt. mIPSCe =
Z(t=10,p> 0057 NE(t = 1.04, p > 005 =F SYRS AHgsl7]
A3 Fol kol 7k ATk (Fig. 2F-H). o] 24 SYRo] A AlHZ~ A

o) e [eJNe) A=
Eol @2 A == & F Uk

- 18 - "':r“‘E _k:i_ -I_-]i



1404 SYR

1. Con 2.SYR
120

S T
jz: JﬂOOpA

IPSC amplitude (% of baseline)

20 T T T T 1
0 5 10 15 20 25
Time (min)
C D 300 n.s. E
1.04 SYR ~ 0.8+ ns.
< —— 250 5 —
S = @ T
2 084 & % g a
S TR TRCRINETAEITING B 5 R R
§ 0.6 @3 § E ] 0 @ % 150 | 2
= E o 0.4
2 0.4- o 100 ®
2 8
£ 02 50 2 021
3 i B
2 T . T T - T .1 =
g 00 T T T T 1 Con SYR Con SYR' & o9 Con " SYR !
0 5 LN 20 25 1stIPSC  2nd IPSC on
Time (min)
Con 80+ 154
n.s. n.s.
2 60 £
s > 104 —L
2 &
SYR 8 40+ g
[ =
2 8 s
@ 20 4
E =
0  in— | 0 L
500 ms | 50 pA Con SYR Con SYR

Fig 2. SYR A3 A dA& AL A H2

(A) "2 2A=22(100 ms 7HE) F=3 1 SCSA ZS Alghe] o
gt eIt R tracew= (Bl EAISAH. (C) #A-F 2~ H[ o
SYRell ¢Js Wsh= eFsket. (D) A ‘ﬁ’/‘HS’Jr 5 HA IPSCs =5 SYRo
osf ®WstatA] ¥krh. (E) B-H2~ H]& E3k SYRo| o8 g3 A
&kt}. n=8 cells. n.s., not significant. (F) CAl A ZAM ¥4 SYRS
28387 A(con)¥} F2](SYR) mIPSCs trace©]th. mIPSCse] (G)7%
I} (= =5 SYRO 9s ®WH3FA] &t n=9 cells. n.s., not

significant.
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3) SYRO] A& 7] B3} vA= FF

94 SYRel 84 AWz AEE Page dastal] o
PN

2~ Z7] ZASHLTP, long term potentiation)ol = &S &= 4 Avtar A

bl & 4 Aok ol & g]lstr] flskel F el 100 Hz A= (HFS, High
frequency stimulation)2 F¢] LTPES F%=(Bliss et al,. 1993)3te] SYR

o &we A9

D A AES Adsidled, 3 WA= LTP

% %o SYR (50 uM) A 2lste] fEPSP 7} dvp} Zoj==x #zs)
9, T WA= SYR (50 pM>—°— Agsta Aol F LTP %5 39
b LTP 55 WA Add & SYRS Aads 44, SYRS A

s Botols oddw dl® EPSP 71& 77 ZAastdh ey oA
A mk7HA R SYRS AolWidS o, fEPSP 7]127] %2 control3t
H) 23k o2 35 E 9 oh(Fig. 3A). °]2 £33 SYRS w@r]H oz A
gl 5 Aojuigle dl, fEPSP7} 355 = A 8 ofyzt fFi® AHs
&7 st dFE MAA FeS &8 ATHCon-LTP; 139.36£7.9 %,

5 9%). SYRE WA A sl A HA AEE 7FAA
TR S W, R FAe AxR A AU A

= HqE 1%6}914(1?@ 3D-F, Con-LTP; 147.74+7 %, SYR-LTP;
+

o2 SYRe| dAHoZ wZFHAS w, 7[EZ A

By ohel o) F fFEHE AWL 37 s 4
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—8— Con-LTP —O— SYR-LTP 200
T ~ 480
£ g™ n.s
§ 2 160 |
8
= 5 140 T
= % 120 -
g &
° 3 100
o %
o a 80—
& &
= 60 |
Control-LTP T SYR-LTP
T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80
Time (min)
D 350 F
- 200
T 300 nis
s 7 190
8 2504 3 160
5 g 1
£ 200 3 140
8 S 120
S 150 s
5 100
& B
a 100 - o 80—
w 1
50 60 —
T T T T T ContolLTP | SYRLTP
0 20 40 60 80
Time (min)

Fig 3. SYR A& Al 43 AlY¥x Z7] %3t

(A) LTP % %, SYRES A 3tAS W(SYR-LTP, n=6 slices)¢} A&
A 2¢kS W (Con-LTP, n=5 slices), fEPSP¢] W3lo|t}. (B)x= SYR
S APsRS v W3 fEPSPY thE traceo]™, mhA|w 5ES A4 Falo]
(©)el YEFWTE (D) SYRS WA A & Aoz LTPE §%

S uf, fEPSP9] W3lo|tH(SYR-LTP, n=5 slices). (E) (D)ol W3t tj
trace®] 3L, vFA| 9} 5-& At (F)ol YERW T

5
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4) NMDAR, mAChR, mGluR1/5 & A d] v 2J&7 < SYRY #F&

719 A Ao ostH NMDA 84, Group I AN = FEHd
olE & A (mGluRs), HIAHAG oM EZd 8 A (mAChRs)E9 €443}
i SC-CAl AlWi&elA AMPA 8418 §3 AlWs Ao 7] A
3l(long-term depression, LTD)E f&3tttal ® a5 o] ¢l th(Fitzjohn et
al., 1999; Lee et al., 1998; McCutchen et al., 2006). w2} SYRel| 9
sk AW A7 919 FEAIE S AdA Flskth. NMDA &
A A;A AP5, mAChR F83 A3|A atropine, mGluR5 A &f A
MPEP, mGluR1 A 8j#4 CPCCOEt7} aCSFel o= Arejol A <hg =
el fEPSPE =43t & SYR (100 pM)& A 3sdt. 2 A3} SYRo
o &) A fEPSPe] 7] & 7|7} ZEQ (7547 + 1.25 %), T84S 2|
FUs wWHT d Fol=+ S BRI THFig. 4A-C). MPEP&
mGIURSE Y=tk A o AWa A deked 9= mGluR4E
g4 3IA 71tk B a7b 9 ti(Mathiesen JM et al,. 2003). Al@~ A @
@] mGluR4 & sk A B HAE =R EHE AA7|IH, o)yt 2§
of os SYRS &7t AA FAEAS TheAdel Ao 2y
NMDAR, mGluRs, mAChRo| SAl¥ el A= SYRo|] &#4 A

Mg dAgS gdssinh

=
P>
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APS5, AtroEine, MPEP, CPCCOEt

60

fEPSP slope ( % of baseline )

T | | | |
0 20 40 60 80
Time (min )

B C

© 140 -
£ *
8 120 .
2 100{—= 1
o
R 80- _
Q60
o

oz @ 40

0.2m

9 -

2ms a. 20

. = o-
— Baseline — SYR Baseline SYR Wash out

Fig 4. NMDAR, mAchR, mGluR1/59] H|2]&Z <l SYR &

(A) 7]238= A F7F 5<F AP5S, atropine, MPEP, CPCCOEt”} aCSFell
EotEo] glom, o] ZF@stolA SYR 100 uM<S A8ttt Trace:
B)ell et (C) fEPSPe] W3S 7]Egkol tivste] Akt A
o]t} n=5 slices; *p < 0.05; Feo, 12 = 7.251; one-way ANOVA with a
post hoc Tukey’'s HSD test.
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5 SYR9 Ay Ax JA¢ ERK pathwayd #A

SYRel &gt A2 755 ¥ o] NMDAR, mAChR, mGluR1/5 €7d 3}
o ¥EoE EWEE ERK Asdgd= gA45E swsteAE &4
st7] 98l ERK @& o] QlAksE F43 A tHSong et al, 2017, Volk
et al, 2007). ol & f&f afn} Eegtol2o] SYRE % %=(100, 300, 500 u
MZ Aggr & dA ERK @@z Q14kstEl ERK @9 o] k& v

w3t tHFig. 5A, B). = A3 mAChR 24| carbachol (CCH), Group
I mGluRs #}-&4 DHPG, NMDA &4 284 NMDAE A &ls3<
uj o}= T2 A, SYRe] ERK &4 &tol] olF J&FS F4 ZaS st
Aot (Fe 4 = 1.29, p > 0.05, one-way ANOVA with a Bonferroni
post hoc test; Fig. 5B). ©o]& B3 SYRe] Al HAEE Adsl= &
4ol ERK &A4stele e 422 dojus As o + At

off
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A

p-ERK L e — — D — — 45Kda

R e oS T T T e e 0

Con SYR SYR SYR CCh DHPG NMDA
100 300 500 100 50 30 (uM)

400 *
n.s.

300 — ke

200 h '
n.s.

100 —

p-ERK / ERK ratio (% of control)

1 T~ T
Con ' SYR ' SYR ' SYR' cch 'DHPG'NMDA

100 300 500 100 50 30 (uM)
Fig 5. SYRel <] & ERK pathway 43 o <l
(A) p~ERK (phospho ERK)¢} ERK (total ERK)2] Western blots
Aifolty, ol& A 2 B YEFSTE n=7, n.s., not
significant (p > 0.05); *p < 0.05; *xp < 0.01; *+xp < 0.001; Fe, 42
= 1.29; one-way ANOVA with a Bonferroni post hoc test
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6) AMPA F=8&Ao] 3 SYRS 9F3

d FEA B EAQ drE SEA A
AdstAch o2 74> SYRel AMPA < A5
th o] & #2lsl7] 98] HEK293T Al Zo AMPA ‘F%‘
F2guoER AEZ $xde] SYRY <ldFo] ¢

2 A

-

SYRo] NMDA &4, tirkd S FErlolE F8A|, A ofAld =
f

& A

)
mlm
i
o 1
oy
f >
=
MU

B

sint CA1l AAA X = GluAl/2 W GluA2/37F F2 HdE7] &

(Wenthold et al.,, 1996), HEK293T A%< GluAl¥} GluA2E 7 o3
AZIAY GluA2¢9 GluA3S 37 ZAAZ o AMPA 849 234
(desensitization)= 97| ¢34 cyclothiazide (CTZ, 100 uM)7} Jd= A
oA Astaon, dF =& A =FElEN0 M= A 2lst
A H(Fig. 6A,C). ol fF=¥ HAFT SYRe| 93] Fd&Fs wx] ko
M AMPA F&A oAAIl NBQXel ©3 <Hd3]  glol A tHFig.
6A-D). °o]24 SYRe] AMPA F&Ao] A3 #A&a#] &= & F

)\)\ S T;]_
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B 150 —

GluA1/2 | C1Z | ns.
| Glutamate | g
50 g 10071
2 7] 3
~ .50 N
g 0 S 50+
2 100 <
=1 =]
O 150 o
-200 [ I [ 1 0 T
0 100 200 300 400 Con
Time (s)
GluA2/3 | c1Z | ns.
| Glutamate | f:g 150 4
50 SYR N I
< 0+ 3 100
o
< 50 <
S 100 S 50
3 -150 1 2
-200 = T T T | 0
0 100 200 300 400 Con

Time (s)

Fig 6. SYRA ] A ¥3tA &L AMPA #8418 53 AF
(A) CTZ (100 uM)&= ZFEHolE (10 pM)S A2lst7] 1% %
SHFa, 1 5 SYR (60 )& Attt =FEvolEd o]
e AFE NBQXE AdsE Aok (B) GluAl/2E &3 A/ HAds
YEbAATE n=4 cells. t = 212, p > 0.05 by Student’s t
HEK293T Aol GluA2/35 23Xz ¥, SFHUJER 23 dF
= YEY trace® CTZ$} glutamate, SYR= (A)9} L3 w20z A
Z = At (D) GluA2/3E &3 d7Fe Fds HEFHATE n=5 cells. t
= 061, p > 0.05 by Student’s t-test.
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7) AMPA 8A 9 &332 SYRo| PlA &= 9%

SYRe] AMPA &9 &7+zs dozivyd CTzZ7F A= Adsky
o] &= SYRY ¢S & 4 ¢t} SYRe] AMPA $&4¢9 g7zt
Z8st=x gelslry] 98l APSeE dAaREAC] g A oA

ZaAzl

whole-cell |A| W= WHE AE3tAT. SYRe] fEPSPE
A ol -70 mVelAx SAH TEA4 AW $ HF(excitatory
postsynaptic currents, EPSCs)%= SYRel 98] 743t (Fig. 7A). L
v AMPA 845 &3 EPSCs (AMPAR-EPSCs)¢] 7t2](decay) Al
S SYRo g WA ektth (Fig. 7D). o] 24 SYRo] AMPA &

Al el H83kx e HelHy
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A

140 SYR — 140

I
120 ~ 120

100—|5§Eé§§§§§%£%$}§E§§§}}—100

EPSC amplitude (% of baseline)

(auleseq Jo 9,) Jueisuod awip Aedag

80 1 % % ~ 80
60 §§§§§E§§—60
40 ~ 40
O EPSC amplitude 2
® Decay time constant
204, T T T — 20
0 5 10 15 20
B Time (min)
50 pA 50 pA
50 ms 50 ms
C 250 D —_
*k%k n
= - E
< 200 = 15+
~ T ©
8 z !
2 150 S 10-
()
§ 100 £
o 50 8
0
0 |
Con ISY—R| Con ~ SYR

Fig 7. AMPA +&A1¢ 2743 A= SYRY &%

(A) =70 mVellA SYReo] EPSCs® %*(open circle)s =°]
= WA EPSCs® #H4] A7t (closed circle)oll= 9ddS 4
gkt (B) SYR A2l dAFol =48 EPSC(E)e Ao W=
o7 A4tst o] YelW EPSC($)9] traceolt}. (C) SYRS

Al

EPSC9 ZZ& ZolH (t = 662, p < 0.001) EPSC 74
o= a7 1St = 056, p > 0.05).0] st A 1z
o]t} n=9 cells, Student’s t-test.
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2. SYR®] A9z A A &7

1) SYROl &% SC-CAl Alf29 Al dx A 75 ¥

SYRe] &&4 A~ A 75l 9&8s T4 dotry] $3) -2
2~ (paired—pulse) A=< FWHA fEPSPE =43l tHFig. 8A-D). I~
Abo] ZFALS 100 ms® dF¥ T SYRS 30 pM 3 100 pM = A &8}
S ou, R HASY F WA fEPSPsY 71&7|7F &9, - HE
(paired—pusle ratio, PPR)> Z7lst= o] &Qlx it E3 SYRS A
AWAS w HAA Ao oz Holsgkth(Fig. 8A, B). o] A& &3
SYRo] AW He #g3te] AAHAGEDY] BHE Adlsts o=

O = 5 2=
T+ & AU

H2 Abo] 7HAo] 100 ms ¢ w, SYRESZ <13 PPRo] S7lete A&
2 , B2 A5 144 S vl st Ad@s Rttt WA, SYR
S 1A Fot A YetdS uf fEPSP7F 4% AEE A4
glstAthH(Fig. 9A). ©ol & vt& o= SYR A A& 1
=

23] SYRel #8% 4 =5 FArh SYRES A3

[e]
= = —L
ol alx] &gtk (Fig. 9B, C). o]|= £3] SYRo] AlWA A *

[e)
T
doll wrolehs g es] e = AU
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A . 2 B
v
v o

“F;j\‘h —— -
J

3

0.5mv
SYR 100 uM 2oms
160 160 —u
J SYR 30 uM ]
—
» 120 o 120
; Q
ST - R 3 1
2
I 80| 1 ” 8 80
k] k]
= B
404 @ 1stfEPSP slope 404 s ® 1St{EPSP slope
A 2nd fEPSP slope A 2nd fEPSP slope
o O Paired-pulse ratio o 2 O Paired-pulse ratio
i T T T i T T T
0 20 40 60 0 20 40 60
C Time (min) D Time (min)
1.5 2.0+ * 1.0 3.0 *
;
0 = SYR30uM e % m SYR 100 uM %) o
€ a 2 15 g 08 - 225
= - A = o
z 104 2 z = 2.0
5 o £ o064 2
*k - *kk =
g | g, 5 "]
o o 04 @
2 054 E] 2 2 1.0
7 205 17 ]
b - e -
© o
o
0.0 0.0 -{— - 0 [ 0.0 -{— .
1st fEPSP ~ 2nd fEPSP Con SYR 1st fEPSP ~ 2nd fEPSP Con SYR

Fig 8. SC-CA1 A|Y§ 94 SYRo| 23 paired-pulse ratio ¥ 3}
(A, B) SYRS 30 uM (A), 100 uM (B) A g slH S w fEPSPe} -3

2> W& (open circle)®] Wato|t}. ol & Zpz} A &Fste] wlulste] w30
M (C), 100 pM (D) =5 A HA, 5 WA fEPSPE AR oew, &

T 9tk (C) SYR 30 yM < 3 WA
fEPSP slope¢} (t = 11.0, p < 0.01) + WA {EPSP slope (t = 10.6, p
< 00D)E #ZAAFHSH PPRsve= S7HAI A Th(t 258, p < 0.05). n=4
slices, Student’s t-test. (D) SYR 100 pM2 = A fEPSP slope®} (t
= 12.1, p < 0.001) ¥ WA fEPSP slope (t = 75, p < 0.01)E ZFAAA
o PPRsx= S7FAATH(t = 3.03, p < 0.05). n=5 slices, Student’s
t-test.

B gl FhAREE U

_ 31 - -'«'i-:"'_':é



SYR 100 uM

. 120~
© 1,2
£
2 100 e 2
8
S 80|
=
- 0.2mvV
2 60
K]
B TEE
o | el
o 40 10 ms
i 2
20
T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80
Time (min)
Con
3.0
2
\t\l 25_*** *kk
:% *kk
= 20 (]
SYR 3 0 5
- g_ o} o} *%k
T 1.5+ ¢
s O Con ©
0.5mVv & e SYR ] o
1'O_I T T T T 11T T T T T T 11T
20 ms 2 3456 ) 2 3 456 !

Inter-pulse interval (ms)

Fig 9. -2 2 73] m &, SYRY &%

(A) SYRE 1AI%F &<t Agetr] A3t $9 fEPSPe Wsto|th. tisi
tracet= 2] YERNSTE (B) 1HI} 2 Al A H Alo] 1A S
20 ms, 50 ms, 100 ms, 200 ms, 500 ms, 1000 ms = 3}o] A3k
fEPSP®] ™3 traceelth. (C)elA = s Bl t = 125 (20
ms), t = 567 (50 ms), t = 511 (100 ms), t = 3.63 (200 ms), *x*p <
0.001, =xp < 0.01, n=14 slices, Student’s t-test.
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2) SYRO| 2]3%t readily releasable pool &4

ARG EZHo] WEE = 22 readily releasable pool (RRP)2] W3}z

HdE 4 dtH(Debanne et al., 1996; Zucker and Regehr, 2002).
Hag wpof] otH Ado] FH|HE gE-2 RRP A7 93
4= 4 dth(Dobrunz, 2002; Dobrunz and Stevens, 1997; Murthy et
al, 2001). ool SYRe] RRP ZL7|d] @dde Zix solahax 59
19 Ao ostH SC-CAl A WzolA 20 Hzol =% 60‘?4_ o] %
FA= W RRPx= azZ®u. o5 Farste] 20 Hz o #A=& 42 &<
Fo]4 RRP 125 #=383th o5 &85kl RRPY aﬂg_— B39
tH(Stevens and Williams, 2007; Wesseling and Lo, 2002). = A3}
AP59} AR EA0] e A A SYRES AMPAR-EPSCsE 74A
Zoh(Fig. 10A, B). EPSC %S 43¢k a8z e mpxat 2071 o]
T1HE ]85t yz‘?ﬂr-‘ﬂ WS HastA S wf, SYRe| ¢& RRPe =
717F Zetflas #Astdth(Fig. 10E-F). °ol& §3Fo] SYRo] AW~
@E% WalstE o] RRPO A7]¢F H] g At d e A
o

N

=

g, CAl AAAEZe] mEPSCsE F43%E& ®, SYRES mEPSC
id= T4 &aol &1l }\E]‘(Flg. 11A-C). °]& &3l
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EPSC amplitude (pA)
)
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1
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2
) | I | : T 0
0 5 10 15 50 _
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O
7]
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w
el
@
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S
z
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1s
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20 10_
*%
&c\ ® SYR 8
g - T
2 —
= -
g 10- f
; i :
: IIIIIIII -
F ] m||||||| |||||I
=
=} :
(@]
0-¢ 0
T ] | | 7
20 40 60 ab _ _

Stimulus number
Fig 10. SYRel 2§ RRP size #&
(A) SYR #&8}7] A3} Fo] EPSCs R Z¢] w3slolt}, 3l %2 20 Hz
A5s & MRS FASEAT =3 sd A3 e EPSCse 1% ¢] Wt
= 222 YeUAL(EF 50 ms, 50 pA) (B) SYRS A3 5o
EPSCs7} #eluatA #assdd. t = 484, p < 0.01, n=6 cells,
Student’s t-test. (C) W1 %2 2=(20 Hz train; 20 Hz for 4 s)= +
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& W =49 EPSCse ik traceolt}. (D) 20 Hzz 80w #3814
S W, SYRS Ast7] A3 Fo EPSCsE 42 31 WA EPSC ¢
Zo g FFshg agzelt. (BE) A= &S FAAAA Lz
EAIGE & mpA R 2070 Ao AR yHo] wueE HS ZAEHA

(F) RRP =717} SYR A& Al & a8 stk t = 484, p <
0.01, n=6 cells, Student’s t—test.
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Con
20 pA
SYR 10's
35— 04—
n.s. n.s.
< N
e T 50_3_
o 25 >
o O
S c
2 20 3 ] T
502-
§ 154 £
2 3
10
0 0 017
E 5- =
0 0.0
' con | SYR ' con ' SYR

Fig 11. SYR A2 A ¢33 mEPSCs

(A) SYR AHglst7] A3 Fo ZH-¥ mEPSCs? traceo] .

(B,C) mEPSCe] #=(t = 0.87, p > 0.05; B)¥} W%(t = 0.80, p > 0.05;
C) 5 W3A ¥3kt} n=13 cells, Student’s t-test.
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3. Gi/o @¥d A% F3&AE ¥ SYRY &%

oJA7A S APATE SYRol FEA AWs AE
W2 A 7o) W
9

of ofstdd Al

2
©
o
o
A
=)
Ao
)
I
k
>

T
]
4> o
X0
id
re
-4 >
(it
=

2 A

5 F8A49 M99 += G protein coupled receptorel™, I % G i/o
protein¥} w7l FHo Q= FEAEo] Wk o] SYRe| G i/o protein

& s g AEE ZoluA BAARTA 39

1) Gi/o @9 A3} A= F8A2 &4 A3 A SYRY &3

g AW A7 Gio S AN AdR FEA eI E
A glstr] fske], A7 A9 A F=8A7E Gilo
| gsle AS WElshe °oFE <l N-ethylmaleimide (NEM, 200
uM)= slimk kol 2o wlg] Aedte] Gijo G AR dF FEA S #

45 At McCool et al, 1998). = A3} SYRS AlHx AE=E e
st @Aol AleA = AL EHdsAth(Fig. 12A). 33, GABA B &

At mGluR 2,35 Gi/o @A 3} Fuks]o] A3t Al Alf 7wk
A AAFAGEA] BuE dAsE Ao2 dHA dvk(Atwood et al,
2014; Betke et al., 2012). ©]°] SYR©¢] o]E F&AZ F3lo] AW A
=5 walstisx dolr izl stk mGluR 2,3 AdAIQl 1Y341495
(100 uM)$F GABA B =84 AsAlel CGP55845 (2 uM)7} & AFE
ANA fEPSPE ZA3t33, SYRS As|&xrt ofds] @ Advh(Fig
12B,C). °]|24 SYR< NEMe| 43S v Gi/o 9@ d 3 Agstes &
|AE T3l AWE AE=E AdeAT GABA B &A1Y mGluR 2,3

3 o _17
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. L N
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£ *kk
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©
S 1004 ns
o
&
g * ;
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o
@
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Fig 12. NEM, LY341495, CGP55845 & A] SYR¢ Z& o8 3
ol

(A-C) Z+7+¢] oF& @ SYR Aol 9% fEPSP W3S Uehfgit
7zt A 9] traces= Y XE LEZF HAISFATE (==, 50 ms, 50 pA).

(A) NEM< A Agstsls W SYRel o3k A= oA 237 AbgkA
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. BbE LY341495 (B) ¥ CGP55845 (C) A& Al SYRel <3k &abrh
A3l vebske (D) 72 oF&E AR& Al SYRe 9% fEPSP 7]&7] 74
A5 Uehd agizolty. 2 Ad@oA AFEE Efo] 29 g
243 ool

e o @ o

AT, Fo 149 = 25572, #=++p < 0.001, by one-way
ANOVA with a Bonferroni post hoc test.
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3) vt AFMEANA SYRE U@ Z

SEIES S

il

v

N

B

jant
e
—
file)
or
)

3

X

A

N

)

EEEREE!

ol 4 Gi/o ©&

-
X
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2) w429 Open field 5= PTZl <& 3 PFol SYRo|
LERE £

SYRel o]t &4 AW A E37F 559 dsols ojwd g3
S FEA #FAdstazt Atk Vehicle (DMSO)¥ SYRES vh¢-2~ 57
o =< (Intraperitoneal injection)dt ¥ 30+ % open field testE A3}

ATHEFig. 17A). A =42 Aget AtdE = g2 78 SAHS &
3 oo BErs BAMEAS w A¥T (SYR)T tET (DMSO)
Zholl zko]l 7} 1A tH(Fig. 17CD). Open field test A3 % 7+ F4k oF

9] Pentylenetetrazole (PTZ, 50 mg/kg)S 27 W ¢ %, @@Eﬁr
dzwe] 4 dAE st w4 A SYRe= PTZE F2d 1+
AE AAsHA = XA th(Fig. 17B).
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A3 E T 4% g2l SYRo| A AlWadE 4¢SS FX4
g, Al § AMPA F8&A¢ &k FowA S48 AlWs A
TE ZAAANAS & JdAT SYRE &= AWa A ddde A 25
et o] E #H|E Aslsta, o]zl RRP ZA7|E Folv #AHS &3
Eiute= A9 Fskanh oy g AW d A= JAaRsNoR
SE EA A7H 2A4s Adsid ol ARES HR e ® SYR
of EFEHHoEAR A2 A AAHRAF S Fsto] SR A8 AW
2 ALl #¥8ES 24T F AdS s

1) SYRd 9 & &£ Al Y A 714

dlul SC-CAl Alfz=olA AAAGEELe] #HE Ygs 242454
of o] =d"E £ d=d, 1 dE GABA, adenosine, ATP, glutamte,

olA ' =Y So] 9tH(Ayala et al, 2008; Fernandez de Sevilla et al,
2002; Gereau and Conn, 1995; Lupica et al., 1992; Mendoza-Fernandez
et al., 2000; Vigot et al., 2006; Wu and Saggau, 1994a, 1995; Zhang et
al,, 2003). = = Al A GABA B T8 A(GABAg Rs), oFdl=21 Al
T84 (AlRs), P2Y &, Group II¢} 1II thAY S FEIHOE &
Al (mGluR2,3 ¢ mGluR4,6,7,8), F2=7Fd4 ofMEEZd &4 (M2,
M4)= E5 Gi/o @ A3t At} o] &A1 5] &35

Ao EHIZE gAl =], o] Bl Zgoleo] wolst= AmTE 9l
, Agol2 #ANE BE7E Atk(Betke et al, 2012). Gi/o T A o
A "ol x U2 By AW A (subunits)E= AH A o2 NeFY 3 P/Q EFY
Zgade &t A JlEAd ZEAd(Voltage-gated  calcium

channel, VGCC)& < Agtt}. A SC-CA1 AWzl AlHs d S5

4
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S
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EHolE EHl= F2 N, P/Q B ZaAidd osiA mi/iatH(Wu
and Saggau, 1994b). &€ G EHHE-By A9 A =
N-ethylmaleimide) il z
A ko A Al A

r l

Z,
0
=

FFS W=
dd=4d9 #HE Qixﬂé}
NA-By 2d9A= G S do] oefr dAsty= HF ZF A2(G
protein—activated inwardly rectifying K+ channel, GIRK)S &4 3}4]7]
L, ARAES] HE=s TR 28y SC-CAL AlW49 Gi/o @
ol miZst= AW A AAAEER Foj9 IAl= GIRK Ade &
shobi= 7o) glth(Luscher et al, 1997). SYRo] AWz 7 o] A
|2 dgFell diair & 4 glARE SYRS AHHstdS = 3wt
A EZoA Gi/o @A Afsle= &A1 & o3 a¥ =
=

1_,

> ogn o
oy on 2 o
|=!

mGluRs®} mAChRs(M1, M3)¥} #Zo] Gq @ dy} A3ts|
E% SC-CAl A¥zoA A2 A A4S &

gto] o] SYRe A st W ERK7F €43}

g FE&AES SYRE Qg AW~ d o
)

2) Gi/o @94 A% FE&AE T AFAALEH £ =4

71E AT Aol Yot FFAAANA AABHAEEHe FHE JA
3l Gio ©@9d A3 847 w9 2 (Atwood et al, 2014). ol &
Ao dA k= afute] oz V Al zol= FeFe T4 FoWA &
A Az dEgs FE Zo® HuFrh somatostatin (Tallent
and Siggins, 1997), a2- O}Ci’ﬂ d Z8-A|(Shirey et al, 2008), M4
mAchRs®] & =Z2H Y 284 (Shirey et al., 2008), group I mGluRs

Mz oy
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2+8-A L-AP4 (Gereau and Conn, 1995), o}dl*:=4I(Thompson et al,
1992)& 34 AW AErks Qo ol AT A= kol AA S
=453 SYRo] 22 7|dog #Age=Ad s & F glArh @A
Gi/o protein coupled receptorE &3+, Group I mGluR¥} GABA B
FE&A #HHo] gles Gtk webA ol g FrEA Q] A7t
da% Zow AzEH,

m HU

i

3) A FA A7 247 FFol WA= SYRY 9F

2 AFA SYRe] FAREANCR fFrd HEdAd Wy &4
ol -

QAT 7HAA AVH B FEA AW A

s ¢
W A7t #8S ol F4 £ o yehve Aow A i o
o

g B Y AR BEsA EEEHEE oL
Gonzéalez-Ramirez et al., 2015). o]o] A& Q= Hd JA =
GABA A4 AWl A=E S84 bgAe=m A 7HHd vE

Aot BHEALL Aol FTEMOIEY AWs ARE W
&

ogae dth(Landmark, 2007). ol¢F &4 EE8A AP~ =S

2
ok :
frxe & rr dt o &

Sk
o2 oxete Age 1A waol} B AYY 4L ART 5
i geld drh oEdom  HAodA o2z dy o]

Levetiracetam (LEV)2 AlY2~ A2d ©@alzad 2A (SV2A, synaptic
vesicle protein 2A)°] AH Aoz ZLdlo] AlWA H woke] FFERY
o] Hu|E w=tHLynch et al, 2004). 3+A % SV2A+= GABA 799l
, vk CAlol A LEV: S FEvo]E9 GABA #H] Z5
5 = Aol H ¥ vk (Meehan et al, 2012). 12]al LEVE A&
3o WEAES Ed Al #-&etr] wjiel, LEVSY #-8o] e
w717k A] IPSCs+ 30+, EPSCs+= 3A17Fe] Al 7ke] F g sttt HbH, SYR
o

5 ¢rol T AWE HEE AR
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F 1Atk =3 open field test®} fear conditioning testol A]
SYRol -‘ﬂf{} qso wssE dFAT F gl oo tigh Yo
= %8 (blood-brain barrier) FZ =& A7ts] & 5 9l
Ao 2 400 Dalton ©]3FQl =8/ (lipid soluble) &A= &ol-1 7

Z+ E3Ehy, ole] B F£45AE 53 o] F(carrier—mediated

1154

transport) == F8AE T3 o] 5 (receptor-mediated transport)e] &
7bsd A dd-y AEEs FaskA] Zeke o= duA

(Hassan Pajouhesh and George R. Lenz., 2005). SYR®] #x}=2 418

g/molol™, Bl et &= e Ao dejx vk wepA & o
el ARERE 10 mg/Kgfﬂ Tt e wWsks dFEs)ed g
FEREAA s F7HEQD Ele] Fasith SYRe] ¥-d# g
= F¥e=A & e fled &5 ugTE 4 (modification) = 53
HPAFEE S7HAZE F 9len, ol $8 SYRel vhdet A7sA A
o] ABAR 2§ Ve Aom AzEy
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ABSTRACT

Many neuromodulating drugs acting on the nervous system originate
from botanical sources. These plant-derived substances modulate the
activity of receptors, ion channels, or transporters in neurons. Their
properties make the substances useful for medicine and research. In
this study, I found that the plant lignan (+)-syringaresinol (SYR)
suppresses  excitatory  synaptic  transmission  via  presynaptic
modulation. Bath application of SYR rapidly reduced the slopes of the
field excitatory postsynaptic potentials (fEPSPs) at the hippocampal
Schaffer collateral (SC)-CAl synapse in a dose-dependent manner.
SYR preferentially affected excitatory synapses, while inhibitory
synaptic transmission remained unchanged. SYR had no effect on the
conductance or the desensitization of AMPARs but increased the
paired-pulse ratios of synaptic responses at short (20-200 ms)
inter-stimulus intervals. These presynaptic changes were accompanied
by a reduction of the readily releasable pool size. Pretreatment of
hippocampal slices with the Gi/o protein inhibitor N-ethylmaleimide
(NEM) abolished the effect of SYR on excitatory synaptic
transmission, while the application of SYR significantly decreased
Ca2+ currents and hyperpolarized the resting membrane potentials of
hippocampal neurons. In addition, SYR suppressed picrotoxin—induced
epileptiform activity in hippocampal slices. Overall, this study
identifies SYR as a new neuromodulating agent and suggests that
SYR suppresses excitatory synaptic transmission by modulating

presynaptic transmitter release.

These data were published in Neuropharmacology(Cho et al,. 2018)
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