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Cell-type specific changes in PKC-delta neurons of the central
amygdala during alcohol withdrawal
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The central amygdala (CeA) contains a diverse population of cells, including multiple subtypes of GABAergic neurons, along with
glia and epithelial cells. Specific CeA cell types have been shown to affect alcohol consumption in animal models of dependence
and may be involved in negative affect during alcohol withdrawal. We used single-nuclei RNA sequencing to determine cell-type
specificity of differential gene expression in the CeA induced by alcohol withdrawal. Cells within the CeA were classified using
unbiased clustering analyses and identified based on the expression of known marker genes. Differential gene expression analysis
was performed on each identified CeA cell-type. It revealed differential gene expression in astrocytes and GABAergic neurons
associated with alcohol withdrawal. GABAergic neurons were further subclassified into 13 clusters of cells. Analyzing transcriptomic
responses in these subclusters revealed that alcohol exposure induced multiple differentially expressed genes in one subtype of
CeA GABAergic neurons, the protein kinase C delta (PKCδ) expressing neurons. These results suggest that PKCδ neurons in the CeA
may be uniquely sensitive to the effects of alcohol exposure and identify a novel population of cells in CeA associated with alcohol
withdrawal.
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INTRODUCTION
The central amygdala (CeA) is a primarily GABAergic nucleus that
contains multiple subtypes of inhibitory neurons [1, 2]. These
GABAergic subtypes have been classified by the expression of
unique marker genes, such as the peptide neurotransmitters that
they release, or the various receptors and kinases that they
express [1, 3, 4]. Within the CeA, these neurons form complex
reciprocating microcircuits that control emotional behaviors,
including stress responses, food seeking, and the consumption
of addictive drugs [5–7]. CeA GABAergic subtypes can have
opposing effects on these behaviors [5, 8–10], which necessitates
studying the region at a cellular level.
The CeA is also a crucial mediator of pathological alcohol

consumption, dependence, and withdrawal [1, 11–13]. Multiple
subtypes of CeA neurons modulate alcohol drinking, including
corticotropin-releasing factor (CRF, Crh) neurons [14], neurotensin
(NTS, Nts) neurons [15], neurons that release dynorphin [16], and
recently, neurons that express protein kinase C-δ (PKCδ) [17].
Some of these cells are specifically involved in alcohol depen-
dence and withdrawal. CRF neuron activity only promotes alcohol
consumption in alcohol-dependent animals, and also promotes
somatic signs of withdrawal [14, 18]. PKCδ neurons drive alcohol
consumption despite the presence of a paired electric shock, and
such behavior correlates with escalated drinking and alcohol
dependence [17], and stress induced alcohol seeking [1].
Additionally, alcohol can have cell-type specific effects on neurons
of the central amygdala. For example, CeA-CRF neurons and PKCδ

neurons have increased cFos activity during alcohol withdrawal
[14, 17, 19].
Bulk transcriptomics studies have demonstrated that alcohol

exposure can alter gene expression in the CeA [20–24], and it is
hypothesized that these changes underlie escalated alcohol
consumption in dependent animals. These studies have impli-
cated several novel biological pathways and molecular mechan-
isms that may serve as targets for treatment or future research. For
example, alcohol alters the expression of genes that are associated
with CRF signaling, cell activation, and synaptic transmission
[20, 22]. While these bulk transcriptome studies have been critical
in identifying molecular targets of alcohol action, they lack the
cell-type specific context required to better understand circuit-
level molecular mechanisms. In addition, non-neuronal cells
contribute to features of alcohol dependence. For example,
microglia are required for escalation of drinking that is associated
with alcohol dependence, and eliminating them perturbs
GABAergic and glutamatergic gene expression in the CeA [23].
Bulk sequencing experiments have identified affected cells based
on deconvolution and enrichment analyses [20]. However, direct,
cell-type specific characterization of the CeA has not been
reported. One study has examined single-cell transcriptional
changes in rat CeA during morphine withdrawal, but used qPCR,
not mRNA sequencing, and did not attempt to determine the
composition of the CeA [25]. Clearly it is important to understand
the cell-type specific consequences of alcohol dependence and
withdrawal. Understanding alcohol’s effects on individual cell
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types is necessary for understanding how neural circuits in the
CeA contribute to dependence.
In order to determine transcriptomic changes due to alcohol

dependence, we compared cell-type specific transcriptomes from
naive and alcohol-dependent rats during acute alcohol with-
drawal. We utilized single-nuclei RNA sequencing (snRNA-seq), a
technique that allowed us to obtain single-cell transcriptomes
from frozen micropunches of rat CeA. We then used fluorescent
in situ hybridization with RNAscope to confirm the identity and
cell specificity of specific transcripts based on unique marker
genes. Our findings identify a specific subpopulation of GABAergic
neurons that are especially sensitive to withdrawal from alcohol
dependence.

RESULTS
Vapor exposure induces signs of alcohol withdrawal
Animals were treated with alcohol vapor for 4 weeks, as described
in the methods. Vapor-exposed animals attained high blood
ethanol concentrations during each of the weekly vapor sessions
with blood alcohol concentrations of 266 ± 16mg/dL during week
4 of vapor exposure. Alcohol withdrawal scores were determined
after 9–10 h of withdrawal, immediately prior to euthanasia and
brain extraction. Vapor-exposed animals displayed increased
behavioral signs of withdrawal relative to control animals (With-
drawal scores: Vapor mean= 5.25 ± 0.75, median= 6; n= 4, Air
mean= 0.66 ± 0.33, median= 1, n= 3; p value= 0.0286 by one-
tailed Mann–Whitney test).

Major cell types in the CeA
To determine the cellular identity, Louvain clustering and UMAP
dimensional reduction analysis were performed based on the
2000 most variant genes across all CeA cell nuclei in the dataset.
Clustering analysis (Louvain resolution= 0.1) of 58,640 nuclei
identified 18 distinct clusters of transcriptomically similar nuclei
(Fig. 1A). We performed marker gene analysis to determine the
cell-specific identity of each cluster. Marker genes were selected
based on previous studies of cell-type specific gene expression
[26–29], and were not necessarily the primary marker of a given
population (Fig. 1C). Marker gene analysis revealed that the
detected clusters corresponded to major cell types in the brain
(Fig. 1D). It should be noted that some of the marker genes used
in prior studies were not necessarily specific for cell types in the
CeA. Notably, transcripts for the calcium/calmodulin-dependent
protein kinase II subunit alpha gene (Camk2a) are specific for
excitatory cells in cerebral cortex [27], yet we found that Camk2a
was also expressed GABAergic neurons in the CeA, so we
identified excitatory neurons with other markers. Ultimately, we
utilized 23 genes to identify each cluster (see Methods, Fig. 1C). As
expected, the pan-neuronal markers Rbfox3 (NeuN) showed high
expression in both the inhibitory and excitatory neuron clusters
(Fig. 1C).
Clusters of cells identified by Louvain clustering analysis

corresponded to the major cell types of the brain including
inhibitory neurons, excitatory neurons, oligodendrocytes, astro-
cytes, and microglia (Fig. 1). Multiple large clusters were identified
as glial cells. Oligodendrocytes formed the largest single cluster of
cells (13,531 cells, 23%) and were identified by high expression of
the myelin-associated genes Mbp, Mobp, and Plp1 (Fig. 1C).
Although Mbp and Plp1 are expressed in multiple cell types, two
clusters (0 and 17) had substantially higher expression of all three
markers. Astrocytic markers (Ndrg2, Slc1a2, Slc4a4) were highly
enriched in two clusters of cells (2 and 16). A cluster of microglia
expressing Csfr1, Apbb1lp, and Py2r2 was detected. Oligodendro-
cyte precursor cells (OPCs), immature oligodendrocytes, and
epithelial cells formed smaller clusters (Fig. 1C). One cluster of
putative cells (Cluster 4) was not identifiable and had very low
numbers of detected genes and unique molecular identifiers

(UMIs), indicating damaged cells (4784 cells, 8.2%). Small clusters
of endothelial cells, ependymal cells, immature oligodendrocytes,
and nonspecific glia were also identified.
GABAergic neurons were identified based on the expression of

Gad1 and Gad2 and interestingly formed eight clusters (clusters 1,
3, 6, 7, 10, 11, 12 and 14; Fig. 1A). These neurons were the most
common cell-type detected comprising 23,579 out of 58,640 cells
(40.2%), which is consistent with the known anatomy of the CeA
[1, 30]. A cluster of excitatory neurons (4485 cells, 7.6%) were also
detected based on the markers Neurod6, Slc17a7 and Satb1
(Fig. 1A, C). Because the CeA is largely composed of GABAergic
cells, it is likely that these neurons are incidental cells from the
neighboring basolateral amygdala (BLA) (Fig. 1A, C, D) [31].

Differential gene expression in CeA astrocytes and neurons
during alcohol withdrawal
Differential gene expression analysis was used to determine cell-
type specific changes in the transcriptome during alcohol
withdrawal. We used a “pseudobulking” approach [27, 32, 33]
for a conservative estimate of differentially expressed genes
(DEGs). Counts from each animal were pooled, to create a
‘pseudobulk’ sample that could be analyzed with traditional bulk
RNA tools. For our initial analysis, we collapsed the clusters based
on major cell-type (shown in Fig. 1D). Differential expression
analysis of the pseudobulked counts revealed transcriptional
responses (adjusted p value < 0.05, log2 fold change > ±0.25) to
alcohol withdrawal in 3 types of CeA cells (Fig. 2A, B): GABAergic
neurons (15 genes; 11 upregulated, 4 downregulated) (Fig. 2A),
astrocytes (22 genes; 20 upregulated, 2 downregulated) (Fig. 2B),
and excitatory neurons (4 upregulated genes). Volcano plots are
shown in Fig. 2 to illustrate the direction and magnitude of the
expression changes.
We used gene ontology and pathway analysis to identify

biological processes and pathways that were perturbed in these
cells during alcohol withdrawal. To facilitate pathway analysis we
used a larger set of differentially expressed transcripts than we
previously identified (adjusted p value < 0.25, log2 fold change >
0.25, 48 genes for GABAergic neurons, 38 genes for astrocytes, 9
genes for excitatory neurons). NCAS Bioplanet pathway analysis
identified 9 signaling pathways that were overrepresented among
the GABAergic neuron DEGs, but none in the excitatory neurons or
astrocytes. Most of these pathways were associated with neuronal
signaling mechanisms. Five modules were associated with nerve
growth factor signaling, which indicated that nerve growth factor
(NGF), fibroblast growth factor (FGF), and epithelial growth factor
(EGF) signaling may be altered in GABAergic neurons during
alcohol withdrawal. Modules representing other signaling path-
ways included GPCR signaling, adrenergic signaling, and the
activation of NMDA receptors.

IDENTIFICATION OF GABAERGIC SUBTYPES WITHIN THE CEA
As outlined above, we identified a large population of GABAergic
neurons, containing multiple distinct clusters of cells. We
subclustered these neurons to identify subtype specific transcrip-
tomic changes in GABAergic neurons that were associated with
alcohol withdrawal. Louvain clustering identified 13 distinct
subclusters of CeA GABAergic neurons enriched with gene
markers for dopamine receptors D1 and D2 (Drd1, Drd2), PKCδ
(Prkcd), and corticotropin-releasing factor, among others (Fig. 3A).
By examining DEGs between these clusters, we were able to
validate that this clustering had effectively identified distinct
populations of putative GABAergic neurons (Fig. 3B). Figure 3C
shows the specific genes used to identify each of the subclusters.
These known marker genes were distinctly expressed in specific
clusters in the data. For example, the expression of selected
marker genes (Calcrl, Pdyn, Drd2, Prkcd) was cluster specific on the
resulting UMAP plot (Fig. 3D). Some GABAergic clusters could be
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identified as known subtypes of GABAergic cells, while others did
not clearly match any known CeA subtypes. The latter groups
were identified based on their highly expressed genes (Fig. 3B, C)
[1, 4, 34–38].
The largest cluster of GABAergic neurons (cluster 0) corre-

sponded to DRD2-expressing CeA neurons, expressing the marker
genes Drd2, Calcrl, and Penk. Another cluster (cluster 5) had
distinctly high expression of Drd1, Pdyn, and Tac1, and were
identified as DRD1-expressing neurons of the CeA. Interestingly,
another population (cluster 2) expressed the marker genes Calcrl
and Penk, but had relatively low expression of Drd2, and relatively
high expression of Prkcd and Cartpt. Cells in this cluster were
identified as putative PKCδ-expressing CeA neurons (Fig. 3C, D).
Another cluster (cluster 7) expressed several neuropeptide genes
that are known to be localized to the lateral CeA (CeL) [36, 38].
This cluster had particularly high expression of the neuropeptide
CRF and is a population of cells that is known to drive drinking
during alcohol dependence [14]. This cluster of cells also

expressed the neuropeptides Tac3, Sst, Nts, and Pdyn, which have
been previously detected in CeA-CRF neurons [4, 36].
Gene expression in other clusters did not obviously correspond

to known CeA cell types. For example, two clusters (clusters 4 and
5) expressed elevated levels of Sst and Crhr1, which are known to
colocalize in SST-releasing neurons [1, 39]. SST-releasing cells have
been difficult to classify because the SST protein is expressed
broadly throughout the CeA, and SST cells tend to co-express
other neurotransmitters such as neurotensin, tachykinins, and
sometimes CRF [4, 38]. In the current study, these putative
SST cells did not highly express any known markers of a specific
CeA cell-type but did have high expression of sex hormone
receptors.
We identified six clusters of cells that are not known to

correspond to CeA neurons and may represent incidental
contamination from the adjacent BLA. For example, one cluster
(cluster 13) corresponded to cholinergic neurons (Fig. 3A, C). It
should be noted that these neurons were only identified during
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GABAergic subclustering and were not found in the original
overall clustering described above. A distinct cluster of inter-
calated cells was identified (cluster 1, Fig. 3C). Intercalated cells
form anatomically distinct cell masses adjacent to the CeA and
would likely have been included in our micropunch samples. They
were identified by the expression of Oprm1, Foxp2, Erbb4, and
Tshz1 [35, 37]. A cluster of putative BLA interneurons (cluster 8)
expressing interneuron marker genes, including Vip, Cck, and
Calb2, and were labeled as VIP interneurons. Cluster 6 highly
expressed the serotonin receptor Htr2a, which is expressed in the
CRF cells of the CeA [1], but these cells did not express any other
markers of CeA-CRF neurons. These cells did, however, express the
interneuron markers Kit and Lhx6 [40], and were thus identified as
Htr2a interneurons. Another cluster (cluster 9) was difficult to
classify since no obvious CeA markers were expressed. Adarb2
(Adenosine Deaminase RNA Specific B2) was one of the top
marker genes of this cluster and thus we identified it as the Adarb2
interneuron cluster (Fig. 3C). Adarb2 is expressed in a subportion
of cortical interneurons and so this cluster may be affiliated with
BLA. Additionally, two small clusters were not readily identifiable
(cluster 10 and 11). Clusters 10 and 11 contained high levels of
glial genes, and formed noncontiguous subclusters in the UMAP
plot (Fig. 3A, C), which may indicate that these are GABAergic cells
that are contaminated with high levels of glial RNA. These clusters
were identified as unknown cells.

Cell-type specific differential expression in subpopulations of
GABAergic neurons
To determine gene expression changes that were associated with
alcohol withdrawal, we performed differential gene expression
analysis on each subpopulation of GABAergic neurons to
determine the impact of alcohol withdrawal on genes within the
cell clusters. DEGs (adjusted p value < 0.05, Log2 fold change >
±0.25) were only identified in 3 of the 13 subtypes of GABAergic
neurons (Fig. 4A–C). Interestingly, Prkcd expressing neurons had
the largest number of DEGs (40; 37 upregulated, 3 downregulated)
compared with all other cell types, suggesting that this population
of neurons is particularly sensitive to alcohol withdrawal.
Intercalated cells and Drd1 expressing cells had only 1 significant
DEG each (Fig. 4A, C, respectively). PANTHER gene-ontology
analysis [41] revealed that the DEGs in the PKCδ cluster were
overrepresented (p < 0.05) with glutamatergic signaling genes.
Bioplanet analysis revealed 55 pathways that were overrepre-
sented. Notably, this list included a pathway entitled “theoretical
pathway for addiction”, with 3 genes present (Gria1, Camk4, and
Gria3).

Novel marker genes colocalize with PKCδ in the CeA
Our data suggested that PKCδ cells in the CeA represent a
subpopulation of GABAergic neurons that are particularly sensitive
to alcohol withdrawal. snRNA-seq analysis showed that the
fibroblast growth factor receptor 1 gene (Fgfr1) was abundantly
and specifically expressed in PKCδ neurons. To verify that Fgfr1
mRNA colocalizes with Prkcd mRNA in the CeA, we used
fluorescent in situ hybridization with RNAScope. A subset of cells
in coronal sections of the CeA showed strong Prkcd expression
(Fig. 5A) with 542/1375 observed cells having >2 Prkcd puncta
present. These cells were identified and Prkcd+ cells (Fig. 5A). Fgfr1
mRNA was also abundant in the CeA (Fig. 5B) and showed
substantial overlap with Prkcd (Fig. 5C). On average Prkcd+ cells
expressed over twofold higher more Fgfr1 mRNA than did Prkcd−
cells (Fig. 5D, mean 18.7 ± 0.47 versus 7.8 ± 0.25 puncta, respec-
tively, p= <0.0001). All 542 Prkcd+ cells expressed contained
Fgfr1 puncta. which is consistent with the snRNA-seq analysis.
Additionally, we used immunofluorescence to examine colocaliza-
tion of a second gene product, the protein SOX5 (Sox5) with PKCδ
(Fig. 4C). In the snRNA dataset, Sox5 was the top marker of the
PKCδ cluster when compared to other GABAergic neurons
(expressed in 77.8% of PKCδ cluster neurons, and 21.9% of all
other GABAergic neurons). We found that Sox5 was expressed in
84.32% of PKCδ neurons, but in 14.22% of all other cells, indicating
that the coexpression found in our dataset is also true at the
protein level (Fig. 4D). Both Fgfr1 and SOX5 were present in the
lateral portions of the CeA, overlapping spatially with Prkcd+
neurons (Fig. S2).

DISCUSSION
Recent advances in cell-type-specific RNA sequencing technologies
allows whole transcriptome profiling from individual cells. Thus,
quantitative measures of altered gene expression resulting from
disease or drug perturbation can be obtained. These approaches
also provide a new index, in the form of novel marker genes, that
allows identification and targeting of individual classes of cells
based on their unique transcriptional profiles. Until recently, cell
specificity relied heavily on histological methods, which can only
target a few populations at a time. We used snRNA-seq to provide a
cell-type-specific characterization of rat CeA and the transcriptome
changes associated with withdrawal induced by intermittent
alcohol vapor exposure. Importantly, we identified a subpopulation
of CeA GABAergic neurons, PKCδ neurons, that are particularly
sensitive to alcohol. The identity of these cells was verified using
RNAscope and immunohistochemistry, which confirmed that these
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neurons were the same PKCδ neurons that had been previously
identified in the CeA, but were not previously known to be involved
in alcohol dependence or withdrawal.
Some CeA neurons are known to drive escalated alcohol

consumption in alcohol dependent and binge-drinking animals
[14–16]. As expected, GABAergic cells were the most numerous

cell-type detected in the CeA. Subclustering this population of
GABAergic neurons allowed us to isolate small populations of cells
that had initially been grouped with GABAergic neurons, but were
identified as non-GABAergic upon further inspection. These
clusters represented a small population of cholinergic neurons,
and populations of contaminated cells with unusual glial gene
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expression that were isolated from the actual GABAergic neurons
(Fig. 3A, C). The fact that these cells were detected by
subclustering, and not in the initial clustering analysis demon-
strates that the refined subclustering analysis can account for
small populations of off-target cell types.
Previous studies have used immunohistochemistry and in situ

hybridization to identify subpopulations of GABAergic neurons in
the CeA. Several cell types including Drd1/ Pdyn, Drd2/Calcrl,
PKCδ, SST, and CRF neurons identified in these studies were also
identified in our study. Mccullough et al. identified 7 non-
overlapping populations of cells in mouse CeA based on the
expression of 6 genes (Prkcd, Drd2, Sst, Tac2, Crh, and Nts) [4]. Kim
et al. identified 8 populations of CeA neurons, by analyzing the
same marker genes and the location of marked populations within
the CeA [36]. In our GABAergic subclustering data, we identified 6
populations that are likely CeA cells (although one may be
somewhat ambiguous) and that correspond to the populations
identified in these previous studies. The first population of known
CeA GABA cells that we identified were the PKCδ neurons. PKCδ
neurons formed a large population in each of these studies as well
as in our data. Drd2 expressing neurons were the second known
population of CeA neurons that we identified (Drd2+ neurons, Fig.
3A, C). We found a third large population of neurons that co-
express Drd1, Pdyn, and Tac1. These cells represent the Drd1
expressing neurons of the CeA (Drd1+ neurons, Fig. 3A, C). In our
UMAP plots, Drd1+ neurons formed one large cluster, with a
smaller noncontiguous cluster near the PKCδ cluster. This may
indicate that Drd1 is expressed in heterogeneous populations of
GABA neurons, a conclusion that is supported by studies of mouse
CeA [4, 36, 42]. Another major CeA population that we identified
expresses the neuropeptide CRF. CRF neurons of the central lateral
amygdala are another important population of cells in the CeA
that affect fear learning [5, 9, 43–45], and alcohol consumption
[14].
Interestingly, some genes that have previously been used to

identify CeA neurons were not unique to any specific clusters of
cells. For example, Nts expressing neurons did not form a distinct
cluster, but were instead present in multiple other clusters. This
finding is consistent with other studies of the CeA, where Nts was
detected in Pdyn, Crh, and Sst expressing neurons [15]. Distinct
populations of Sst expressing cells, which are known to affect fear
and stress responses [8, 9, 36, 43] were difficult to identify,
because of broad Sst expression. However, two clusters of neurons
with relatively high Sst expression also expressed Crhr1, which is
specific to Sst and Penk/Drd2 neurons [1, 39]. Therefore, we
identified them as Sst expressing cells (SST neurons 1 and 2, Fig.
3).
We identified three major cell populations in the CeA

(GABAergic neurons, astrocytes, and excitatory neurons) with
significant DEGs during alcohol withdrawal. In a recent snRNA-seq
study from prefrontal cortex of alcohol-dependent humans, glial
cells (astrocytes and microglia) were particularly sensitive to the
effects of alcohol [27]. Astrocytes had a substantially greater
number of DEGs compared with other cell types including
glutamatergic and GABAergic neurons. In contrast, in our study

using a rat model of dependence we found that, in CeA,
GABAergic neurons and astrocytes had similar numbers of DEGs.
This suggests that the cell-specific transcriptional response to
alcohol dependence and withdrawal are substantially different in
CeA and cortex [27], possibly because of the GABAergic
composition of the CeA. These findings are consistent with those
from mice treated with chronic intermittent alcohol where
immune-related glial genes were changed in prefrontal cortex
and GABAergic genes were changed in CeA [23]. A highly
upregulated gene in GABAergic neurons, Ubash3b, was also the
top gene that was upregulated by cocaine exposure in rat striatal
DRD2 neurons in another study [29]. Expression of the growth
factor gene Fgf2 was upregulated in astrocytes, which is
interesting, because the blockade of primary FGF2 receptor,
FGFR1, decreases alcohol consumption in rats [46, 47]. Genes that
are associated with glutamatergic signaling were differentially
regulated in astrocytes and GABAergic neurons. For example, in
astrocytes, we found that expression of the cystine-glutamate
cotransporter Slc7a11 was reduced in alcohol withdrawal, which
has been previously shown in rat nucleus accumbens [48].
It was surprising to find that Prkcd expressing neurons had the

greatest number of DEGs during alcohol withdrawal. This finding
is novel. Although several studies have focused on the impact of
CRF and dynorphin signaling on alcohol consumption and
dependence [49], few studies have examined the role of PKCδ
neurons in alcohol-related phenotypes. One study linked PKCδ
neurons with punishment resistant alcohol drinking, a model of
pathological alcohol consumption [17]. Another recent study
showed that a subpopulation of PKCδ neurons that expresses
Cartpt drive drinking in yohimbine stressed animals [19]. PKCδ
neurons are associated with negatively valenced stimuli and fear
learning [5, 50]. They consistently respond to aversive events and
assign a negative valence to conditioned stimuli in a fear learning
procedure [5]. This may indicate that PKCδ neurons drive negative
emotional states associated with withdrawal, and that they may
support negatively reinforcing aspects of alcohol dependence.
Further investigation is necessary to uncover the roles of these
neurons in specific aspects of alcohol dependence, and targeting
them may provide new strategies to study and treat AUD.
Pathway analysis of DEGs in PKCδ neurons revealed several

genes involved in glutamatergic signaling and growth factor
activation. Upregulated glutamatergic signaling genes included
Gria1, Grm3, Ptprd, Ntrk2, among others. Another upregulated
gene, Cpe, is a carboxypeptidase that is necessary for the
production of mature neuropeptides released by PKCδ neurons,
including the endogenous opioid enkephalin [51]. PKCδ neuron
marker genes may provide clues about the interactions among
alcohol sensitive growth factor genes. For example, we found that
the growth factor receptor FGFR1 appears to be a novel marker for
the PKCδ cluster. As mentioned above, we previously found that
transcripts encoding the FGFR1 ligand FGF2 are increased in
astrocytes during alcohol withdrawal. FGF2/FGFR1 signaling has
been implicated in excessive alcohol consumption [46, 47] and
thus could be a mechanism by which alcohol withdrawal activates
PKCδ neurons. FGFR1 signaling could also underlie changes in

Fig. 3 Clustering and marker gene analysis of GABAergic neurons. A UMAP plot of 18 clusters of putative GABAergic neurons in the CeA,
colored by cluster. 15 clusters were identified as amygdalar GABAergic cells. Two clusters were not readily identifiable as GABAergic cells and
contained high levels of glial genes (Unknown 1, Unknown 2). One cluster was identified as cholinergic interneurons. B Heatmap plot of the
expression level for the top 10 marker genes in each cluster of putative GABAergic neurons. Marker gene expression in each cluster is distinct,
indicating that the clustering analysis effectively identified distinct cell types of interneurons in the CeA (see Table S2 data for the list of genes
plotted). C Marker gene analysis. Most of the clusters distinctly expressed genes that are associated with known GABAergic subtypes of CeA
cells (navy blue dots). Magenta dots indicate cell types that were not identified based on known CeA gene expression, but were identified
based on genes that were revealed de novo by clustering and marker gene analysis. The size of each dot indicates the percentage of cells that
contained at least one read of each marker gene; the color depth represents the log-scaled average expression, where the darkest color is the
highest expressing cluster. D UMAP plots colored by the expression of known CeA GABAergic neuron marker genes (Calcrl, Prkcd, Drd2, Pdyn).
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glutamatergic gene expression in these neurons since FGFR1
activation increases AMPAR insertion into synaptic membranes
through a PKC dependent mechanism in the hippocampus [52].
In conclusion, this study used snRNA-seq to characterize cellular

transcriptomes of the rat CeA and their response to acute alcohol
withdrawal. We identified major cell types in the CeA and
subclassified CeA GABAergic neurons. These experiments vali-
dated the presence of several previously studied populations of
GABAergic neurons in the CeA and were able to identify novel
genes specifically expressed in these populations. By using
differential expression analysis we found that PKCδ neurons were
particularly sensitive to alcohol withdrawal, suggesting that these
cells play an important role in alcohol dependence. These findings
warrant further research into the role of CeA PKCδ neurons in
alcohol withdrawal, alcohol drinking, and negative reinforcement.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Experimental animals
All experimental procedures were approved by the University of Texas at
Austin Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee. We used male
outbred Wistar rats (Envigo, HSD:Wi) for all experiments. We chose to use
male animals for this experiment because it enabled us to pick a
withdrawal timepoint that has been shown to affect ethanol consumption
when animals show signs of withdrawal, which is a phenotype that has not
been extensively studied in females. Animals were 10–12 weeks old at the
beginning of ethanol vapor exposure, and 14–16 weeks old at the end of
the procedures. Animals were group-housed (3 rats to a cage). Housing
rooms maintained a 12-h light, 12-h dark reverse light cycle (lights on at
7:00 p.m. and off at 7:00 a.m.), with ad libitum food access for the duration
of the experiment. Cages, food, and bedding were changed twice weekly
by the experimenters.

Ethanol vapor exposure
Rats were exposed to chronic intermittent ethanol (CIE) vapor in custom-
made vapor chambers (6 rats per chamber). As previously described
[53, 54], vapor-exposed rats were exposed to cycles of ethanol vapor that
lasted 14 h a day, and to air for 10 h a day. CIE animals were exposed to
ethanol vapor for 4 weeks, or 28 daily sessions. Air exposed control rats
lived in a vapor chamber identical to vapor-exposed rats but were not
exposed to ethanol vapor. Animals were randomly assigned by cage to
either a vapor or control condition.Withdrawal testing and tissue collection
occurred 9–10 h after the end of ethanol vapor exposure, in the absence of
ethanol vapor. Blood ethanol concentrations were measured weekly using
an Analox AM1 Alcohol Analyzer. The target blood ethanol concentration
during the fourth week of vapor exposure was 250mg/dl.

Somatic signs of withdrawal
Somatic signs of withdrawal were scored using 5 signs, irritability
(vocalizations or biting), ventromedial limb retraction, tail stiffness,
abnormal gait, and tremors [14, 55]. During withdrawal, animals were
briefly removed from their home cage and placed on to a flat surface and
observed for signs of withdrawal for 30 s. In order to examine irritability
and limb retraction, each animal was briefly lifted by the scruff of the neck
at the end of this 30-s period. Each measure was scored on a scale of 0–2
where a 0 indicated that a sign was absent, 1 indicated that the sign was
present, and 2 indicated that the sign was severe. One investigator was
blinded while another selected rats and recorded scores. Scores from each
measure were summed to give an overall withdrawal score.

Central amygdala tissue collection
CIE and control rats were sacrificed 10 h following the final ethanol vapor
exposure. Rat brains were extracted and sliced immediately using a
custom-made rat brain slicer. Punches 2 millimeters in diameter were
collected from a 2-millimeter-thick slice of brain containing the central
amygdala (corresponding to bregma −1.5 mm through bregma −3.5 mm
[56]. After collection, tissue punches were immediately frozen on dry ice
and stored at −80 °C until nuclei extraction.

Isolation of nuclei from central amygdala tissue punches
Single-nuclei samples were obtained from CeA tissue punches from 7 male
rats (4 CIE exposed rats and 3 Air controls). Each sample consisted of
bilateral CeA tissue from a single rat. Nuclei were isolated from frozen
tissue punches using iodixanol density gradient centrifugation. CeA tissue
punches were homogenized in ice-cold nuclei-sparing lysis buffer (Nuclei
EZ Lysis Buffer, Sigma-Aldrich, NUC101-1KT) with 0.2 U/ul RNase inhibitor
(NEB, ML314L) and 1X protease inhibitor (Sigma, 4,693,132,001) using a 2
milliliter dounce homogenizer (DWK Life Sciences, 8853000002). Once no
visible chunks of tissue remained, the homogenate was digested in the
lysis buffer for 5 min and was then strained through a 35-µm cell-strainer
(Corning, 352235). The homogenate was then centrifuged at 4 °C at 500 × g
for 5 min. The pellet was resuspended in a 25% iodixanol solution, which
was prepared by combining 583 µL resuspension buffer (PBS with 2% BSA
and 0.2 U/µL RNase inhibitor) and 417 µL Optiprep density gradient
medium (Sigma-Aldrich, D1556). This sample was then layered on top of a
29% iodixanol solution (569 µL resuspension buffer and 531 µL Optiprep
medium) and centrifuged at 13,000 × g and 4 °C for 30min. After density
gradient centrifugation, the iodixanol supernatant was removed, and the
pellet containing the nuclei was resuspended in 100 µL of resuspension
buffer. Nuclei count was obtained using Countess II cell counter (Thermo-
Fisher). To pass quality control, samples were required to have ≥400 nuclei/
µL and ≥75% DAPI positive particles. Each sample yielded
500–1700 nuclei/µL of isolate, for a total of 50,000–170,000 nuclei per
sample.
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Single-nuclei RNA library preparation and sequencing
Library preparation was performed with a suspension containing an
estimated 10,000 nuclei, as measured with a Countess II cell counter.
Single-nuclei libraries were prepared using 10X Genomics’ Chromium
controller and 3′ single-cell gene expression protocol. Paired-end sequencing
was conducted on a NOVASEQ 6000 sequencer and an S2 chip (100 cycles).

Alignment to reference genome
After nuclei isolation and sequencing, raw sequencing data were analyzed
using 10x genomics Cell Ranger software package to map reads to cells
and identify the number of cells in each sample. Sequencing data were
aligned to the rat genome (Ensemble, Rnor_6.0) using 10X Genomics’ Cell
Ranger 5.0 analysis pipeline. A custom rat reference file was created using
Cell Ranger’s mkref command, based on the Rnor_6.0 GTF and FASTA files.
Then the snRNA Fastq files were aligned to the genome using the Cell
Ranger “count” function. Cell Ranger “count” was run with the “include-
introns” option active so that unspliced RNAs that are abundant in the
nucleus could be mapped to the genome. Cell Ranger “count” produced a
gene expression matrix for each sample. We identified 7593–11,525 nuclei
in each sample, with 51,090–62,653 reads per nuclei. Cell Ranger detected
7593–11,525 nuclei per sample, with 51,090–62,653 reads per nuclei, and
1809–2516 median genes detected per cell.

Cluster analysis and identification
Clustering analysis and visualization were performed using Seurat v3.2.1
[57–60]. Prior to clustering analysis, we removed cells with more than 5%
mitochondrial reads, cells with less than 200 unique molecular identifiers
(UMIs), and likely doublets (beads containing two cells) from the data. All
mitochondrial genes and reads were removed from the counts matrix to
aid clustering analysis. After quality control 58,640 cells remained (25,941
control and 32,699 ethanol-exposed). Data were normalized and combined
into a single object for clustering analysis using the Seurat scTransform
package [61].
Prior to clustering, additional cells that did not cluster distinctly and had

a high likelihood of being doublets were removed from the data (Scrublet
>0.2). Clustering and dimensional reduction analysis were performed using
Louvain clustering analysis (resolution= 0.1 for all cells and for GABA
neurons) and uniform manifold approximation and projection (UMAP) [62]
using 30 principal components. Clusters were identified by marker gene
analysis, where marker genes for a known population of cells were
examined and compared with the newly identified marker genes in each
cluster. In order to determine which genes were the most distinctive, the
cells in each cluster were compared with all other cells using the Seurat
FindAllMarkers function. The marker genes that were used to identify cells
came from a variety of studies that incorporated rat, mouse, and human
data. Two clusters were not identifiable in this way and were identified
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purely based on uniquely expressed marker genes that were identified by
Seurat FindAllMarkers.

Differential gene expression analysis
We used a “pseudobulking” approach to compare cell-type specific gene
expression between alcohol exposed and control animals. The raw RNA
counts of each gene from all cells in each cluster were added together to
produce a pseudobulk gene expression matrix. Then gene expression from
alcohol and control animals was normalized and compared using DESEQ2
with batch as a covariate. Genes were considered differentially expressed if
they had an adjusted p value <0.05 and log2 fold change > 0.25. Gene-
ontology analysis was performed using PANTHER v16.0 (geneontology.org
[41]).

Fluorescent in situ hybridization and quantification
We used RNAScope® to quantify Fgfr1 transcripts in PKCδ positive neurons
in the CeA. RNAScope® was performed using manufacturer protocols (ACD
Bio). Rats were exposed to CIE ethanol vapor or air as described above, and
sacrificed 10 h after the final ethanol vapor session (4 CIE rats and 4 Control
rats). Immediately after sacrifice, brains were frozen on isopentane and dry
ice. Sections (14 µm) of tissue containing CeA were stained with
RNAscope® for Prkcd, Fgfr1, and nuclei were counterstained with DAPI.
Reagents used included probes against rat Fgfr1 (Rn-Fgfr1-C3, Catalog No.
426958-C3) and Prkcd (Rn-Prkcd-C2, Catalog No. 573261-C2). The assay was
performed using the RNAscope® Fluorescent Multiplex Reagent Kit (Cat.
No. 320850). Slides were cover-slipped with DAPI Fluoromount-G (South-
ern Biotech, 0100-20) and imaged on a Nikon A1R laser scanning confocal
system equipped with a LUN-V 6-line laser unit (405, 488, 561, 640 nm) and
a Plan Fluor DIC 40x (Oil) objective (NA—1.3; WD—0.24mm).

Immunofluorescence
Wild-type, ethanol-naive rats (n= 2) were heavily anesthetized with
isoflurane and perfused with phosphate-buffered saline (PBS) followed
by 4% paraformaldehyde (PFA) in PBS. Brains were extracted and placed in
4% PFA/PBS at 4 °C overnight, and then transferred to a 30% sucrose
solution in PBS at 4 °C. Brains were then sectioned at 20 μm on a cryostat.
Prior to immunostaining CeA sections were washed in PBS and

incubated in blocking solution made of 0.2% Triton-X and 3% donkey
serum for 1 h at room temperature. Next, sections were incubated
overnight at 4 °C with the following primary antibodies in blocking
solution: mouse anti-PKCδ (1:1000; 610398, RRID: AB_397781, BD
Biosciences) and rabbit anti-SOX5 (1:500; ab94396, Abcam). The next
day, sections were washed in PBS and then incubated with the following
secondary antibodies in blocking solution for 2 h at room temperature:
donkey polyclonal anti-mouse Alexa Fluor 488 (1:500) and donkey
polyclonal anti-rabbit Alexa Fluor 594 (1:500). Sections were mounted
and cover slipped with DAPI Fluoromount-G (Invitrogen, Cat no. 00-4959-
52). Stained tissue was imaged on a Nikon A1R confocal microscope at ×40
magnification. Colocalization of PKCδ with SOX-5 was counted manually
using Cell Counter in Fiji after background subtraction.

DATA AVAILABILITY
These data are available through the National Center for Biotechnology Information
at Bioproject ID: PRJNA796435.

CODE AVAILABILITY
The code used to perform these analyses is available from the investigators upon
request.

REFERENCES
1. Walker LC. A balancing act: the role of pro- and anti-stress peptides within the

central amygdala in anxiety and alcohol use disorders. J Neurochem.
2021;157:1615–43.

2. Sun N, Cassell MD. Intrinsic GABAergic neurons in the rat central extended
amygdala. J Comp Neurol. 1993;330:381–404.

3. Roberto M, Gilpin NW, Siggins GR. The central amygdala and alcohol: role of γ-
aminobutyric acid, glutamate, and neuropeptides. Cold Spring Harb Perspect
Med. 2012;2:a012195.

4. McCullough KM, Morrison FG, Hartmann J, Carlezon WA, Ressler KJ. Quantified
co-expression analysis of central amygdala sub-populations. Eneuro.
2018;01:ENEURO.0010-18.2018.

5. Kong MS, Zweifel LS. Central amygdala circuits in valence and salience proces-
sing. Behav Brain Res. 2021;410:113355.

6. Janak PH, Tye KM. From circuits to behaviour in the amygdala. Nature.
2015;517:284–92.

7. Zorrilla EP, Koob GF. Impulsivity derived from the dark side: Neurocircuits that
contribute to negative urgency. Front Behav Neurosci. 2019;13:1–15.

8. Evans DA, Stempel AV, Vale R, Ruehle S, Lefler Y, Branco T. A synaptic threshold
mechanism for computing escape decisions. Nature. 2018;558:590–4.

9. Sanford CA, Soden ME, Baird MA, Miller SM, Schulkin J, Palmiter RD, et al. A
central amygdala CRF circuit facilitates learning about weak threats. Neuron.
2017;93:164–78.

10. Duvarci S, Pare D. Amygdala microcircuits controlling learned fear. Neuron.
2014;82:966–80.

11. McBride WJ. Central nucleus of the amygdala and the effects of alcohol and
alcohol-drinking behavior in rodents. Pharm Biochem Behav. 2002;71:509–15.

12. Koob GF. Neurocircuitry of alcohol addiction: synthesis from animal models.
Handb Clin Neurol. 2014;125:22–54.

13. Roberto M, Kirson D, Khom S. The role of the central amygdala in alcohol
dependence. Cold Spring Harb Perspect Med. 2020:a039339.

14. de Guglielmo G, Kallupi M, Pomrenze MB, Crawford E, Simpson S, Schweitzer P,
et al. Inactivation of a CRF-dependent amygdalofugal pathway reverses
addiction-like behaviors in alcohol-dependent rats. Nat Commun. 2019;10.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-09183-0.

15. Torruella-Suárez ML, Vandenberg JR, Cogan ES, Tipton GJ, Teklezghi A, Dange K,
et al. Manipulations of central amygdala neurotensin neurons alter the con-
sumption of ethanol and sweet fluids in mice. J Neurosci. 2020;40:632–47.

16. Bloodgood DW, Hardaway JA, Stanhope CM, Pati D, Pina MM, Neira S, et al. Kappa
opioid receptor and dynorphin signaling in the central amygdala regulates
alcohol intake. Mol Psychiatry. 2021;26:2187–2199.

17. Domi E, Xu L, Toivainen S, Nordeman A, Gobbo F, Venniro M, et al. A neural
substrate of compulsive alcohol use. Sci Adv. 2021;7:1–13.

18. Funk CK, O’Dell LE, Crawford EF, Koob GF. Corticotropin-releasing factor within
the central nucleus of the amygdala mediates enhanced ethanol self-
administration in withdrawn, ethanol-dependent rats. J Neurosci.
2006;26:11324–32.

19. Walker LC, Hand LJ, Letherby B, Huckstep KL, Campbell EJ, Lawrence AJ. Cocaine
and amphetamine regulated transcript (CART) signalling in the central nucleus of
the amygdala modulates stress-induced alcohol seeking. Neuropsychopharma-
cology. 2021;46:325–33.

20. Kisby BR, Farris SP, McManus MM, Varodayan FP, Roberto M, Harris RA, et al.
Alcohol dependence in rats is associated with global changes in gene expression
in the central amygdala. Brain Sci. 2021;11. https://doi.org/10.3390/
brainsci11091149.

21. Freeman K, Staehle MM, Vadigepalli R, Gonye GE, Ogunnaike BA, Hoek JB, et al.
Coordinated dynamic gene expression changes in the central nucleus of the
amygdala during alcohol withdrawal. Alcohol Clin Exp Res. 2013;37:88–100.

22. McBride WJ, Kimpel MW, Schultz JA, McClintick JN, Edenberg HJ, Bell RL. Changes
in gene expression in regions of the extended amygdala of alcohol-preferring
rats after binge-like alcohol drinking. Alcohol. 2010;44:171–83.

23. Warden AS, Wolfe SA, Khom S, Varodayan FP, Patel RR, Steinman MQ, et al.
Microglia control escalation of drinking in alcohol-dependent mice: genomic and
synaptic drivers. Biol Psychiatry. 2020;88:910–21.

24. Maiya R, Pomrenze MB, Tran T, Tiwari GR, Beckham A, Paul MT, et al. Differential
regulation of alcohol consumption and reward by the transcriptional cofactor
LMO4. Mol Psychiatry. 2021;26:2175–86.

25. O’Sullivan SJ, Malahias E, Park J, Srivastava A, Reyes BAS, Gorky J, et al. Single-cell
glia and neuron gene expression in the central amygdala in opioid withdrawal
suggests inflammation with correlated gut dysbiosis. Front Neurosci.
2019;13:1–14.

26. Avey D, Sankararaman S, Yim AKY, Barve R, Milbrandt J, Mitra RD. Single-cell RNA-
Seq uncovers a robust transcriptional response to morphine by glia. Cell Rep.
2018;24:3619–29.e4.

27. Brenner E, Tiwari GR, Kapoor M, Liu Y, Brock A, Mayfield RD. Single cell tran-
scriptome profiling of the human alcohol-dependent brain. Hum Mol Genet.
2020;29:1144–53.

28. Kaji S, Maki T, Ueda J, Ishimoto T, Inoue Y, Yasuda K, et al. BCAS1-positive
immature oligodendrocytes are affected by the α-synuclein-induced pathology
of multiple system atrophy. Acta Neuropathol Commun. 2020;8:1–13.

29. Savell KE, Tuscher JJ, Zipperly ME, Duke CG, Phillips RA, Bauman AJ, et al. A
dopamine-induced gene expression signature regulates neuronal function and
cocaine response. Sci Adv. 2020;6. https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aba4221.

G.A. Dilly et al.

9

Translational Psychiatry          (2022) 12:289 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-09183-0
https://doi.org/10.3390/brainsci11091149
https://doi.org/10.3390/brainsci11091149
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aba4221


30. Huang MM, Overstreet DH, Knapp DJ, Angel R, Wills TA, Navarro M, et al.
Corticotropin-releasing factor (CRF) sensitization of ethanol withdrawal-induced
anxiety-like behavior is brain site specific and mediated by CRF-1 receptors:
relation to stress-induced sensitization. J Pharm Exp Ther. 2010;332:298–307.

31. Partin AC, Hosek MP, Luong JA, Lella SK, Sharma SAR, Ploski JE. Amygdala nuclei
critical for emotional learning exhibit unique gene expression patterns. Neurobiol
Learn Mem. 2013;104:110–21.

32. Lun ATL, Marioni JC. Overcoming confounding plate effects in differential
expression analyses of single-cell RNA-seq data. Biostatistics. 2017;18:451–64.

33. Squair JW, Gautier M, Kathe C, Anderson MA, James ND, Hutson TH, et al. Con-
fronting false discoveries in single-cell differential expression. Nat Commun.
2021;12:5692.

34. Isosaka T, Matsuo T, Yamaguchi T, Funabiki K, Nakanishi S, Kobayakawa R, et al.
Htr2a-expressing cells in the central amygdala control the hierarchy between
innate and learned fear. Cell. 2015;163:1153–64.

35. Kaoru T, Liu FC, Ishida M, Oishi T, Hayashi M, Kitagawa M, et al. Molecular
characterization of the intercalated cell masses of the amygdala: implications for
the relationship with the striatum. Neuroscience. 2010;166:220–30.

36. Kim J, Zhang X, Muralidhar S, LeBlanc SA, Tonegawa S. Basolateral to central
amygdala neural circuits for appetitive behaviors. Neuron. 2017;93:1464–79.e5.

37. Kuerbitz J, Arnett M, Ehrman S, Williams MT, Vorhees CV, Fisher SE, et al. Loss of
intercalated cells (ITCs) in the mouse amygdala of Tshz1 mutants correlates with
fear, depression, and social interaction phenotypes. J Neurosci. 2018;38:1160–77.

38. Pomrenze MB, Millan EZ, Hopf FW, Keiflin R, Maiya R, Blasio A, et al. A transgenic
rat for investigating the anatomy and function of corticotrophin releasing factor
circuits. Front Neurosci. 2015;9:1–14.

39. Wolfe SA, Sidhu H, Patel RR, Kreifeldt M, D’Ambrosio SR, Contet C, et al. Molecular,
Morphological, and Functional Characterization of Corticotropin-Releasing Factor
Receptor 1-Expressing Neurons in the Central Nucleus of the Amygdala. eNeuro.
2019;6. https://doi.org/10.1523/ENEURO.0087-19.2019.

40. Hodge RD, Bakken TE, Miller JA, Smith KA, Barkan ER, Graybuck LT, et al. Con-
served cell types with divergent features in human versus mouse cortex. Nature.
2019;573:61–8.

41. Mi H, Ebert D, Muruganujan A, Mills C, Albou L-P, Mushayamaha T, et al. PANTHER
version 16: a revised family classification, tree-based classification tool, enhancer
regions and extensive API. Nucleic Acids Res. 2021;49:D394–403.

42. McCullough KM, Daskalakis NP, Gafford G, Morrison FG, Ressler KJ. Cell-type-
specific interrogation of CeA Drd2 neurons to identify targets for pharmacolo-
gical modulation of fear extinction. Transl Psychiatry. 2018;8:164.

43. Fadok JP, Krabbe S, Markovic M, Courtin J, Xu C, Massi L, et al. A competitive
inhibitory circuit for selection of active and passive fear responses. Nature.
2017;542:96–9.

44. Pomrenze MB, Giovanetti SM, Maiya R, Gordon AG, Kreeger LJ, Messing RO.
Dissecting the roles of GABA and neuropeptides from rat central amygdala CRF
neurons in anxiety and fear learning. Cell Rep. 2019;29:13–21.e4.

45. Pomrenze MB, Tovar-Diaz J, Blasio A, Maiya R, Giovanetti SM, Lei K, et al. A
corticotropin releasing factor network in the extended amygdala for anxiety. J
Neurosci. 2019;39:1030–43.

46. Even-Chen O, Sadot-Sogrin Y, Shaham O, Barak S. Fibroblast growth factor 2 in
the dorsomedial striatum is a novel positive regulator of alcohol consumption. J
Neurosci. 2017;37:8742–54.

47. Even-Chen O, Barak S. Inhibition of FGF receptor-1 suppresses alcohol consumption:
role of PI3 kinase signaling in dorsomedial striatum. J Neurosci. 2019;39:7947–57.

48. Peana AT, Muggironi G, Bennardini F. Change of cystine/glutamate antiporter
expression in ethanol-dependent rats. Front Neurosci. 2014;8:1–9.

49. Schreiber AL, Gilpin NW. Corticotropin-releasing factor (CRF) neurocircuitry and
neuropharmacology in alcohol drinking. 2018. https://doi.org/10.1007/
164_2017_86.

50. Haubensak W, Kunwar PS, Cai H, Ciocchi S, Wall NR, Ponnusamy R, et al. Genetic
dissection of an amygdala microcircuit that gates conditioned fear. Nature.
2010;468:270–6.

51. Ji L, Wu H-T, Qin X-Y, Lan R. Dissecting carboxypeptidase E: properties, functions
and pathophysiological roles in disease. Endocr Connect. 2017;6:R18–38.

52. Knafo S, Venero C, Sánchez-Puelles C, Pereda-Peréz I, Franco A, Sandi C, et al.
Facilitation of AMPA receptor synaptic delivery as a molecular mechanism for
cognitive enhancement. PLoS Biol. 2012;10:e1001262.

53. Vendruscolo LF, Roberts AJ. Operant alcohol self-administration in dependent
rats: focus on the vapor model. Alcohol. 2014;48:277–86.

54. Gilpin NW, Richardson HN, Cole M, Koob GF. Vapor inhalation of alcohol in rats.
Curr Protoc Neurosci. Chapter 9, unit 9.29. 2008.

55. Macey DJ, Schulteis G, Heinrichs SC, Koob GF. Time-dependent quantifiable
withdrawal from ethanol in the rat: Effect of method of dependence induction.
Alcohol. 1996;13:163–70.

56. Paxinos G, Watson C. The Rat Brain in Strereotaxic Coordinates (Academic Press,
2006).

57. Satija R, Farrell JA, Gennert D, Schier AF, Regev A. Spatial reconstruction of single-
cell gene expression data. Nat Biotechnol. 2015;33:495–502.

58. Butler A, Hoffman P, Smibert P, Papalexi E, Satija R. Integrating single-cell tran-
scriptomic data across different conditions, technologies, and species. Nat Bio-
technol. 2018;36:411–20.

59. Stuart T, Butler A, Hoffman P, Hafemeister C, Papalexi E, Mauck WM 3rd, et al.
Comprehensive integration of single-cell data. Cell. 2019;177:1888–902.e21.

60. Hao Y, Hao S, Andersen-Nissen E, Mauck WM 3rd, Zheng S, Butler A, et al. Inte-
grated analysis of multimodal single-cell data. Cell. 2021;184:3573–87.e29.

61. Hafemeister C, Satija R. Normalization and variance stabilization of single-cell
RNA-seq data using regularized negative binomial regression. bioRxiv. 2019.
https://doi.org/10.1101/576827.

62. McInnes L, Healy J, Saul N, Großberger L. UMAP: uniform manifold approximation
and projection. J Open Source Softw. 2018;3:861.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
GAD, RDM, and ROM designed the experiments, and wrote and edited the paper.
GAD, CWK, and TMK performed the experiments. GAD analyzed the data and
prepared figures for the paper.

COMPETING INTERESTS
The authors declare no competing interests.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
Supplementary information The online version contains supplementary material
available at https://doi.org/10.1038/s41398-022-02063-0.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to R. Dayne
Mayfield.

Reprints and permission information is available at http://www.nature.com/
reprints

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims
in published maps and institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing,

adaptation, distribution and reproduction in anymedium or format, as long as you give
appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative
Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party
material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless
indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in the
article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not permitted by statutory
regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly
from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://
creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2022

G.A. Dilly et al.

10

Translational Psychiatry          (2022) 12:289 

https://doi.org/10.1523/ENEURO.0087-19.2019
https://doi.org/10.1007/164_2017_86
https://doi.org/10.1007/164_2017_86
https://doi.org/10.1101/576827
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41398-022-02063-0
http://www.nature.com/reprints
http://www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Cell-type specific changes in PKC-delta neurons of the central amygdala during alcohol withdrawal
	Introduction
	Results
	Vapor exposure induces signs of alcohol withdrawal
	Major cell types in the CeA
	Differential gene expression in CeA astrocytes and neurons during alcohol withdrawal

	Identification of GABAergic subtypes within the CeA
	Cell-type specific differential expression in subpopulations of GABAergic neurons
	Novel marker genes colocalize with PKC&#x003B4; in the CeA

	Discussion
	Materials and methods
	Experimental animals
	Ethanol vapor exposure
	Somatic signs of withdrawal
	Central amygdala tissue collection
	Isolation of nuclei from central amygdala tissue punches
	Single-nuclei RNA library preparation and sequencing
	Alignment to reference genome
	Cluster analysis and identification
	Differential gene expression analysis
	Fluorescent in�situ hybridization and quantification
	Immunofluorescence

	References
	References
	Author contributions
	Competing interests
	ADDITIONAL INFORMATION




