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Chapter 1. Hippocampus-depend-
ent memories and place cells



Introduction
Large degree of adaptability is one of the most striking properties of living organisms.

Naturally changing environmental conditions demand from the living systems constant fitting
to altered circumstances in order to survive. Adaptations could span generations, ensuring
survival of populations, but also any living being possesses at least minimal means for adap-
tions that increase the chance of a single organism for longer life.

One of the types of such adaptations, adaptations to past events and experiences is
one of the most studied phenomena in neuroscience, and it is widely known under the term
“memory”. The most common framework to think about memory postulates that memory
processes constitute the ability to encode, store and retrieve information. Present-day neu-
roscience perspective sees encoding of memories as a process of converting information from
perceptual event to a form of neuronal code. Storage includes all operations within neural
tissue that conserve this information for some period of time. Retrieval is accessing stored

memories resulting in the formation of new memory and/or motor reaction.

Hippocampus-dependent memories

Hippocampus is important for memorization
Hippocampus became a center of memory research after the case study published by
William Scoville and Branda Miller (Scoville and Miller, 1957). The patient Henry Gustav Mo-
laison (referred later as HM) has had a surgery ablating bilaterally hippocampal formation,
amygdala, parts of entorhinal and temporal cortices as an attempt to cure severe pharmaco-
resistant epilepsy. Epilepsy was placed under control; however, the procedure had a profound
effect on the memory of HM. He partially forgot information memorized before the surgery
but more strikingly, he was completely unable to form new memories —a phenomenon that
was labeled ‘anterograde amnesia’. Interestingly, HM had perfect capability to form new mo-
tor skills, but any verbalizable information could not be memorized by him.
This case and the extensive research that HM and other amnesic patients had under-
gone have led to several important insights:
e Medial temporal zone including hippocampus and its surrounding structures
are crucial for the process of memorization;
e Memory is not a homogeneous entity — it consists of several domains that could
be independently affected by lesions and/or experimental procedures;
e Thereisaneural substrate for the process of memory consolidation: converting

labile just-encoded memory into its “solid” form for future storage and retrieval.

Classification of memory
Memory can be classified by the time after which it can be retrieved (Fig. 1-1). HM had

untouched capacity to form short-term memories and impaired ability to form long-term



memories. Long-term memory splits in two very different domains: declarative memories and
non-declarative memories. Notably, as Milner’s research has shown, patient HM was able to
form non-declarative forms of memory. Non-declarative type includes pavlovian conditioning,
priming, any non-associative memory and procedural memory (Milner et al., 1998; Squire,
2004). Forms of memory that were impaired in HM were named declarative memories. De-
clarative memories can use language to be retrieved. Semantic memories are a subtype of
declarative memories that represent facts and concepts. Episodic memories were introduced
earlier by Endel Tulving (Tulving and Schacter, 1990), and were defined as the memory of
events in the precise spatial and temporal context (subjective memories of agent in particular
circumstances).

This classification is based mostly on neuropsychological data recorded from humans
and requires care when we transfer it into animal’s research. Without entering intricate de-
bates on what constitutes declarative memories in animals, we will accept here an operational
definition of episodic-like memories: a unified memory about place, time and contents of the
event (Eacott and Easton, 2010). Notably, episodic memories in humans and episodic-like
memories in animals share neural substrates: medial temporal lobe and hippocampus (Eich-
enbaum, 2017).

LONG-TERM MEMORY

NONDECLARATIVE (IMPLICIT)

DECLARATIVE (EXPLICIT) PROCEDURAL  PRIMING SIMPLE NONASSOCIATIVE

(SKILLS CLASSICAL LEARNING
AND CONDITIGNING
HABITS)
FACTS EVENTS
MO, MUSGULATRE Figure 1-1. Classification of long-term memory.
DNl on . STRATUM HEOCORTER AMYGOAA e iavs Adapted from Milner et al., 1998.

Spatial memories are also hippocampus-dependent memories

Richard Morris proved a crucial role of hippocampus in spatial memory (Morris et al.,
1982). In his experiment, rats had to navigate through a swimming pool with opaque water to
a platform (a Morris maze), which is naturally attractive to the animals who do not like to
swim. In one condition, a platform was visible to the swimming rat, and in the other condition
it was hidden in opaque water. In both conditions, animals took little time to master the task,
i.e. to find the shortest way to the platform regardless of starting point. However, while ani-
mals with lesions in the hippocampus kept solving the condition with visible platform with
equal ease, in the condition with hidden platform lesioned animals demonstrated large defi-
cits in memorizing location of the platform.

This experiment allows for distinction between hippocampus-dependent and hippo-

campus-independent memory which also bears close resemblance to memory classification



in humans. Without overstating that spatial memory is a special case of episodic-like memo-
ries are the same phenomena, it would be rigorous to say that their neural correlates vastly
overlap. Hippocampus-independent behaviors can be triggered by any sort of external cue
that informs agent to act a certain way, and they do not require intact hippocampus to be
manifested (Morris et al., 1982; Kim and Fanselow, 1992). On the other hand, hippocampus-
dependent behaviors usually demand to form a certain representation of a situation, and they

are impaired upon lesions in hippocampus.

Cognitive map

Term “cognitive map” was introduced by Edward Tolman who aimed to prove that
animals can learn in the flexible manner rather than using only ‘stimulus-response’ (5-R) mech-
anism as prevailing behaviorism theories stated at the time. Tolman built complex mazes, and
rats were allowed to explore freely the environment for several trials (Tolman et al., 1946).
After exploration phase, a reward was placed in certain location of the maze and an original
path was blocked; a large proportion of animals were able to use newly available shortcut,
which it could not be predicted by the S-R theory. Tolman suggested that instead of using S-
R mechanism, animals had built systematically organized sets of knowledge that function as
a map that represents environmental relationships and possible paths in the psychological
space (Tolman, 1948).

Neural correlates of spatial memories
Place cells and their properties
This idea became very influential in later cognitive sciences but probably its most pop-

ular reappearance happened after John O’Keefe and Jonathan Dostrovsky has discovered that
population of neurons in subfield CA1 of dorsal hippocampus fired action potentials in the
location-specific manner (O’Keefe and Dostrovsky, 1971). These neurons were called “place
cells”, and their existence was confirmed in many species including bats (Yartsev and Ula-
novsky, 2013), primates (Courellis et al., 2019), humans (Ekstrom et al., 2003), and even birds
(Payne et al., 2020). Moreover, place cells were also found in the subfields CA2 and CA3 of
hippocampus (Kay et al., 2016; O’Keefe, 1979), dentate gyrus (Leutgeb et al., 2007), ventral
hippocampus (Poucet et al., 1994), subiculum and parasubiculum (Sharp and Green, 1994;
Taube, 1995). However, the vast majority of research that concentrates on place cells focus
on pyramidal neurons of dorsal CA1; this manuscript will follow the convention and will center

itself on them too.
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Box 1-1. Anatomy of hippocampus and trisynaptic loop

Hippocampal formation consists of hippocampus itself and surrounding regions that
functionally support hippocampus. Hippocampus is a layered structure that is phylogenetically
older than neocortex (‘archicortex’) — it comprises only of three layers. Hippocampus consists
of 3 subfields, or areas, numbered serially: CA1, CA2 and CA3 and the dentate gyrus. Cell bod-
ies of principal cells, named pyramidal cells, could be found in thin stratum pyramidale, or
pyramidal layer. Basal dendrites and axons of pyramidal cells are located dorsally from pyram-
idal layer in the layer called stratum oriens. Apical dendrites of pyramidal cells projects ven-
trally in the stratum radiatum and further in stratum lacunosum-moleculare. Another subtype
of neurons found in hippocampus includes various GABA-ergic interneurons (for detailed re-
view on interneurons, please see Pelkey et al., 2017).

Dentate gyrus is a three-layered structure that can be found below field CA1, and it
consists mostly of glutamatergic granule cells that lay in stratum granulare. Outer stratum
moleculare includes mostly fibers projecting from entorhinal cortex, and inner stratum multi-
forme, or hilus, consists of excitatory mossy cells.

Entorhinal cortex is situated laterally from hippocampus. It is a neocortical 6-layered
structure. Entorhinal cortex is the main hub that connects the rest of the neocortex with hip-
pocampal archicortical networks. Pyramids of layer Il projects into hippocampus and conveys
sensory information in the hippocampus, whereas pyramidal cells of layer V receives projec-
tions from the hippocampus and send the downstream to other cortical and subcortical areas.

Trisynaptic loop is the main functional connectivity pattern in the hippocampal for-
mation. In its most simplified form (for more detailed version, please see Fig. 1-2b), the con-
nections follow this schema: pyramidal cells of layer Il in entorhinal cortex project to the den-
tate gyrus via perforant path. Granular cells of DG send their axons to the subfield CA3 of
hippocampus; these axons are called mossy fibers. Pyramidal cells of CA3, in turn, project to
apical dendrites of CA1 pyramidal cells and send collaterals to lesser known area CA2. CA2 in
turn projects to basal dendrites of CA1 pyramidal neurons. Pyramidal cells of CA1 send their

projections to deep layers of entorhinal cortex and outside of hippocampus. It is important to

note that entorhinal cortex projects also directly to CA3 and CA1 neurons.

IR

Figure 1-2. Anatomy of hippocampus and its connectivity. A. Coronal section of hippo-

campus stained with Timm’s method. Adapted from Burwell and Agster, 2007. B. Schematic

depiction of trisynaptic loop. Adapted from Hartley et al., 2014.
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Locations of neuronal firing, or place fields, typically appear in the first minutes after
an animal is placed in the novel environment (Wilson and McNaugton, 1993), and hippocam-
pus robustly keeps place coding of a certain environment for long periods of time (Thompson
and Best, 1990). Importantly, if an animal is exposed to the new environment, place field of a
particular neuron does not depend on its place field in the previous environment (O’Keefe and
Conway, 1978). However, certain changes in the environment can trigger alterations in place
coding. Substantial reorganization of place fields is called ‘global remapping’, or ‘complete
remapping’ (Muller and Kubie, 1987; Leutgeb et al., 2005). Global remapping occurs if the
majority of distant landmarks have moved, for example, if one changes the room where the
environment is located. In contrast to that, if only proximal cues are changed, rate remapping
can be observed (Leutgeb et al., 2005; Fyhn et al., 2007). Rate remapping involves changes in
firing rate of place cells without altering their place fields. It has been suggested that phenom-
ena of global and rate remapping demonstrate different axes of encoded information. If global
remapping points at the existence of navigational system in the brain, which can build maps
of physical space, rate remapping indicates that non-spatial features of environment are also
represented on top of place cells population code (Colgin et al., 2008). Indeed, rate remapping
was observed in the experiments where place coding could be affected by task parameters
(Wood et al., 1999; Anderson and Jeffery, 2003), or even factors related to motivation and

emotions. | will describe in detail how emotional stimuli affect place cells activity in chapter 4.

Phase-coding in place cell system

Place cells do not use solely firing rates to represent position of the animal. It has
been shown that time of spikes fired by a particular place cell depend on the phase of ongoing
theta oscillations present during any exploratory activity in rodents (O’Keefe and Recce, 1993;
Skaggs et al., 1996). When an animal enters the place field of a place cell, neuron starts to fire
spike in the late phase of theta cycle; however, while the animal traverses the place field
spikes shift to the earlier phases of theta cycle. This phenomenon of theta phase precession
has an important implication (Fig. 1-3).

Let’s we assume slightly overlapping place fields of three place cells and a place cell
system with phase precession. When an animal is in the center of neuron B’s place field, it is
in the beginning and the end of the place fields of neuron A and C correspondingly. According
to the rules of theta precession, it would mean that neuron C would be firing action potentials
in the early phases of theta, neuron B — at the trough of a cycle and neurons A at the late
phasein a cycle. Therefore, these three neurons fire in close succession after each other. Such
co-activity of place cells with adjacent place fields creates a temporal opportunity for long-
term potentiation of their synapses, and therefore, organization of place cells into se-

quences (so called ‘theta sequences’). Theta sequences are considered an evidence of cell
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assemblies’ existence and point to the fact that spatial memories could be stored in hippo-
campus as an auto-associative network (Buzsaki, 2006).

Place cells can drive location-specific behaviors

Activity of hippocampal neurons can be used to drive spatial behavior. In the seminal
study, improving technology first used by Garner et al., 2012, used immediate early gene-
driven strategy of expressing ChR2 was used, an excitatory light-gated opsin, in the neurons
that were active in a specific environment 1 (Ramirez et al., 2013). After that, authors have
transferred animals into the environment 2 where they have performed fear conditioning us-
ing activation of neurons tagged in the environment 1 as a conditioned stimulus. However,
when mice where placed back to environment 1 they exhibited elevated levels of freezing
despite the fact that they never had formed aversive association there. These results suggest
that firing of dentate gyrus neurons is required and sufficient to retrieve the behavior that
was learnt in pavlovian paradigm. However, it was not clear what was the role of place cells
in this experiment and what is physiological meaning of simultaneous firing of neurons that
are usually fire separately. Later it was demonstrated that pairing intracranial rewarding stim-
ulation with reactivation (see below) of a particular place cell during sleep results in increased
preference for the reinforced location (de Lavilléon et al., 2015). It confirmed that rewarding
an animal at the time when place cell firing is completely detached from behavior is sufficient
to create positive association with place. Another study used targeted activation of place cells
that code for rewarded zone (Robinson et al., 2020). Animals have learnt to lick at the specific
location on a virtual track to receive reward. If place cells that represented reward zone were
optogenetically activated outside of reward zone, lick rate was increasing two-fold suggesting

causal role of place cells in driving behaviors associated with spatial memory.

A B

2o
=N
w _
oD v

£3 e R = ==
W

0 360°
i '\ \

a [\ &'\ \

5 [\ P JIL [ 18

@ (2] o (4}

b 180

X

Q.
on © sequences

720 720
B

@

173

L]

=

Q
(2]

0 0
Position Position

Figure 1-3. Schematics illustrating theta phase precession. Adapted from Drieu and

Zugaro, 2019. A. Theta phase precession in one place cell. Spike of the place cells progressively

moves earlier in the phase of theta cycle while the mouse traverses place the field. B. Theta
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phase precession with four neurons. When an animal traverses overlapping place fields, their
place cells fire in different phases of theta cycle, which creates time-compressed theta se-
quences of place cells (see also text).

Head direction cells

Place cells are not the only cells in the brain that contribute to navigation. Probably,
the most basic feature, the direction of the animal’s head is coded by head direction (HD) cells
(Taube et al., 1990). They could be recorded in subiculum and entorhinal cortex of hippocam-
pal formation but most of them are studied in anterior dorsal nucleus of thalamus and retro-
splenial cortex (Taube, 2007). HD cells are considered to provide basis for the allocentric di-
rection coding and are often described by the metaphor of compass. Importantly, selective

lesions in HD system can also damage place fields of place cells (Calton et al., 2003).

Grid cells
Grid cells were described by the laboratory of May-Britt and
Edvard Mosers (Hafting et al., 2005). Grid cells could be recorded in

the medial entorhinal cortex, and their receptive field tesselate en-

(@) 14.1

vironment with a regular pattern. First reports suggested that grid
) 86 !

N
system could participate in the place coding by providing infor- '
mation about path integration. However, relationships between - -
grid cells and place cells go beyond simple fact that grid system

S

could give a reference frame for place cell system. Inactivation of

medial septum leaves place coding intact but completely disrupts
grid cell receptive fields (Koenig et al., 2011), and inactivation of
hippocampus itself damages grid code completely (Bonnevie et al.,

2013). There is still no consensus on how exactly grid cells contrib-

ute to navigational system in the brain.

Boundary cells

Boundary cells were first predicted theoretically (Hartley et

al., 2000; Burgess et al., 2000), and only recently they have been

recorded in an experiment. Boundary cells have receptive field that )
P y P Figure 1-4. Fundamental types

of spatial cells. Adapted from
the environment. They have been recorded in subiculum (Barryetal.,  Hartley et al., 2014. Left: tuning
2006; Lever et al., 2009), medial entorhinal cortex (Solstad et al., ~ maps of each cell. Right: trajec-
tories with spike points (in
green) superimposed. A. Place
cell. B. Head direction cell. C.
Grid cell. D. Boundary cell.

stretches along one or is at the angle of two natural boundaries in

2008; Savelli et al., 2008), and also in pre- and para-subiculum (Boc-
cara et al., 2010).
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Models of memory. Consolidation
There are several ideas suggested in the past that are relevant to understand modern

hippocampal-dependent memory research and its subfield of spatial memory. They focus on
different aspects of memory and different levels of brain organization and serve as a reminder

that memory is complex and dynamical process.

Hebbian synapse

Donald Hebb suggested a model of how new memories can be formed at the neuronal
level (Hebb, 1949). Hebb proposed that short reverberatory neuronal activity constitutes
short-term memory. Given that, he assumed that if the activity persists long enough, it adds
to the stability of connection between neurons and induces long-term changes. Summarized
by the short motto “neurons that fire together wire together”, his model describes two hypo-
thetical neurons that are synaptically linked to each other. If neuron A persistently activates
another neuron B, synaptic link between them is strengthened, and it takes less excitation
from neuron A to induce action potential in neuron B. This idea will be called Hebbian synapse

in the further text.

Long-term potentiation

The Hebb’s model remained theoretical possibility until Timothy Bliss and Terje Lamo
discovered in hippocampal slices phenomenon of long-term potentiation (LTP) (Bliss and
Lemo, 1973). They have stimulated perforant path, a bunch of projections of entorhinal cortex
to hippocampus (see Box 1), and recorded its downstream target, neurons of dentate gyrus
(DG). They have demonstrated that certain type of stimulation — very fast (‘tetanic’) trains of
short pulses (100-400 Hz) — increased a response of post-synaptic neuron to a single stimulus.
Later, researchers have shown that this effect is caused by increased conductance of iono-
tropic AMPA receptors on the post-synaptic membrane and de novo synthesis of more gluta-
mate receptors. These structural changes are long-lasting — thus, Hebb’s theory obtained its
first experimental prove.

Later, it was demonstrated that tight temporal coordination between spikes of pre-
and post-synaptical neurons is required to induce LTP. Action potential of the neuron A should
occur less than 20 ms before neuron B for the LTP to occur in neuron B (Markram et al., 1997,
Bi and Poo, 1998).

Systemic consolidation models

David Marr kept Hebbian synapse in mind when he suggested the first mechanistic
model of memory consolidation (Marr, 1971). He noticed that hippocampus has internal con-
nectivity different than that of neocortex and proposed that hippocampus act as a tempo-
rary storage for sensory information, whereas neocortical networks are well-suited for long-

term storage. Marr suggested that new memories are encoded continuously during active
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periods, and due to presence of recurrent connections in hippocampus, a full memory can be
retrieved upon activation of one neuron participating in storing a memory. However, poten-
tially limited capacity to store information in hippocampal networks can lead, according to
Marr, to the fact that hippocampus progressively sends newly encoded memories to neocor-
tex, a storage of long-term memories. This transfer would constitute the process of consoli-
dation. Strikingly, this purely theoretical work generated a huge number of predictions that
were validated years later by experimental neuroscientists.

Most notably, Gyorgy Buzsaki has proposed two-stage memory consolidation model
that was built mostly on the foundations laid by Donald Hebb and David Marr (Buzsaki, 1989).
Trained as a physiologist, Buzsaki have unified several experimental observations into coher-
ent model of systems consolidation. He has stressed the fact that hippocampal activity is very
different during active exploratory behaviors and calm consummatory behaviors, immobility
or sleep. During active exploration, hippocampal neurons oscillates in theta band (5-10 Hz);
during such theta state, dominantly active subpopulation of neurons is granule cells of dentate
gyrus. Calm state is characterized mostly by large-amplitude irregular activity that is rarely
interrupted by fast oscillatory events called ‘sharp-wave ripples’ - SWRs (120-200 Hz). During
ripples, CA3 neurons are massively and synchronously discharge and excite mostly their down-
stream CA1 neurons that, in turn, activate their neocortical targets. During this state, pyram-
idal cells in CA1 are the most active neurons.

Two-stage model of memory consolidation postulates that during theta exploratory
behavior information is encoded in labile form in the structures downstream to the dentate
gyrus. Information is transferred into a long-term storage during population bursts in the CA3
of hippocampus. It is important to stress that in this model, hippocampal neurons that were
potentiated during active behavior have higher probabilities to be excited during SWRs and

thus be converted into long-lasting memory.

Reactivations of place cells: neural correlates of spatial memory

As it was mentioned above, place cells are organized in the sequences during active

exploratory behavior, and temporal relationship between spikes within these sequences allow
for long-term potentiation, which in turn results in the increased possibility of co-firing of neu-
rons that were active together in the past. There are several studies which show that blocking
or manipulating with long-term potentiation, potentially key player for binding theta se-
guences together, in hippocampus results in severe impairments in spatial-dependent behav-
ior and place cell activity (Shapiro, 2001; Robbe and Buzsaki, 2009). Moreover, theta se-
guences disrupted during passive transportation of an animal result in degraded post-sleep
co-firing, suggesting necessity of theta sequences formation for reactivations (Drieu et al.,
2018).
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Discovery of reactivations

During exploration of the environment, place cells with overlapping place fields
demonstrated significantly larger mean pairwise cross-correlations than place cells whose
place fields did not overlap, which confirmed that place cells with adjacent place fields fire
together (Wilson & McNaughton, 1994). More strikingly, in post-exploration sleep period au-
thors also detected increased cross-correlations of neuron pairs with overlapping place fields
— this effect was comparable to the effect during exploration. Cross-correlations during rest
period, which preceded explorations, did not show any difference for two types of place cell
pairs. This effect suggested that place cell pairs, which had on average higher co-firing rate
than other place cell pairs, maintain their temporal relationships during subsequent rest pe-
riod. This effect was named ‘reactivations’.

In this manuscript, | will follow the consensus nomenclature proposed by a group of
researchers in the special issue dedicated to reactivations (Genzel et al., 2020). They sug-
gested that reactivation is an umbrella term that define reinstatement of the pattern of neu-
ronal activity that represents a prior experience significantly stronger than it is observed
before the experience took place. A replay would be a special type of reactivation that in-
cludes sequential information.

Reactivations happen during NREM sleep

Later, pairwise correlations method allowed researchers to show that temporal rela-
tionships between co-firing neurons are stable across exploration and post-exploration ses-
sions. Using ‘temporal bias’ measure, it was shown that place cells with overlapping place
fields on average have significant bias to fire in the specific order (Skaggs & McNaughton,
1996). It is important to mention that this result was obtained in unidirectional exploration
paradigms, so there was only one way to approach any given place field. Later, similar results
were obtained in the parietal cortex neurons (which have multiple place fields) but no tem-
poral bias was detected between hippocampal and neocortical neurons (Qin et al., 1997).

Improving on correlational methods described above, the group of Bruce McNaughton
suggested to assess similarity of cross-correlation matrices during exploration and rest peri-
ods, introducing ‘explained variance’ measure (Kudrimoti et al., 1999). Using this new meas-
ure, authors confirmed previous results and also demonstrated that almost no cross-correla-
tion variance during REM episodes of post-exploration sleep could be explained by previous
exploration experience, ruling out potential role of REM reactivations in memory consolida-

tion process.

Compressed place cells sequences are replayed during NREM sleep
Detection of specific place cell activation sequences, which represent trajectories
taken by the animal, opened a possibility to match these sequences to any given spike train.

Matching a template epoch on the running epoch using a sliding window vyielded significantly
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Box 1-2. Methods to detect neuronal reactivations

The main idea behind any method to detect reactivations is to look for the neuronal
activity that was present in active state of an animal in the subsequent period of time (mostly,
researchers are interested in sleep or calm consummatory behaviors). For detailed review on
the methods, please see Peyrache and Tingley, 2020.

The first big group of strategies is designed to search for pairwise correlations between
neurons. Indeed, if two cells have fired together they would develop strengthened connec-
tions according to Hebb’s rules and they would continue to fire together after conditions that
have driven their co-firing have gone. Such effect could be detected using pairwise correla-
tions of spike trains (Wilson and McNaughton, 1994; Skaggs and McNaugthon, 1996). How-
ever, it is very indirect method to assess reactivations, and it does not account for possible
correlations present already before the experience. To overcome these limitations, explained
variance measure was introduced (Kudrimoti et al., 1999). Authors proposed that if co-firing
of neurons during active period translates to co-firing of neurons in later sleep, similarity be-
tween matrices of pairwise correlations in active behavior and in subsequent sleep would be
higher than between matrices in active behavior and in the sleep that precedes it. To assess
similarity, correlation coefficients of pairwise correlation matrices was used, and an explained
measure would be

2
/ Rtask,post - Rtask,pre & Rpre,post \
2 2
\/(1 - Rtask,pre) * (1 - Rpre,post)/

where R correspond to correlation coefficient of pairwise correlation matrices between peri-

EV =

ods of time indicated in lower index. Note that explained variance accounts for correlations
already present during sleep that precedes active task behavior and isolate only correlations
in post-sleep that were inherited from active behavior.

Another group of methods takes the templates of neuronal activity that was observed
during exploratory period and matches them to other epochs of interest (Nadasdy et al.,
1999). To account for possible replays that dynamically adjust their compression factor, tem-
plate matching methods could use rank order correlations (Lee and Wilson, 2002). Template
matching methods work great in the linear track tasks, however in more complex environ-
ments and with increasing number of place cells with multiple place fields, construction of
templates becomes very difficult.

Another strategy to detect reactivations comes as a hybrid between correlational
methods and template matching (Peyrache et al., 2009; Peyrache et al., 2010). The idea is to
extract meaningful components from the correlation matrix of neuronal activity by means of
dimensionality reduction techniques (usually, PCA or ICA). Obtained signals (or ‘templates’)
could be projected to the spike trains in the epoch of interest to obtain reactivation strength
measure. High reactivation strength measure at the particular period of time is interpreted as

an instance of reactivation of a particular template that is, in turn, interpreted as cell assembly
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/of neurons that fired together during active behavior. This strategy keeps temporal resolution \

and flexibility of classical template matching combining it with plain logic of correlational
methods.

Despite the fact that formally decoding falls in the template matching group of meth-
ods, we will stop at it separately as it is the golden standard of reactivation methods nowa-
days. If one knows unambiguous relationships between firing of a neuron and location of an
animal, one could decode animal’s position from neuronal activity only (Zhang et al., 1998).
The most used decoding framework uses Bayesian relationships, calculating posterior proba-
bilities of finding the animal in the specific spatial location from the population vectors of
neuronal firing at any given time point. This approach could be successfully applied to decode
the positions replayed during reactivation sequences (and would be described in more detail
in chapter 4).

In recent review on reactivation methods by Peyrache and Tingley (2020), authors have
pointed out that assumption of different strategies to detect reactivations to show similar
result on the same dataset is largely wrong. After using correlational methods, template
matching and Bayesian approach on the same real or simulated datasets of candidate events,

they have observed large disagreement between all methods used except linear correlation

and Bayesian approach. This could have deep impact on the joint interpretations of body of
K literature, in which different research groups use different methodology. /
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more repetitions than it would be expected by chance (Nadasdy et al., 1999), and confirmed
that sequences of neuronal activity are compressed in time approximately 10-fold. Later, tem-
plate matching method was brought to its full power in the thorough study in which authors
divided neuronal activation sequences with two, three and more than three neurons (Lee and
Wilson, 2002). Obviously, probability of exact sequence matching to any spike train is inversely
proportional to the sequence length. The study demonstrated that the sequences detected
during post-behavior NREM sleep had significantly stronger matching rate to the spike trains
recorded during active behavior than it could be predicted by the random occurrence of neu-
ronal activations. It is important to notice that random in this context implies possibility of
each neuron to excite each neuron within a neural network with equal probability. (It does
not correspond to reality, neurons are always confined by connectivity patterns and synaptic
weights).

By early 2000s, there was an ample evidence suggesting that place cells that were ac-
tive during specific behaviors could be found re-activated during subsequent sleep period with
higher probability than cells that were silent during behavior (Kudrimoti et al., 1999). Moreo-
ver, these re-activations that happen mostly during periods of SWRs in NREM sleep tend to
preserve temporal structure of their activity (Louie & Wilson, 2001; Lee & Wilson, 2002). It is
important to note that reports on REM sleep reactivations are still very rare (Louie & Wilson,
2001; Zielinski et al., 2021), and the consensus here has not been reached.

Sleep reactivations and replays were suggested for the role of neural substrate of
memory consolidation. Indeed, their occurrence mostly coincides with SWRs that were iden-
tified by two-stage memory consolidation model as events that promote memory consolida-
tion. In addition, due to their repetitive nature, reactivations of hippocampal could induce
long-term synaptic changes in their downstream cortical targets. | will review causal evidence

that hippocampal reactivations are important for memory consolidation later in this chapter.

Place cells are also replayed during calm wakefulness

Place cells reactivations were also found during calm periods during wakefulness
(Foster and Wilson, 2006). Interestingly, these periods were also characterized by high prob-
ability of SWRs occurrence. Reactivations observed unfolded mostly in the order opposite to
the order in which animal traversed place fields. These events were termed ‘reverse replays’.
Later, it was demonstrated by means of template matching approach that reverse replays oc-
cur after behavioral sequence was completed, and forward replays during wakefulness were
observed before start of a behavioral sequence (Diba and Buzhaki, 2007).

Forward and reverse replays during the task were observed in the linear track tasks. In
the linear track, place cells are activated in strict succession. Each place field could be ap-
proached only in two ways. In the two-dimensional environments, each location has several
paths to be approached by. This significantly reduces number of neuronal reactivation se-

guences that could be detected due to random neuronal firing. Despite that fact, very strong
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bias towards sequences activated during running epochs was found in re-activated sequences
detected during transient halt periods with high density of SWRs (Csicsvari et al., 2007). These
results further confirm existence of awake replay phenomenon.

Advances in decoding and recording techniques allowed researchers to determine
which locations are reactivated during different types of replay events. Thus, it was shown in
the linear environment that reactivations could begin not only with the place cell which was
active the last (and the place field which animal currently occupies) but also from remote lo-
cations in the environment (Davidson et al., 2009). Other group has shown that animal could
replay trajectories associated with the environment explored before the environment it is cur-
rently in (Karlsson and Frank, 2009). Very important findings were described in the work by
Pfeiffer and Foster (2013). Authors showed that during the goad-directed behavior in two-
dimensional open field animals replays future trajectories during transient stops in the behav-
ior. These replayed sequences were biased towards the goal location and, more interestingly,
they reflected trajectories that animals chose to take after a replay event. Close relation of
awake reactivation events to the task requirements were later confirmed in the study that
used a linear track with two stopping points where an animal was receiving reward (Olafsdét-
tiret al., 2017). Authors demonstrated that during the periods of immobility directly following
and directly preceding locomotion, animal reactivated mostly trajectories that it has just trav-
ersed or it will traverse in the immediate future. On the other hand, during immobility periods
that were not flanked by locomotion probability to detect remote replay was significantly
higher.

Replays that happen during wakefulness are thought to have a role beyond memory
consolidation. Since awake replay often is not mere repetition of explored trajectories but
simulation of future paths or even of trajectories that were never and will not be taken,
they are considered to play a role in planning and decision making (Pfeiffer and Foster, 2013;
Olafsdéttir et al., 2018; Pfeiffer, 2020). In an attempt to show causal role of awake replay in
spatial decision making, researchers interrupted SWRs while rats where performing W-maze
alternation task (Jadhav et al., 2012). Performance of these animals were significantly worse
than in control ones. However, it is hard to say whether manipulation with SWRs also trun-
cated replays and whether deficits in behavior were caused by problems in decision making
rather than memory consolidation (without going into a debate about interconnections be-

tween those two processes).

Preplays of preconfigured sequences

Surprisingly, one group of researchers have found that temporal sequences that are
active during subsequent exploratory period could be observed even in sleep that precedes
the experience (Dragoi and Tonegawa, 2011). In their seminal paper, they used template
matching methods to show that place cell sequences of a certain part of environment were

presentin the previous sleep despite the fact that animal had never seen this enclosure. These
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results were criticized due to methodological issues (Silva et al., 2015). However, the group of
George Dragoi has managed to reply to the criticism and has published a paper confirming
existence of preplays (Farooq et al., 2019). These results are interpreted as the evidence that
sequential motifs of neuronal activations are selected from the limited pool of pre-con-
nected cell assemblies (Dragoi, 2020; Buzsaki, 2019). These pre-defined sequences are devel-
oping in ontogenesis and they acquire meaning during the experience.

Causal evidence for involvement of hippocampal reactivations in memory
consolidation

There is a widespread consensus in the literature that sleep is beneficial for memory
performance (see Box 3 for more details). Moreover, it is widely accepted nowadays that re-
activations and replays that occur during NREM sleep are the neural substrate for memory
consolidation. Indeed, they mostly occur during calm (offline) states and they do not interfere
with the ongoing experience in accordance with two-stage memory consolidation theory of
David Marr and Gyorgy Buzsaki (Marr, 1971; Buzsaki, 1989). In addition, reactivations are pow-
erful bursts of neural activity that are repeated multiple times throughout sleep, which create
conditions for long-term potentiation of downstream synapses, and therefore preservation of
correlational structure of neuronal activity.

There are few studies that show causal role of place cell reactivation in memory con-
solidation processes. In the seminal study, rats that have performed hippocampus-dependent
multiple-choice task in the radiant maze after which they have been placed for sleep
(Girardeau et al., 2009). Control rats have received either intracranial stimulation outside
SWRs or no stimulation, whereas one group of animals have undergone closed-loop protocol
that have interrupted SWRs each time they occurred. Performance in the task tested after
sleep has been significantly lower for the rats in which SWRs were truncated compared to
other experimental group. These results were independently confirmed later (Ego-Stengel and
Wilson, 2010).

Furthermore, implication of hippocampal reactivations in memory consolidation was
proved in the study by the group of Joseph Csivari (Grydchin et al., 2020). Two cheeseboard
mazes task were used. Using closed-loop system, authors selectively perturbed specific cell
assemblies that correspond to trajectories in the particular environment. They were able to
demonstrate that animals spend significantly more time around the reward zone in the con-
trol environment, reactivations of which were not interrupted, than in the target environ-
ment, suggesting absence of goal-directed behavior in mice with interrupted reactivations.
Importantly, it has been shown that place fields of target environment were destabilized after
sleep, however they have quickly come back to normal behavior during subsequent relearn-
ing.

The question of causality was further approached by our research group: authors have

used rewarding medial forebrain bundle stimulation triggered on sleep reactivation of a
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Box 1-3. Evidence for the role of NREM sleep in memory consolidation

Idea that sleep is beneficial for subsequent memory performance seems to be present
in folk psychology for the whole period of human culture existence. First experimental evi-
dence confirming this view came in 1920s (Jenkins and Dallenbach, 1924), but it takes many
decades and the discovery that sleep consists of cyclic alternation between two stages (NREM
and REM sleep) to start accumulating modern experimental results. Initially, dominant line of
research linked REM sleep to memory consolidation function due to the fact that dreaming
occurs mostly in REM stage, however, at the moment there is a large body literature that
demonstrates indispensable role of NREM sleep in consolidation of hippocampus-dependent
memories (for more detailed reviews, see Diekelmann and Born, 2010; Born and Wilhelm,
2012).

A

Experienced Episodes

Figure 1-5. Schematic vision on modern version of two-stage model of memory con-

solidation. Adapted from Born and Wilhelm, 2012. New memories are encoded in hippocam-

pus during active theta state (not shown), and are consolidated during calm periods. The pro-
cess of consolidation involves tight coordination between hippocampus in neocortex: neuronal
activity at the time of hippocampal sharp-wave ripples happen in very close temporal proxim-
ity to neocortical slow oscillations and corresponding to them ‘UP’ and ‘DOWN’ states as well
as to thalamo-cortical spindles. Perturbations of any of these oscillatory signatures alter
memory performance.

Thus, after training in declarative memory tasks, human subjects that were asked to
retrieve their memory after the first part of the night, in which NREM is the dominant sleep
stage, performed better than subjects who were tested after the second part of sleep, which
has much larger density of REM sleep (Plihal and Born, 1997; Plihal and Born, 1999). In differ-
ent study, participants have learnt card-pair location in the presence of a particular odor

(Rasch et al., 2007). In later sleep, this odor was re-exposed to participants during different

~
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stages of sleep or during wakefulness. Memory performance during test was significantly bet-
terin the group where odor was presented during NREM sleep compared to two other groups.

NREM sleep is characterized by several neocortical oscillatory signatures: namely, slow
oscillations (< 1 Hz), delta waves (1-4 Hz) and spindles, transient oscillatory activity in the
range of 12-16 Hz. Moreover, delta waves orchestrate ‘UP’ periods in neocortex when neurons
extensively fire action potentials and ‘DOWN’ periods when neurons are silent. Interestingly,
neocortical NREM sleep signatures are tightly coordinated with hippocampal SWRs. Thus, hip-
pocampal SWRs occur mostly at the transitions between ‘DOWN’ and ‘UP’ states in neocortex
(Sirota et al., 2003; Battaglia et al., 2004). In the similar manner, spindles closely follow delta
waves and could be observed at the transition to ‘UP’ states (Peyrache et al., 2011).

Manipulations with oscillatory signatures during NREM sleep confirm their important
role in memory consolidation and close functional relationship with hippocampal SWRs and,
possibly, reactivations. Delta waves and spindles were electrically induced in the neocortex
after detection of SWRs in hippocampus (Maingret et al., 2016). This procedure of reinforcing
natural coordination between hippocampus and neocortex during NREM sleep improved per-
formance of animals in hippocampus-dependent memory task. In other study, authors used
mice that have undergone contextual and cued fear conditioning protocol (Latchoumane et
al., 2017). In subsequent sleep, spindles were induced by stimulation of thalamic nucleus re-
ticularis in phase with neocortical rising phase of slow oscillations (Latchoumane et al., 2017).
This procedure resulted in increased freezing rate only in contextual fear conditioning proto-
col, a task which is thought to depend on hippocampal function, but not in the cued version,
which is hippocampus-independent.

Taken together, these studies (and many more, reviewed elsewhere) provide compel-
ling evidence that NREM sleep is beneficial for consolidation of hippocampus-dependent
memories. Moreover, results reviewed suggest that memory consolidation heavily rely on the

precise coordination between hippocampal and neocortical networks (see Fig. 1-5).

!
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particular place cell during sleep (de Lavilléon et al., 2015). In the subsequent wake period,
animals increased five-fold the time spent in the place field of the reinforced place cell com-
pared with pre-sleep exploration. It is important to mention that animals also demonstrated
signatures of goal-directed behavior towards the place field area (decreased latency to reach
it).

Up to date, these report remains the only ones that directly demonstrate that reacti-
vations of place cells play causal role in memory consolidation during NREM sleep. Due to
technical difficulties of manipulating place cells, further studies are still to be performed, and
there are still questions that remain without answer.

Résumé

Hippocampus is required for encoding and consolidation of declarative memories in
humans. In animals, hippocampus-dependent memories are often studied in the paradigm of
spatial navigation.

Neurons in hippocampal formation demonstrate tuning to different aspects of spatial
navigation system. Most known of them are place cells that are recorded mostly from the CA1
of hippocampus and exhibit location-specific firing. There are also grid cells the firing pattern
of which represents a grid-like structure overlaid on the explored environment, head direction
cells which are tuned to the angular direction of the animal’s head and boundary cells that are
active at the natural boundaries within the environment.

Memory is a complex dynamical process that occur at several levels of brain organiza-
tion. Encoding of spatial memories is thought to happen during active exploratory period
when theta oscillations organize neurons in sequences via long-term potentiation mecha-
nisms. Encoded memories are consolidated during sleep, consummatory or immobility peri-
ods that are characterized by irregular oscillatory patterns called sharp-wave ripples. Repeti-
tive and massive activation of neurons during sharp-wave ripples is considered a mechanism
of memory consolidation.

Sequences of place cells explored during active behavior are reactivated both during
calm periods during wakefulness and sleep suggesting their potential role in consolidation of
spatial memories. There are three main groups of methods that researchers used to detect
reactivations: correlational methods, template matching methods and decoding methods.

Reactivations detected during wake could be reverse or forward in respect to the pri-
mary direction of exploration. Moreover, they have been found to represent not only explored
trajectories but trajectories that will be taken in the future or trajectories that will never be
explored. For that reason, the community agrees that wake reactivations play a role in plan-
ning and decision-making (via potential mental simulations).

Reactivation during sleep were detected mostly during NREM sleep but there are few
reports showing REM sleep reactivations. NREM sleep reactivations mostly occur during rip-

ples, and most of them in the early parts of post-exploration sleep. Their role in supporting
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memory consolidation has found solid evidence in several causal studies, in which authors
either impaired memory retrieval by truncating sleep reactivations, or changed emotional va-
lence of previously neutral memory during NREM sleep proving the fact that memory was still

in labile form at the time when sleep reactivation occur.

26



uestions:

e What are the mechanisms in the brain that select information to be re-
played? Which conditions affect contents of any specific replay?

e Does hippocampus code only spatial information or does it include other
non-spatial parameters in its rate and/or phase coding? — chapters 4, 5, 7

e How do emotions and motivation change rate and contents of reactiva-
tions? — chapters 4, 5
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Chapter 2. Decoding of animal’s po-
sition from neuronal activity in hip-
pocampus
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Introduction

Decoding algorithms attempt to reconstruct the variable potentially encoded in the
neural activity from this activity. There are multiple fields in neuroscience and medicine where
decoding from neural signals plays a prominent role, including decoding of various aspects of
movement from motor cortex (Ethier et al., 2012), or decoding decisions from activity in pre-
frontal and parietal cortices (Baeg et al., 2003; Ibos and Freedman, 2017). Historically, decod-
ing was first applied as a passive tool to understand properties of the neural code and for
analysis of neural activity that was detached from active behavior, for example, during sleep.
However, in recent years decoding became an active part of closed-loop experimental systems
and brain-computer interfaces, allowing answers to questions on causality within neural cir-
cuits. In this chapter, we will discuss decoding of animal’s position from the activity of hippo-
campal neurons.

Decoding of animal’s position from hippocampal place cells is relatively easy task due
to unambiguous relationships between their firing pattern and the variable to decode. In-
deed, one needs only few sharply tuned place cells to build robust and accurate decoder. Sit-
uation appears more difficult when reactivations are attempted to be decoded — in these cir-
cumstances decoding is one of the few ways to discover actual contents of a particular replay
event. However, we do not have any ground truth during reactivations, which means that the
decoding interpretation critically depends on the assumptions embedded in the decoding al-
gorithm.

In addition, use of position decoder for closed-loop experiments places more de-
mands: decoder should be computationally fast and require minimal manual curation. In
this chapter, | will review existing strategies to decode animal’s position from hippocampal

signal in light of these aspects of their functioning.

Bayesian decoding

Bayesian framework seems to be the natural choice for decoding problems. It explicitly
asks the question of interest: given the neuronal firing at the time t, what is the most prob-
able value of the variable we want to decode? Bayesian decoder (and — almost — all other
decoders that we will discuss in this chapter) aims to predict the most probable location of an
animal in spatially binned environment based on the firing rates of neurons from a certain
time window (also called bin).

If we apply Bayes formula to the problem of position decoding, it will look as follows:

p(spikes|pos) P(pos)
P(spikes)

P(pos|spikes) = ) (1)

where P(pos) is the prior, or the probability of the animal to be found in certain spatial
bin of environment, P(spikes) is the probability of certain number of spikes to occur in the

temporal bin, P(spikes|[pos) is the likelihood, or the conditional probability of certain number
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of spikes given certain position, and P(pos/spikes) is the probability of an animal to be found
in certain position — or the posterior probability we would like to find.

From the usual experimental dataset with multiple simultaneously recorded place cells
and behavioral tracking, one has instantaneous position of the animal and the spike trains.
Thus, we can easily calculate P(pos). P(spikes) could be obtained using marginalization of con-
ditional probability P(spikes|pos) over all spatial bins, and therefore one does not need to
measure it directly. There is one term needed to calculate posterior probability in the equation
1: conditional probability P(spikes[pos), or likelihood.

There are two key assumption in Bayesian approach to position decoding: spiking of
any given neuron is drawn from Poisson distribution, and all neurons are statistically inde-
pendent from each other (Zhang et al., 1998). Given Poisson statistics of spike trains, likeli-

hood to find n spikes fired by one neuron in the time window t is

(tf(lml)s))n % e ~tf(Pos)
n!

P(n|pos) = (2)

and, given statistical independency of all neurons,

l—[N (tf(pos))l —tf(pos). (3)

l

P(spikes|pos) = [['L, P(n|pos) =

When inserting equation 3 into equation 1, we get

P(pos|spikes) = C(t,spikes)P(pos)([1\., M) % et Xt fi(pos) (4)

where C(t, spikes) is the normalization constant such as sum of P(pos/spikes) across all
spatial bins equals 1.

Zhang and colleagues further discussed validity of those assumptions. In fact, it is hard
to say that pyramidal cells in hippocampus fire action potential according to Poisson statistics.
Their firing is largely skewed due to their low basal firing rate and with peaks of activity
strongly dependent on the position of the animal. Also, on short time scales (<10 ms) hippo-
campal pyramidal cells tend to fire bursts, called complex spikes, which is not grasped by Pois-
son distribution. However, as we can see later in this chapter, Poisson process is the good
enough starting point to model neuronal firing, and Bayesian model with this assumption
yields fairly accurate results in decoding tasks (Zhang et al., 1998; Brown et al., 1988).
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Second assumption about statistical independency of neuronal firing contradicts what
we know about physiological properties of hippocampal network: once an animal explores the
environment, correlations between spike trains are developing rapidly (Wilson and McNaugh-
ton, 1994; Kudrimoti et al., 1999). If in the recorded dataset one does not have overlapping
place cells, neurons rarely fire together but, even given that, independence assumption
should be considered as simplification.

Despite this, Bayesian framework demonstrate good decoding accuracy (Fig. 2-1).
When calculating distance between predicted and true positions, Bayesian decoder outper-
formed linear methods by the factor of three (Zhang et al., 1998). Decoder was trained on the
datasets containing 25-30 place cells, and authors have shown that decoding accuracy is pro-
portional to the number of cells in the analysis. Importantly, authors were able to theoretically
demonstrate that Bayesian decoder performs close to the theoretically optimal decoder, de-
fined on the basis of Fisher information.

Interestingly, once validated on the awake data where population vectors of hippo-
campal neurons codes precisely for the actual position of an animal, Bayesian decoder could
be used to decode replays. For fine-grained decoding of compressed contents of hippocam-
pal sequences, researchers usually use small (20-50 ms) time windows and apply various
assumptions constraining sequences to be continuous (Zhang et al., 1998; Davidson et al.,
2009; Wu and Foster, 2014). Using this method, it is possible to decode replayed trajectories
in calm wake (Johnson and Redish, 2007; Davidson et al., 2009; Pfeiffer and Foster, 2013), and
sleep (Dragoi and Tonegawa, 2011; Faroog et al., 2019). It is important to mention that instead
of point estimates, Bayesian decoders gives the user probability distribution of inferred posi-
tions, which could be used as the handle of prediction confidence.
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Figure 2-1. Example of the Bayesian decoding. Adapted from Kloostreman et al., 2014.
Top. Real position of the animal. Middle. Inferred position of the animal. Bottom. Speed of the

animal. The ribbon is colored in black for active periods of the animal, grey — for calm periods.
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Application of Bayesian decoder to closed-loop experiments

In essence, online decoding of the position is not different from offline one. The only
additional requirement is that the decoding computations in each time window should run as
fast (or faster) than an update of each of those windows. Therefore, the main requirement for
online decoding algorithm is an optimal code on the fast machine.

The first report where bayesian decoder was successfully applied to decoding animal
position in real time was published in 2011 (Guger et al., 2011). Position was decoded from
the dataset of hippocampal neurons recorded from rats performing random foraging in the
open field. Authors have manually sorted spike data on pre-existing dataset, and they used
resulting waveforms as templates for incoming spikes during the experiment, achieving real-
time spike sorting. Fairly accurate online reconstruction of animal position was demonstrated
but this strategy (although important as a proof of concept) suffers from several imperfec-
tions. First, to estimate firing rate of the neurons, spiking data over long periods (several sec-
onds) need to be estimated, which makes this algorithm not usable for decoding of replays
that happen on the fast scale. This could be overcome by using firing rates pre-recorded over
long enough periods. More importantly, this method relies on the manual spike sorting step
which is very time-consuming, if a researcher has more than 15-20 units to spike sort.

This latter constraint was overcome by Fabian Kloosterman and colleagues (Klooster-
man et al., 2014). Instead of fully sorted spikes, authors used waveform features obtained
from principal component analysis (PCA) performed on prerecorded spikes. They have devel-
oped the version of Bayesian decoder that, instead of using firing rates of individual units,
assesses P(pos/spikes) based on waveforms features. To assess probability distribution in real
time, kernel density estimators (KDE) were used. This algorithm was able to decode position
of the animal with accuracy that was comparable to the classical Bayesian decoder with sorted
spikes. However, once quality of spike sorting was artificially decreased, feature-based de-
coder demonstrated better performance. Summing up, fully functioning online decoding al-
gorithm based on Bayesian approach was validated, and it was shown that it requires minimal
manual curation. One group of parameters that needs to be tuned is the bandwidth for kernel
density estimators: as it is pointed out in the paper, bandwidth should have been found sep-
arately for each dataset.

Another sensitive part of online Bayesian decoding algorithm is that KDE used for con-
structing probability distribution is computationally slow, and could significantly slow down
performance, which is undesirable if one wants to decode replay events happening at the
timescales of tens of milliseconds. On one hand, kernel density compression techniques were
suggested to speed up KDE (Sodkomkham et al., 2016), which only marginally degraded de-
coding accuracy. On the other hand, parallelization proposed by graphics processing units
(GPUs) was utilized to significantly accelerate decoding classically built for central processing

unit computations (Hu et al., 2018).
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As a result, this technique was successfully applied to decoding contents of replays in
hippocampal CAlin real time (Ciliberti et al., 2018). In this study, population bursts were iden-
tified using manually selected threshold as candidate events that could harbor replays. Using
Bayesian framework with unsorted spikes described above, replays were detected in the time
windows of 50 ms with 70% sensitivity and specificity and with 95% accuracy compared with
offline Bayesian decoding, which allows using this algorithm to perform closed-loop experi-
ments.

Even such impressive technological advance in closed-loop neuroscience has its draw-
backs. First, the whole pipeline is very heavy, and either requires a lot of expensive equip-
ment or extremely good quality of recording, which is not always achievable, especially in
experiments with mice. Second, as it was mentioned above, Bayesian decoders place two
heavy assumptions on the statistics of firing units: their Poisson distribution and statistical
independency. These assumptions are not satisfied for neuronal firing, and this fact could hide
certain aspects of location-related activity in hippocampus. Other machine learning tech-
niques of position decoding were proposed to promote more out-of-box (out-of-Bayes) think-

ing about hippocampal replays.

Artificial neural networks to decode position

Artificial neural networks (ANNs) are the natural choice for the tasks where mapping
from high-dimensional data to low dimensional outputs is required (Richards et al., 2019).
Importantly, ANNs make few assumptions about input data, and nowadays ANN algorithms
are highly optimized to run both on CPUs and GPUs. These factors make ANNs good candi-
dates for the backbone of the position decoders.

Long short term memory (LSTM) neural network is the type of recurrent neural net-
work that was designed to detect dependencies unrolling in time. LSTMs were largely used in
the time series prediction and recognition of speech. Sequences of hippocampal activity have
structural resemblance to language because they have distinct words (place cells) that are
formed into sentences (theta sequences). It has been demonstrated that LSTMs could be suc-
cessfully applied to the problem of position decoding using manually pre-sorted spikes as in-
puts (Tampuu et al., 2019). Decoder based on the LSTMs significantly outperformed Bayesian
decoder, and it was slightly more robust to number of single units used for training than Bayes-
ian decoder.

Another approach was developed to avoid spike sorting step, which inflates time
needed for a full cycle of training and, more importantly, introduces human-related biases in
the algorithm (Frey et al., 2019). Instead of spiking activity, inputs are derived from wavelet
transform of raw electrophysiological signals that are fed into consecutive layers of 2D convo-

lutional network (CNN). CNNs are widely used in computer vision tasks and are known for
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their ability to learn representations meaningful for the current tasks from raw pictures. In-
deed, if we treat wavelet decomposition as two-dimensional picture, we can build the algo-
rithm that can infer position of the animal from those pictures. This approach yielded excellent
results: CNN-based decoder demonstrated 2 times smaller error than Bayesian decoder. This
algorithm was robust to downsampling and more robust to decreasing number of inputs than
Bayesian decoder.

It is important to stress here that these two very different takes on position decoding
performed better than conventional Bayesian decoder, albeit the fact that they all used (pref-
erentially) spiking activity. This is indirect evidence that assumptions used in Bayesian ap-
proach actually constrain performance of the decoder, and ANN-based decoder could offer
different view on position coding in hippocampus and, more interestingly, on hippocampal
reactivations.

In addition, ANN-based decoders have a huge potential to be used in closed-loop ex-
periments: computational cost of using trained ANN is small (unlike Bayesian decoder), and
variety of different backend solutions make deep learning more convenient candidate for
fast and accurate decoding than Bayesian approach. In this manuscript, we will demonstrate
a solution that combines advantages of strategies without spike sorting with recurrent ANN
models.

Résumé

Decoding of the position from the activity of hippocampal neurons is a powerful tool
for studying reactivations and replays of past experience that happen during offline states,
and a tool for asking questions about causality during closed-loop experiments. Therefore, it
is important to realize strengths and limitations of the decoding tools in order to interpret
results correctly. There are two additional demands that are placed on the real-time decoders:
computational speed and minimal manual curation of data.

Bayesian decoders were golden standard for position decoders for two decades.
Bayesian approach is essentially calculating conditional probability of animal’s position given
population vector of neuronal firing. Within this framework, we assume that firing of the neu-
rons in hippocampus follows Poisson distribution and that different neurons are statistically
independent from each other. These assumptions are not confirmed by recording of real neu-
rons. However, Bayesian decoders demonstrate accurate performance when attempting to
decode a position of active animal, and they can be applied to decode offline replays. Im-
portantly, instead of point estimates, Bayesian decoders gives the user probability distribution
of inferred position, which could be used as the handle of prediction confidence.

Bayesian decoders could be optimized for the use in closed-loop experiments. There is
series of report that present impressive technological development that allow to avoid time-
consuming and error-prone spike sorting and to significantly speed up the inference. This set-

up was successfully applied to online decoding of hippocampal replays.
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Another branch of research centered on position decoders utilizes artificial neural net-
works. In addition to being fast, ANNs are free of assumptions incorporated in Bayesian ap-
proach. Two algorithms were proposed in the literature: one based on the use of recurrent
neural networks, another based on convolutional neural networks. Both of them outper-
formed Bayesian decoder. However, there is still little evidence on the success of using ANNs
to decode replay contents or on the use of ANNs in the closed-loop system for position de-
coding.
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uestions:

Can we design position decoder based on artificial neural networks
that would not require spike sorting? — chapter 6

If yes, can we use such network as a tool to study neuronal reacti-
vations? — chapter 6
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Chapter 3. Emotional behaviors and
their correlates in the brain
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Introduction
Learning recruits a large number of structures in the brain, and the big share of them

is directly involved in processing of reinforcement (either positive or negative). In the current
thesis, we employ both reward and defensive systems of the brain, and it is crucial to under-
stand main architecture and principles of their functioning and interaction.

Both reward-based and aversive learning have stereotypical sets of behavioral corre-
lates: for instance, seeking behavior after reward exposure, or freezing behavior after aversive
event. In natural conditions, these behaviors intermingle within each other, further compli-
cating the picture of affective learning.

One interesting example is changing the emotional valence of an object, or counter-

conditioning. Can we use it to change behaviors related to maladaptive association?

Organization of reward system

Reward-related behaviors

Reward, also known as positive reinforcement, is any object or event that generates
approach behavior and/or consumption, produces learning of this behavior, and/or is an
outcome of decision-making process (Schultz, 2007). Rewards produce positive changes in
behavior. Positivity in this case refers to the fact that primary rewards (such as food or lig-
uid) induce reaction of consumption as well as approach behavior as opposed to the reac-
tion of avoidance and flight (Schultz, 2006). The most obvious example of reward-related be-
haviors could be seen in the operant conditioning — behavioral paradigm, in which an animal
should take action to receive the reward. In such conditions, animals will repeat the behaviors
that lead to the rewarding outcome as long as the contingency between reward and action is
kept. Learning of the contingency between reward and action and approach behavior charac-
terized by physical movement towards rewarding stimuli satisfy the definition of goal-directed
behavior (Dickinson and Balleine, 1994). Thus, in case of operant conditioning rewards prompt
goal-directed behaviors. Importantly, rewards not only result in goal-directed behavior to-
wards them but also in general arousal and proactive efforts to increase reward probability
(Wise, 2006).

Interestingly, many theorists consider rewards to be a function that organisms maxim-
ize in order to survive and multiply their offspring. In that sense, distal rewards call for con-
stant seeking behaviors: in order to pass genes to the next generation one has to find food,
water and mates. Thus, rewards exist in a constant positive feedback loop, in which they drive,

attract and amplify behaviors.
Reward system in the brain

Processing of reward is tightly linked to the functioning of dopaminergic structures
of the brain.
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Glutamatergic
Dopaminergic
GABAergic

mPFC

Figure 3-1. Simplified schematics of major reward-related systems in rodent’s brain.
Adapted from Russo and Nestler, 2013 with modifications. The primary reward circuit includes
dopaminergic projections from the ventral tegmental area (VTA) to the nucleus accumbens
(NAc), which release dopamine in response to reward-related stimuli. The NAc receives dense
innervation from glutamatergic monosynaptic circuits from the medial prefrontal cortex
(mPFC), hippocampus (Hipp) and amygdala (Amy), as well as other regions. The VTA receives
such inputs from the lateral dorsal tegmentum (LDTg), lateral habenula (LHb) and lateral hy-
pothalamus (LH). Important for spatial learning connections comes from locus coeruleus (LC)
to Hipp. These various glutamatergic inputs control aspects of reward-related perception and
memory. The dashed lines indicate internal inhibitory projections.

Dopaminergic neurons are mostly localized in the ventral part of mesencephalon: in
substantia nigra compacta (SNc), retrorubral field and ventral tegmental area (VTA). Axons
originating from SNc form nigrostriatal tract that plays an important role in regulation of vol-
untary movements (Arrias-Carrion et al., 2010). Two other dopaminergic tracts — mesolimbic
and mesocortical —are initiated from VTA neurons and are considered to be largely implicated
in emotional behavior.

Baseline activity of dopaminergic VTA neurons (under anesthesia or in calm wakeful-
ness) is composed of short bursts of action potentials and regularly spaced impulses (Schultz,
2007). Upon any reward-predicting event, primary reward or just physically salient stimulus
dopamine-producing VTA neurons change their pattern of activity. Sign of modulation codes
for prediction error (unpredicted reward leads to elevated firing rate, a fully predicted reward

does not change baseline activity, and reward omission suppresses neurons at the time of the
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predicted reward). Magnitude of response codes for the degree of surprise: partially predicted
reward would elicit lower response compared to fully unexpected one.

VTA dopaminergic neurons projects to nucleus accumbens (nAc), a part of ventral stri-
atum system, which receives dense glutamatergic projections from hippocampus, medial pre-
frontal cortex (mPFC) and amygdala (Fig. 3-1). VTA neurons also project to amygdala, hippo-
campus, and directly to mPFC, which are reciprocally interconnected between each other.

Whereas most of the structures shown on Fig. 3-1 provide support in processing of
reward-related information and decision-making, VTA and nAc respond to rewards-related
events almost exclusively. For example, optogenetic activation of dopaminergic VTA neurons
produce direct rewarding effect in the place preference paradigm (Tsai et al., 2009; Witten et
al, 2011). Activation of neurons that bear D1/D5 dopamine receptors in nAc enhances cocaine
reward, but activation of D2-type neurons suppresses rewarding effect of cocaine (Lobo et al.,
2010).

Medial forebrain bundle

Direct rewarding (and self-stimulating) effect could be also produced by electrical
stimulation of medial forebrain bundle (MFB), a large tract of fibers that passes through
lateral hypothalamic continuum (Olds and Milner, 1954; Wise, 2005). Interestingly, stimula-
tion of MFB provides not only the rewarding effect but it also induces seeking and consum-
matory responses (Margules and Olds, 1962). Exact anatomical outlines of MFB is hard to de-
fine largely because it comprises around 50 ascending and descending components mediated
by at least 13 neurotransmitters (Nieuwenhuys et al., 1982). Certain areas are heavily con-
nected through MFB (such as dopaminergic system of mesencephalon, hypothalamus and
ventral striatum), others are connected lightly (such as dorsal striatum or hippocampus). Most
of the fibers do not fully traverse the hypothalamic region from one structure to another but
also give rise to many collaterals along the way. Among MFB components, there are massive
ascending dopaminergic projections from VTA and SNc, descending axons originating in nAc
and fibers connecting various hypothalamic nucleus with other brain structures. Thus, MFB is
a fiber tract of enormous complexity, and its precise composition and function are still an
open question as of today.

Originally, it was believed that rewarding effect of MFB stimulation was mediated di-
rectly by dopamine fibers. Indeed, there is a massive dopamine release in nAc upon stimula-
tion of MFB, which mimics VTA-mediated phasic dopamine release upon presentation of re-
ward-related information (Freels et al., 2020; Vajari et al., 2020). However, it turned out that
only few dopaminergic fibers in MFB were directly activated in self-stimulation due to their
high activation threshold (Yeomans et al., 1988). During experiments that involve rewarding
MFB stimulation, two types of fibers were reliably recruited: cholinergic axons with ultrafast
response and the second slow subpopulation with unidentified neurotransmitter (Gratton and

Wise, 1985). There were many attempts to explain rewarding properties of MFB stimulation:
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some suggested that stimulation directly or indirectly excites VTA neurons, others thought
that the final target of MFB stimulation is mPFC; however, no definitive study has shown what
type of fibers the rewarding effect depend on (Wise, 2005).

MFB stimulation was successfully used in the spatial learning paradigms: applied in
a certain location, it can create place preference either during wakefulness (Kobayashi et al.,
1997; Talwar et al., 2002; Kobayashi et al., 2003; Mamad et al., 2017), or during sleep (de
Lavilléon et al., 2015).

Organization of defensive system

Defensive behaviors

Contrary to the relative straightforwardness of reward-related behaviors, defensive
behavioral strategies are complex and highly context- and species-specific. In this thesis, we
will focus on defensive strategies of rodents, as they are the animal model used in our study
as well as the most used animal model in neuroscience nowadays (Manger et al., 2008).

To the large extent, behavior of rats and mice is defined by the fact that they are prey
for larger species. In order to survive, they have rich repertoire of natural defensive behaviors
that was studied in detail by Blanchard and Blanchard (2001). They have suggested to use
visible burrow system, a behavioral paradigm that assesses different forms of animals’ re-
sponse to predatory threat. In visible burrow system, rodents live in the colony that contain
both tunnels and open space. At the beginning of the experiment, animals are allowed to ex-
plore the environment freely, and this behavior recorded as a baseline. After this long period
of habituation, animals are exposed to a natural predator, a cat. Interestingly, observed reac-
tion to the predator was similar among most of studied rodents and temporally stereotyped.
After cat entered the environment, all animals retreated to the tunnels where they spent long
periods of time freezing. After the period of freezing, movements within the hiding places
resumed and rodents started to probe the environment again. This period of risk assessing
exploration is characterized by careful and slow motion and presence of stretch-attend pos-
tures. If predator did not return, pre-cat behavior gradually replaced threat-induced strate-
gies.

If animal is placed at one side of the long hallway and then it is approached progres-
sively by an experimenter (here imitating a predator), animals would freeze first in response
to approaching human. After the experimenter will make contact or will move too close, ro-
dents would jump or attack (Blanchard et al., 1986; Blanchard et al., 1993). However, if ro-
dents are exposed to the area containing only cat’s odor without presence of the actual pred-
ator, their defensive behaviors are very different (Blanchard et al., 1993). No attack or flight
is observed, and the amount of freezing is minimal. Instead, animals would avoid the area
where cat’s odor was presented, demonstrate risk assessment behavior and suppress eating

and drinking.
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Thus, rodents never flight or attack when predator is not standing right in front of them
as well as no risk assessment behaviors can be detected when the predator approaches. It
suggests that distance to the predator and/or its potential presence heavily influence the
choice of defensive strategy in response to a particular threat event. Moreover, this choice
is also defined by properties of the environment. If the shelter is accessible, rodents would
flee in its direction upon presentation of aversive stimulus; however, if it’s not freezing is ob-
served (Vale et al., 2017).

Defensive strategies projects to predatory imminence

The concept of ‘predatory imminence’ (or ‘threat imminence’) was proposed to move
the attention from the characteristics of the environment to an internal psychological con-
struct that defines the topography of defensive behaviors. Predatory imminence is a psycho-
logical distance from the predator that is determined by physical, temporal and probabilistic
closeness to contact with a threat (Perusini and Fanselow, 2015). Predatory imminence in-

corporates distance to the predator, certainty of its presence, accessibility of shelter, etc.

Pre-encounter Post-encounter Circa-strike
Risk . Flight (esc.
. Freezing ght (esc) -
assessment Freezing (inesc.)

Predatory imminence
| Potential threat ] 1 Present threat ]
Y 1

Anxiety / defense battery Fear / defense battery
After cat exposure [ cat odour exposure Contact Escapable & inescapable threat
- Risk assessment - Defensive threat / - Flight
- Inhibition of consummatory behaviour attack - Freezing
- Avoidance - Defensive threat / attack

- Predator / prey distance

Figure 3-2. The repertoire of defensive behavior ranged along the predatory immi-

nence axis. Adapted from Bagur, 2019. Parameters that are studied in each particular situation

is shown at the bottom.

Three groups of defensive strategies can be distinguished according to the predatory
imminence: pre-encounter, post-encounter and circa-strike (Fig. 3-2). Pre-encounter strate-
gies are not defensive in the strict sense of the word. They restrict animal’s behavior by mini-
mizing probability to meet the predator: avoiding open areas, foraging at night etc. Post-en-
counter starts after enough evidence about predator’s closeness has accumulated. If the pred-

atoris perceived to be close enough, flight behavior is elicited; when the predator is perceived
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further away or if the threat is inescapable, freezing behavior is observed. Most of fear-related
behavioral paradigms study post-encounter defensive strategies. Circa-strike responses are
employed if the predator makes an attack or the avoidance strategies fail. In this case, rodents
could fiercely attack the predator back.

Natural behaviors, most likely, combine drives for reward-related and defensive be-
haviors — for example, if food is located close to the predator, hungry animal faces a hard
choice. This situation is studied in the set behavioral tasks using approach/avoidance conflict
(McNaughton, 2010): when drinking or eating is punished by shock or in shock-probe burying
test when aversive objects tend to be buried under the litter. Remarkably, anxiolytic drugs
(medicine that reduce subjective feeling of anxiety in humans) reduce defensive behaviors in
such tasks, which allows the authors to place the battery of defensive behaviors on the anxi-

ety/fear axis.

Defensive system in the brain

Full repertoire of defensive strategies is not possible without two structures: periaque-
ductal gray matter (PAG) and amygdala. PAG is known as the common output structure for all
kinds of defensive behaviors — it will be discussed in detail later in the chapter due to its par-
ticular importance for the present study. Amygdala serves as an interface that relay and select
defensive behaviors to respond to incoming threats.

In amygdala, there are two subregions whose involvement in fear-related behaviors
was intensely studied. Basolateral amygdala (BLA) is crucial for fear learning. It gathers sen-
sory information receiving projections from both thalamic relay nuclei and cortical sensory
cortices as well as information about spatial context directly from ventral hippocampus.
Blockade of LTP in BLA or BLA legions prevent learning in feat conditioning paradigm (Fan-
selow and LeDoux, 1999). Importantly, neurons in BLA respond both to conditioned stimulus
(Johansen et al., 2010) and unconditioned stimulus (Quirk et al., 1997; Goosens et al., 2003).

Basolateral amygdala projects to central amygdala (CeA) both directly and relaying at
the neurons of intercalated mass. CeA is considered to be the main output organizers of
threat-induced behaviors — it projects to important brain areas that are recruited during
fear-related behaviors and stress such as hypothalamic nuclei and ventral PAG. Thus, the
roles of CeA include active coordination of defensive behaviors as well as a site that supports
extinction of fear-related memories (LeDoux, 2000; Fadok et al., 2017). CeA projects down to
ventral PAG and bed nucleus of stria terminalis that drive execution of fear behaviors (Perusini
and Fanselow, 2015).

Ventral hippocampus is reciprocally connected both to BLA and medial prefrontal cor-
tex (mPFC). It provides information about context, most probably, via dorsal hippocampus
but it also directly participates in fear-related behaviors (see box 4-1 in chapter 4). Most of
the results concerning these aspects of ventral hippocampus functioning were obtained in the

paradigms designed to assess levels of stress and anxiety. For example, inactivation of ventral
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hippocampus produced deficits in elevated plus maze and in social interaction tests (McHugh
et al., 2004). Moreover, neurons in ventral hippocampus that fire exclusively in anxiogenic
situation of open elevated plus maze arms were identified (Ciocchi et al., 2015). Connections
of ventral hippocampus to the mPFC and amygdala seem to be particularly important: manip-
ulations with these projects can mediate anxiety-related behaviors (Felix-Ortiz et al., 2013;
Padilla-Coreano et al., 2016).

Hippocampal formation has been suggested to play a role in resolving approach/avoid-
ance conflicts (McNaughton and Corr, 2004). After the detection of the mismatch between
the current goal and aversive environment, hippocampus is thought to shift the focus towards
one kind of behavior. This view is based on the fact that anxiolytic drugs, injected both sys-
temically and locally in hippocampus, reduce fear-related behaviors and change hippocampal
activity. Indeed, offline replays during wakefulness as well as place cell activity during vicari-
ous trial and error could be explained in the light of simulating and reorganizing the space of
future decisions (Johnson and Redish, 2007; Pfeiffer and Foster, 2013).

=) f Amygdala

Hippocampus

- glutamatergic
- GABAergic
‘ neuromodulatory

Figure 3-3. Simplified schematics of main brain structures that are recruited during

fear-related behaviors. Adapted from Perusini and Fanselow, 2015. The basolateral amygdala

(BLA) receives sensory information from both thalamic and cortical regions as well as infor-
mation about spatial context from the hippocampus. The BLA projects to the central nucleus
(CeA) both directly and indirectly, via the GABAergic intercalated cell (ITC) masses that lie be-
tween these two regions. The CeA output to the periaqueductal gray (PAG) and bed nuclei of
the stria terminalis (BNST) drive fear responding. Ascending projections from the brainstem
and midbrain to the amygdala, such as from the dorsal raphe nucleus (DRN) projects to the

dorsal PAG and to the amygdala in a manner that modulates defensive behaviors. Descending
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projections from the medial prefrontal cortex also differentially modulate the behavioral out-
puts of this circuit—the prelimbic (PL) cortex projects to the BLA modulating freezing response
while the infralimbic cortex (IL) indirectly projects to the CeM via ITC to mediate extinction.

mPFC can be seen as a modulator of defensive behaviors that exerts top-down con-
trol on other structures described above. There are two areas in mPFC of rodents that play
non-overlapping roles in fear-related behaviors: prelimbic and infralimbic PFC. Prelimbic PFC
clearly supports freezing behavior: its inactivation during acquisition or extinction of fear con-
ditioning associations decreased the amount of freezing (Corcoran and Quick, 2007; Sierra-
Mercado et al., 2011), disinhibition of prelimbic PFC induced freezing in naive animals (Courtin
et al., 2014), and bidirectional optogenetic manipulation of prelimbic projections to ventral
PAG has been shown to modulate amount of freezing (Rozeske et al., 2018). However, it’s
important to understand that prelimbic PFC is not necessary for freezing. Thus, freezing can
be observed in animals with lesion in prelimbic PFC (Corcoran and Quick, 2007; Bravo-Riviera
et al., 2014).

Infralimbic portion of PFC is crucial for active suppression of fear behaviors during ex-
tinction of fear association. Indeed, lesions in infralimbic PFC impairs extinction (Milad and
Quirk, 2002; Bravo-Riviera et al., 2014). Infralimbic PFC projects to CeA via interneurons inter-
calated mass; this connection is thought to mediate behavior during extinction by blocking
fear-related motor response that originates from CeA (Courtin et al., 2014; Perusini and Fan-
selow, 2015).

Periaqueductal gray matter

Periaqueductal gray matter (PAG) is the central output hub controlling defensive be-
haviors. PAG has columnar organization: according to different authors, there are 3-5 columns
of gray matter in PAG. In this text, we will use the smallest possible distinction — PAG com-
prises of three distinct columns: dorsomedial, dorsolateral and ventral (Fig. 3-4), functional
role of them will be discussed below. In addition, to columnar divisions PAG can be function-
ally split into a rostral third and caudal two-thirds: activation of rostral PAG induces aggressive
attacking behavior, either defensive or predatory (Mota-Ortiz et al., 2009; Mota-Ortiz et al.,
2012), whereas activation of caudal PAG evokes other defensive strategies.

Upon direct stimulation of dorsolateral PAG (dIPAG), animals demonstrate active
flight or escape behavior, resembling escape from the predator or an activity burst observed
as a reaction to the US in Pavlovian fear conditioning protocol (Carrive et al., 1989; Zhang et
al., 1990; Schenberg et al., 1990; Kim et al., 2013; Deng et al., 2016). Such active defensive
reactions are accompanied by vegetative reactions typical for sympathetic nervous system:
elevated blood pressure, tachycardia, vasodilation in limbs, etc. In contrast, direct stimulation
of ventral PAG (VPAG) results in motor suppression or freezing together with hypotension
and bradycardia (Zhang et al., 1990; Carrive, 1993; Kim et al., 2013).
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Reflecting their different functional roles, dIPAG and vPAG has different connectivity
patterns. vPAG projects densely to the presympathetic neurons in rostral ventrolateral me-
dulla (rVLM) and rostral ventromedial medulla (rVMM), which in turn projects to preganglion
cells in the spinal cord, controlling vegetative state of the organism and pain perception,
whereas dIPAG does not have direct projections there (most likely, it exerts influence on veg-
etative nervous system through hypothalamic nuclei). vPAG has a direct connection to lateral

active coping strategies evoked from the "'dorsal'’ PAG

confrontational defense / threat
non-opioid mediated analgesia
hypertension and tachycardia

extracramal vasodilation
hindlimb & renal vasoconstriction

escape / flight
non-opioid mediated analgesia
hypertension and tachycardia
hindlimb vasodilation
extracranial & renal vasoconstriction

quiescence and hyporeactivity
opioid mediated analgesia
hypotension and bradycardia

passive coping strategies evoked from the vIPAG

Figure 3-4. Organization and functional significance of PAG divisions. Adapted from
Keay and Bandler, 2015. Activation of the dorsolateral (blue) vs. ventral (vPAG) (yellow) col-

umns evoke different defensive strategies. Activation of rostral portions of dIPAG evokes a

confrontational defense/threat reaction, tachycardia, and hypertension (associated with de-
creased blood flow to limbs and viscera and increased blood flow to extracranial vascular
beds). Activation of the caudal portions of the dIPAG induces escape/flight, tachycardia and
hypertension (associated with decreased blood flow to visceral and extracranial vascular beds
and increased blood flow to limbs). In contrast, activation of the vIPAG evoke cessation of all
spontaneous activity (quiescence), a decreased responsiveness to the environment (hyporeac-
tivity), hypotension and bradycardia. Non-opioid-mediated and opioid-mediated analgesia are
evoked respectively from the dorsolateral and the vPAG.
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hypothalamic nuclei that control parasympathetic vegetative reactions (Allen and Cechetto,
1992), while dIPAG projects to dorsal and medial hypothalamic nuclei that are also implicated
in flight and avoidance behavior (Kunwar et al., 2015; Wang et al., 2015; Wang et al., 2021).
VPAG is strongly connected to CeA, whereas dIPAG is much closer connected to superior col-
liculi.

These two disctinctions of PAG are also very different in their ability to support learn-
ing. Only dIPAG could be used as the US in the fear conditioning protocols and avoidance
protocols (Kim et al., 2013; Deng et al., 2016), which is the reason we use it in the present
study.

Counter-conditioning
Persistent associations sometimes become maladaptive, especially if they continue to

influence behavior after conditions that supported such association have gone. This topic is
mostly discussed in human psychiatric literature in relation to post-traumatic stress disorder
(PTSD), anxiety disorder, addictions, etc. However, years of research on learning and memory
performed on animal models could offer important insights in possible solutions and treat-
ments of above-mentioned conditions. One of the ideas, that initially was proposed by neu-
roscientists (Wolpe and Plaud, 1997), is counterconditioning, which was mostly investigated
by human researchers over the last years.

During counterconditioning experiments, instead of ‘unlearning’ the association us-
ing extinction procedure it is suggested to use the US of opposite valence in hope that prom-
inent motivational salience of the new US will speed up and will be more robust than using
other methods (Keller et al., 2020). In typical counterconditioning experiment, after acquisi-
tion of association of certain valence, the CS is paired with the new US that is of the opposite
valence. Indeed, counterconditioning has been shown to accelerate the reduction of the orig-
inal conditioned response (Dickinson and Pearse, 1977; Rishardson et al., 1987) compared to
extinction protocol, in which the CS becomes unpaired (or one can say ‘becomes paired with
nothing’). Yet, similar to extinguished behaviors, countercondtioned behaviors tend to return
easily (Bouton, 2004).

The main motivation for the development of counterconditioning protocols is that
they will outperforms extinction protocols in effectiveness and robustness. Extinction is
thought to rely on the active learning to inhibit previously conditioned response after the CS
lost its predictive nature (Dunsmoor et al., 2015). It has been demonstrated that extinction is
mediated by dopaminergic system of the brain: optogenetic manipulation with dopamine-
projecting VTA neurons can modulate the speed of extinction (Salinas-Hernandez et al., 2018),
and blocking dopamine activity in nAc impairs extinction (Holtzman-Assif et al., 2010). Would
naturally rewarding stimuli be more effective (i.e. provide larger dopaminergic response) in

learning new association than during extinction?
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Substitution of the aversive US with food or intracranial rewarding stimulation de-
creased defensive behaviors more effectively compared to extinction (Richardson et al., 1982;
Richardson et al., 1987; Reid, 1973). Counterconditioning was also more successful if the sec-
ond US was just a novel object rather than innately rewarding stimulus (Anderson et al., 2013).
Interestingly, if in aversive-to-appetitive counterconditioning an animal has to produce an ac-
tion to receive the second rewarding US, less renewal of first association response was ob-
served compared to the situation in which the rewarding US was presented freely (Thomas et
al., 2012). It has been also shown that classical counterconditioning could be effective in re-
ducing the first conditioned response for at least two months (Correia et al., 2016).

In contrast, a series of experiments have demonstrated that the association that was
established after counterconditioning procedure was very unstable. Thus, if the CS was pre-
sented in the same context (Peck and Bouton, 1990), or if the first US is presented again
(Brooks et al., 1995), or if enough time has passed (Bouton and Peck, 1992), the conditioned
response to the first US comes back.

The critical factor of stability of newly learnt association appears to be the context
where the learning takes place. Indeed, testing outside of the context where countercondi-
tioning took place could result in lower effectiveness of the procedure even compared to the
extinction (Holmes et al., 2016). To account for context dependence and to strengthen the
associations with the second US, several approaches were suggested (Keller et al., 2020).

If counterconditioning is performed in several different contexts, it could prevent re-
lapse of the counterconditioned response. This approach was successfully tested in extinction
protocols (Gunther et al., 1998; Shiban et al., 2013) but not applied to counterconditioning
studies. Another way to deal with unwanted renewals is to mix the second US into the learning
procedure, progressively substituting the first US. This idea is based on the insight according
to which if the first and the second USs are presented in very different context, the learning
agent orthogonalize them and fails to generalize.

Presenting the second US during sensitive period of memory reinstatement could give
a great boost to the effectiveness and robustness of counterconditioning procedure. During
memory reinstatement, or reconsolidation, memories are thought to be brought back to their
labile state. Reconsolidation is already used to ease the symptoms of PTSD or phobias (Guis-
tino et al., 2016; Monfils et al., 2009). Several promising results were already obtained in stud-
ies that harness such mixed (reconsolidation and counterconditioning) approach, both in aver-
sive-to-appetitive and appetitive-to-aversive settings (Haubrich et al., 2015; Pedraza et al.,
2018; Goltseker et al., 2017).

Recently, appetitive association with a previously neutral location was created during
sleep by pairing hippocampal place cell reactivations with intracranial rewarding stimulations
suggesting that sleep reinstatement of neural patterns that were active during wakefulness

can be used for learning (de Lavilléon et al., 2015). Could one use the same technique but
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applied on an aversive association to perform counterconditioning during sleep? At this mo-
ment of technological development, it is hard to do but such method potentially has consid-
erable advantages compared to classical extinction and counterconditioning studies. First,
most likely it would also utilize reconsolidation mechanisms as it is thought that hippocampal
reactivations could be the moments of labile memory reinstatement. Second, it provides com-
pletely different definition of learning context: it could be that learning during sleep is similar
to learning in many different contexts as psychological distance between locations and envi-
ronments may be warped. Third, sleep learning does not involve strong emotional reactions
as during learning in wakefulness, which could be very unpleasant (in case of strong phobias)
or too strong (in case of drug addiction) to allow for counterconditioning.

In the present manuscript, we will outline the main technological developments nec-

essary to test the validity of sleep counterconditioning approach.

Résumé

Reward and aversive stimuli are similar in their ability to reinforce associations. How-
ever, they are mostly opposite in the behavioral patterns driven by them, and their neural
substrates do not have a large overlap despite being tightly connected to each other.

Rewards induce approach and seeking behaviors which are supported by dopaminer-
gic system in the brain. Key player is the ventral tegmental area that contains dopaminergic
neurons, which respond to reward prediction error. Ventral tegmental area sends its projec-
tions to nucleus accumbens, ventral striatum area, that is important for structure for reward-
related plasticity. Dopaminergic fibers are indirectly recruited during stimulation of medial
forebrain bundle, which could serve as intracranial rewarding site.

Defensive behaviors are more diverse than reward-related ones. According to preda-
tory imminence (psychological distance to the predator), defensive strategies could be ranged
from pre-encounter (open space avoidance) through post-encounter (flight and freezing) to
circa-strike (aggressive attack).

Periaqueductal gray matter serves as an output controller of fear behaviors. It consists
of three columns of neurons. Activation of one of them, dorsolateral, could be used as a neg-
ative reinforcer to drive avoidance or conditioned freezing behaviors. Such stimulation evokes
flight behavior that is followed by freezing.

Other regions implicated in aversive behaviors are amygdala and ventral hippocampus.
Amygdala is crucial for fear learning and extinction. Ventral hippocampus provides context
information for aversive learning as well as it is involved in processing of anxiogenic situations.

Counterconditioning could be used to change reward-related behavior to aversive and
vice versa. In certain studies, it demonstrated more efficiency in ‘unlearning’ the first associ-

ation than extinction. Counterconditioning could be used to reverse maladaptive associations.
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Context management could crucial for temporal robustness of the second association during
counterconditioning.

In this thesis, we propose to employ counterconditioning techniques during sleep to
reverse aversive association to appetite one and discuss validity of such strategy in light of our
results.
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uestions:

How reward and defensive systems of the brain interact with hippocampus
during affective spatial learning? — chapter 5

Can we counterconditioning during sleep be effective? —general conclusion
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Chapter 4. Affective spatial learn-
ing: place coding after reward or
aversive stimuli
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Introduction
Historically, hippocampal reactivations were studied in the behavioral paradigm of

‘free foraging’ that uses food scattered randomly in the environment as an incentive to ex-
plore. With time, researchers started to use behavioral paradigms that imply learning and that
include reward (food, water or intracranial stimulation) or punishment in a certain place. Nat-
urally, a set of questions was raised in the community. During affective learning, do place cell
represent purely spatial information? If they do, reactivation of this information during NREM
sleep (obviously, in absence of any physical reward) should lead to extinction of the learned
association. However, there is widely accepted consensus in the community supported by the
large body of literature that NREM sleep (and hippocampal reactivations observed in NREM
sleep) are beneficial for memory consolidation. Such discrepancy demands for better under-
standing of how motivationally and emotionally relevant information integrated in hippocam-
pal place coding.

Are hippocampus and the system of place cells involved in the processing of emotional
stimuli? Do rewarded or punished locations alter location-specific coding, and are they reac-
tivated differently from other location representation in the environment? Are there neurons
in hippocampus that selectively respond to appetitive or aversive stimuli? Or, in contrast, do
subcortical structures (such as ventral striatum or amygdala) play an important role in spatial

learning?

Cognitive map during reward-based spatial learning

Place cells research moved with years from free foraging behavioral paradigm to par-

adigms that employ goal-directed behavior, usually including reward to motivate the perfor-
mance. Are rewarded zones have different representation than other location of the environ-
ment?

Several studies report that place fields tend to accumulate around rewarded loca-
tions. Overrepresentation of the goal location was observed in the version of Morris water
maze (Hollup et al., 2001), in the continuous T-maze (Mamad et al., 2017), in the cheeseboard
maze (Dupret et al., 2010), in the 8-arm radial maze (Xu et al., 20129), or in simple goal-ori-
ented behavior in the virtual reality (Danielson et al., 2016; Kaufman et al., 2020). However,
in the protocol that was designed to dissociate goal and reward locations, authors failed to
reproduce the effect (Hok et al., 2007). In their task, animals had to stay in the goal location
for two seconds to receive food pellet later in random place of the environment. In such con-
ditions, goal zone was not represented by higher number of place fields compared to other
locations; however, most of recorded cells slightly elevated their firing rate when an animal
was at the goal location (Poucet and Hok, 2017). Early study where 4-arm plus maze, which
varied considerably reward location and thus encouraged different trajectories, also did not
found goal overrepresentation (O’Keefe and Speakman, 1987). Series of papers that used in-

tracranial rewarding stimulation to induce place learning communicated that a proportion of
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place fields was shifting towards the rewarded zone with increasingly stereotypical goal-di-
rected behavior towards this zone (Kobayashi et al., 1997; Kobayashi et al., 2003).

Moreover, rewarded locations are overrepresented in hippocampal reactivations
during the learning and in the NREM sleep that follow the learning (Singer and Frank, 2009;
Dupret et al., 2010; Michon et al., 2019). It is possible that overrepresentation of the goal
locations found in some studies could be explained by the properties of behavioral tasks that
prompt stereotypic trajectories towards constant goal locations. Animals spend more time
using reward-related trajectories and within the goal zone consuming the reward, which can
naturally bias cognitive map and favor long-term potentiation for synapses of goal-related
neurons. Indeed, more visited places during wakefulness have been shown to be reactivated

more often during sleep (O’Neill et al., 2008).

Dopaminergic structures are strongly involved in reward-based spatial learn-
ing

Most likely, increased occupancy of goal trajectories and goal locations is not the only

cause of changes in the cognitive map. In the task dissociating goal zone and reward locations
even silent neurons exhibited slight increase in firing rate within the goal zone (Hok et al.,
2007; Poucet and Hok, 2017). Presence of reward also increased firing rate of place cells in 8-
arm radial maze (Holscher et al., 2003). Hypothetically, structures outside of hippocampus
could also modulate firing in hippocampus and influence internal representation of space.
Dopaminergic activity is the apparent candidate to affect place cell activity at goal locations
given its tight relationship with reinforcement, reward and goal-directed behavior (Schultz et
al., 1997; Schultz, 2007). Indeed, it has been shown that antagonists of D1/5 receptors can
prevent shifting of place fields towards reward location (Retailleau and Morris, 2018).

There is a high density of dopamine receptors in hippocampus (Devoto and Flore,
2006), but dopaminergic VTA projections to dorsal hippocampus (but not ventral hippocam-
pus) are very sparse and constitute only 10% of all VTA projections there (Gasbarri et al., 1997;
McNamara et al., 2014). Massive projections of dopaminergic neurons come from locus co-
eruleus (LC), a tiny, mostly norepinephrinergic nucleus in the brainstem (Takeuchi et al., 2016).
Interestingly, optogenetic activation of dopaminergic projections from LC to dorsal CA1 has
been shown to promote overrepresentation of goal location during reward-based learning
(Kaufman et al., 2020). Activation of LC axons in hippocampus also enhanced spatial learning
(Kempadoo et al., 2016; Takeuchi et al., 2016), but without providing direct rewarding effect
as upon stimulation of VTA neurons (Tsai et al., 2009). Authors speculated that dopaminergic
axons of LC support mechanisms of selective attention that biases exploration towards novel
or rewarded zones.

It has been also demonstrated that optogenetic activation of ventral tegmental area
(VTA) dopaminergic neurons or their synapses in the CA1 of dorsal hippocampus during spatial

learning enhanced reinstatement of new spatial maps reorganized by the presence of reward
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(McNamara et al., 2014). Indeed, neurons in VTA are significantly modulated by SWRs during
quite wakefulness (Gompers et al., 2015). Moreover, units with place fields at rewarded loca-
tions were replayed in the coordinated fashion with VTA neurons during wakefulness but this
effect disappeared during following sleep reactivations. Sleep reactivation of VTA neurons
were found in different study, however their relationships with hippocampal activity was not
addressed (Valdes et al., 2015).

In contrast to weak (at best) direct influence of VTA sleep reactivations on hippocam-
pal circuits, activity in ventral striatum, direct downstream target of VTA (Russo and Nestler,
2013), seems to be tightly coupled to hippocampal replays. Neurons in dorsal hippocampus
project directly to nucleus accumbens (Trouche et al., 2019), and synaptic strength between
neurons that represent rewarded locations and nucleus accumbens (nAcc) increases (Sjulson
et al., 2018; LeGates et al., 2018). Reactivations of neurons in nAcc were detected both in calm
wakefulness and NREM sleep after reward-based task (Lansnik et al., 2008). Moreover, coor-
dinated reactivations between dorsal hippocampus and nAcc were observed during NREM
sleep (Pennartz et al., 2004; Lansnik et al., 2009; Trouche et al., 2019). Interestingly, in such
reactivations hippocampal neurons fired earlier than neurons in nAcc, and stronger interre-
gional reactivations were detected when place cells with place fields in rewarded locations
were replayed (Lansnik et al., 2009).

Results reviewed above strongly suggest that structures related to dopamine function
exert strong influence on hippocampal circuits during reward-based spatial learning. While
dopaminergic release from VTA and LC seems to be an important mechanism that support
spatial learning and selective attention towards reward, activity in ventral striatum is consid-
ered to code for the motivational and emotional aspects of spatial learning in already poten-
tiated network. That is the possible reason why most studies of VTA report effects during
wakefulness where raw reward signal modulates spatial representation in hippocampus and
potentiates reward-related circuits in nAcc, binding these two aspects together in coherent
representation. Whereas neurons in nAcc are observed to participate in replays and reactiva-
tions, probably representing reward in already formed spatial representation of rewarded lo-

cation.

Reward cells in hippocampus

In addition to a corpus of research suggesting that emotional contents of spatial rep-
resentation are stored outside of hippocampus, one study has found neurons that respond
selectively to reward within dorsal hippocampus (Gauthier and Tank, 2018). Authors recorded
massive population of neurons using Ca%*-imaging in the virtual reality task and observed only
very tiny proportion (1-5%) of neurons that consistently respond to reward. However, at the
moment it is unclear to which extent hippocampal reward cells can affect circuits during spa-

tial learning.
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Aversive learning in spatial navigation paradigms

In this thesis, we both contrapose and underline similarities between aversive and

reward-based spatial learning (Bromberg-Martin et al.,, 2010). Reward-based learning in-
duces active seeking of reward as well as stimuli and contexts related to it; in contrast, aver-
sive learning leads to avoidance behavior. In that sense, these two types of learning have op-
posite motivational value. However, both aversive and reward-based learning trigger elevated
motivational level, attentional reactions of similar magnitude, and they both demand behav-
ioral adaptation with similar strength. In this other sense, aversive and reward-based learning
are analogous in their motivational salience. This distinction gives rise to interesting question:
how is place cell coding different between reward-based and aversive spatial learning given
that they are different in motivational value (i.e. in behavioral consequences) but similar in

their motivational salience (i.e relevance for future behavior)?

Hippocampus during Pavlovian fear conditioning

Pavlovian fear conditioning, one of the most used memory-assessing behavioral para-
digms in neuroscience (Maren, 2008), utilizes rodents’ defensive behaviors elicited by uncon-
ditioned aversive stimulus (usually, mild foot shock). Fear conditioning comes in several types
(Fig. 4-1): cued fear conditioning uses a particular sensory stimulus (blinking light or a sound)
as a conditioned stimulus (CS), whereas during context fear conditioning animals are just
placed in a certain box where foot shocks are delivered. After conditioning, one tests amount
of freezing, natural defensive reaction of rodents to inescapable threats: to the CS in context
different from the training one in case of cued fear conditioning, or to the same context where
conditioning took place in case of context fear conditioning. Reliable freezing in context fear
conditioning suggests that animals can abstract information into coherent context represen-
tation rather than integrate all stimuli composing the environment separately.

Dorsal hippocampus (a conventional site for place cell research) is involved differ-
ently in two types of Pavlovian fear conditioning. While lesions in dorsal hippocampus do not
affect freezing amount in cued fear conditioning compared to unlesioned animals, in context
fear conditioning paradigm subjects with hippocampal lesions showed drastic reduction of
freezing levels compared to control animals (Kim and Fanselow, 1992). These results suggest
that dorsal hippocampus is necessary for building representation of spatial context in context

fear conditioning paradigm but it is not crucially important for processing information about
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the CS. Interestingly, ventral part of hippocampus exhibits different set of functions in fear

conditioning and other behavioral paradigms that involve emotional processing (see Box 4-1).
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Figure 4-1. Types of fear conditioning. Adapted from Wotjak, 2019. Fear conditioning

(FC) can be based on protocols without (a) and with explicit pairing (b) of a discrete sensory

stimulus with a foot shock, whereby stimulus (CS) and electric shock (US) may overlap or be

separated by a temporal gap (c). In a prototypic fear conditioning (FC) experiment (d), mice

receive a single tone—shock pairing in the conditioning context (A), followed by re-exposure to

the tone in a different test context (B) followed by re-exposure to the original conditioning

context (A), each separated by 24 h. During analysis of conditioned fear (e) one measures

freezing to CS in case of cued FC or aversive context in case of context fear conditioning.

The majority of cued fear conditioning use its delay version, when conditioned stimu-

lus starts first and unconditioned stimulus (US) coincides with the last seconds of CS; minimal

involvement of dorsal hippocampus was observed in such configuration. In contrast, trace fear

conditioning seems to be largely supported by dorsal hippocampus networks. During trace

fear conditioning, there is a stimulus-free interval between the end of CS and the beginning
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Box 4-1 - ventral hippocampus

Idea that hippocampus is not unitary structure across its longitudinal axis was explicitly
articulated in several influential reviews (Moser and Moser, 1998; Fanselow and Dong, 2010
— also see Fig. 4-2). Indeed, there are remarkable differences in connectivity and functional
significance of dorsal and ventral hippocampi.

Ventral hippocampus is less involved in spatial navigation than its dorsal counterpart:
lesions in ventral hippocampus had no effect for solving Morris water maze (Moser et al.,
1995), or radial arm maze (Pothuizen et al., 2004), whereas lesions of dorsal hippocampus
significantly impair performance in these tasks. Place coding in ventral hippocampus shows
much less specificity than in dorsal one (Jung et al., 1994).

It is believed that ventral hippocampus is implicated in processing of stress and emo-
tional behavior. Indeed, lesions of ventral hippocampus resulted in increased exploration of
unprotected arms of elevated plus maze (Kjelstrup et al., 2002), as well as in reduced innate
defensive reactions to predator odor in rats (Pentkowski et al., 2006). Moreover, neurons in
ventral hippocampus that fire exclusively in anxiogenic situation of open elevated plus maze
arms were identified (Ciocchi et al., 2015). Ventral hippocampus lesions have been shown to
increase the number of stress-induced gastric ulcers (Henke, 1990). Selective impairments of
ventral hippocampus in cued and context fear conditioning brought more mixed results. Inac-
tivation of ventral hippocampus with muscimol before training disrupts cued fear conditioning
but not the context fear conditioning (Maren and Holt, 2004; Sierra-Mercado et al., 2011).
However, only lesions in ventral CA3 but not in ventral CA1 caused deficits in acquisition cued
fear conditioning suggesting further fine-grained dissociation of function across hippocampal
subregions (Hunsaker and Kesner, 2008). Importantly, both ventral CA3 and CA1 were neces-
sary for retrieval of aversive memory.

It is tempting to conclude that dorsal and ventral hippocampus split their functions as
spatial coding and emotional contents of space, respectively. However, situation seems to be
more complex. Ventral hippocampus definitely plays bigger role in processing of motivation
than dorsal hippocampus; however, degree of its involvement as well as its precise functions
during spatial learning remain vague. Interestingly, no modulation of task-related ventral stri-
atum neurons by ventral hippocampus SWRs was found (Sosa et al., 2019). Authors identified
subpopulations of nucleus accumbens neurons that were either modulated by reward and
reward-related information or not modulated. Opposite to what was expected, only dorsal
hippocampus SWRs had effect on firing of task-related subpopulation.

Dorsal and ventral hippocampi also have different connectivity patterns (Fanselow and
Dong, 2010). Dorsal hippocampus mostly projects to subiculum, restrosplenial and anterior

cingulate cortices, structures involved in memory and spatial exploration in rodents. There are
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also massive links with anterior thalamic complex, lateral mamillary nuclei, and indirect con-
nections to ventral and dorsal striatum. All these circuits are thought to play crucial roles in
locomotion, exploration and food foraging.

Ventral hippocampus, in turn, shares abundant bidirectional connections with amyg-
dala, olfactory bulb and piriform cortex. Neurons of ventral hippocampus projecting to amyg-
dala also project to infralimbic and prelimbic prefrontal cortices. Ventral hippocampus also
sends descending axons to hypothalamic nuclei. This circuitry is implicated into processing of

motivation and emotions, neuroendocrine and autonomic body functions.
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Figure 4-2. Organization of hippocampus along the longitudinal axis. Adapted from

Harland et al., 2018 with modifications. A. Location of hippocampus in the brain with distinc-

tion along the longitudinal axis. Microphotographs of cresyl violet-stained coronal sections are
shown at corresponding locations of the scheme. B. Simplified representation of trisynaptic
loop and projections of dorsal and ventral hippocampus. DLEC: dorsolateral entorhinal cortex;
ACC: anterior cingulate cortex; RSC: retrosplenial cortex; DLS: dorsal lateral septum; ADN: an-
terior dorsal nucleus of thalamus; nACC: nucleus accumbens; OB: olfactory bulb; Hyp: hypo-

thalamic nuclei; VMEC: ventromedial entorhinal cortex; AMG: amygdala; VTA: ventral tegmen-
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of US. In modern literature, the principal difference between delay and trace fear conditioning
protocol is the necessity of keeping the ‘memory trace’ to successfully learn the association in
trace conditioning, while during delay conditioning temporal association is already present in
the physical world (Raybuck and Lattal, 2014).

Interestingly, there is a number of studies that show that dorsal hippocampus is indis-
pensable for both acquisition and retrieval of trace fear conditioning (Chowdhury et al., 2005;
Raybuck and Lattal, 2011; Kitamura et al., 2014; Wilmot et al., 2019). It is generally thought in
the community that hippocampus plays a large role in coding of time during that paradigm;

however, direct evidence of this is lacking.

Spatial aspects of aversive learning
As we discussed above, dorsal hippocampus is necessary for acquisition and expression

of context fear conditioning (Kim and Fanselow, 1992). It has been demonstrated that cogni-
tive map undergoes partial remapping after context fear conditioning is performed on the
animal; this effect was much less pronounced for cued fear conditioning protocol (Moita et
al., 2004). Much stronger remapping was observed in the behavioral paradigm that exploited
innate defensive behaviors triggered by predator odor (Wang et al., 2012). Despite moderate
changes in behavior, large scale global remapping was observed, in which more than 65% of
recorded cells shifted their place field either during exposure to the aversive odor or in the
next hour. Similarly, predator odor applied on a portion of circular linear track induced mas-
sive remapping of place cells with place fields outside of the odor zone (Mamad et al., 2019).
Interestingly, cells that shifted their place fields demonstrated elevated extra-field firing dur-
ing conditioning sessions when animals were in the odor part of the maze. Different approach,
which used a large robot looming towards animals and imitating predator, also induced re-
mapping but mostly of place cells with place fields close to robot’s location (Kim et al., 2015).
In a longitudinal study, that recorded neuronal activity by means of Ca2+-imaging, authors
assessed stability of cognitive maps in the inhibitory avoidance task (Schuette et al., 2020).
They have found that several days of prominent defensive behavior in the setup coincides
with global instability of place fields across days. Interestingly, new stable maps progressively
emerged with gradual extinction of aversive associations. Thus, strong remapping usually ob-
served in the studies with escapable threats that induced visible biases in exploration pat-
terns.

In contrast, no global remapping was detected in the study, in which authors used
combination of reward-based and aversive learning: animals had to go through the zone
where a foot shock was delivered to obtain the reward (Oler et al., 2008). Authors stressed
that in this task no modification of trajectories took place which means that changes in cogni-
tive map could not be explained by variations in occupancy of certain trajectories. However,
even in this report minor proportion of place cells with place fields inside the shock zone re-

mapped.
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Unfortunately, rare study addressed the question of how do place cells remap after
aversive experience? Do they remap randomly, outwards or towards the aversive zone? The
only report that has done such investigation describe that place cells shifts their place fields
mostly towards aversive zone bearing resemblance to analogous overrepresentation effect in
reward domain (Mamad et al., 2019).

Likewise, aversive location was found to be overrepresented in awake reactivations
observed after aversive learning (Wu et al., 2017). Authors have used inhibitory avoidance
linear track, in which half of the track is exposed to light, and half of the track is dark where
rodents naturally prefer to be. Animals are shocked in the dark compartment which results in
strong avoidance of the dark segment and partial remapping of place cells towards the shock
zone. Despite absence of trajectories within the shock zone, replays representing trajectories
towards the shock zone were detected significantly more often than other trajectories during
post-learning trials. However, observed elevation in shock zone reactivation rate could hypo-
thetically be explained by increased pre-learning behavioral occupation of the shock zone.

Different study was using air puffs on the linear track to induce aversive effect on be-
havior (Girardeau et al., 2017). In this study, NREM sleep reactivations of the whole environ-
ment was observed separately in hippocampus and basolateral amygdala, and the stronger
effect was found for inter-regional cell populations, especially if neurons in amygdala were
modulated by SWRs. In addition, it has been shown that inter-regional neuronal ensembles
that represent trajectories including aversive locations are reactivated stronger compared to
other trajectories.

Unfortunately, very few studies report changes in place cell coding after aversive ex-
perience, and even less we know about differences and similarities between reward-based
and aversive spatial learning. In this thesis, we aim to systematically compare hippocampal
spatial coding after strong place preference and strong place avoidance were induced. How
stable is cognitive map after both types of affective learning and if not, towards which location
is it preferentially biased? How similar are awake and sleep reactivations to behavioral corre-
lates of emotional behavior? How similar are reactivations during learning and in following

sleep? These are the questions we will address in this study.

Résumé
There are two types of affective learning that are opposite in some sense but share a
lot of similarities in other sense: reward-based and aversive learning. Both of them drastically
change animals’ exploration patterns. Is this change reflected in cognitive map architecture
and place cell coding?
During reward-based learning, cognitive map seems to follow behavioral occupation:

place fields accumulate around reward locations. Moreover, place cells representing reward
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zones are reactivated stronger and more often in quite wakefulness and NREM sleep following
learning compared to neurons with place fields outside of the zone.

Dopaminergic activity plays important role in the establishment and processing of re-
ward-related memories. Dopamine released from terminals that originated in ventral tegmen-
tal area and locus coeruleus supports learning of reward-place associations and selective at-
tention to reward. Activity in nucleus accumbens, direct target of VTA projections, is tightly
coordinated with reactivations of spatial information in dorsal hippocampus.

Normal functioning of dorsal hippocampus is necessary for acquisition and retrieval of
context fear conditioning and trace cued fear conditioning. It has been shown that remapping
of place cells occurs after context fear conditioning, as well as in other forms of aversive learn-
ing. It seems that mostly place fields shift towards the aversive zone bearing resemblance with
similar effect in reward-based learning (superimposed on opposite behavioral patterns and
motivational value).

There are still very few studies that investigate effect of aversive spatial learning on
hippocampal reactivations. Existing ones report that aversive zones are overrepresented in
reactivations detected during quiet wakefulness (however, without controlling for baseline
occupation of the aversive zone), or coordinated reactivations of aversive trajectories be-
tween dorsal hippocampus and amygdala during NREM sleep.

To our knowledge, no systematic investigation of differences and similarities between
reward-based and aversive spatial learning was performed. In this study, we will both try to
fill the gaps in our understanding of hippocampal place coding during and after aversive spatial

learning and to compare it in the situations of reward-based and aversive spatial learning.
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Questions

Are avoided locations reactivated during calm wakefulness and NREM
sleep? —chapter 5

How stable is the cognitive map after reward-based and aversive spatial
learning and if not stable, towards which location is it preferentially bi-

ased?

How similar are reactivations during affective learning and in following
sleep? — chapter 5

Is there a link between reactivations after affective learning and post-
learning behavior? — chapter 5
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Conclusion and questions that we
attempted to answer in this thesis
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We have seen in the introduction that spatial navigation and spatial memory rely on
the activity of place cells and their reactivations during offline states. Hippocampus-depend-
ent spatial memory is the clearest available model of episodic memories we can study in ro-
dents. Most types of learning (i.e. memory formation) require explicit reinforcers: rewards to
promote behaviors or aversive stimuli to punish behaviors that could be maladaptive. It is
logical to think, given that there are numerous examples of successful spatial learning around
us, that nervous system can incorporate information about affective stimuli into representa-
tion of space. However, up to this date we do not have full mechanistic understanding of how
exactly this process happen.

In our opinion, it is interesting to look at this problem from several theoretical perspec-
tives. First, if we look at the particular instance of memory, what does it constitute? Do neutral
declarative knowledge and information about reinforcement that helped to solidify this
memory exist separately? Or are they intricately interwoven in the brain, to the point they
become one? In other words, mechanism of association between spatial and emotional infor-
mation is wanted. Moreover, reinstatement of newly formed spatial memories should incor-
porate the motivational valence of reinforcement but we don’t know to which degree. What
does it mean to remember: to reinstate the shade of neutral information or to relive the mo-
ment again, including emotions that the learning process brought up?

Second, keeping in mind that cognitive map can be represented by the whole available
set of place fields, we already know that positive reinforcements warp cognitive map towards
reward sites. What governs this warping effect? Is it general for all possible types of rein-
forcements, which would suggest that cognitive map is biased towards the most relevant
locations of the environment?

Third, given ever-changing conditions in real world, it is fairly probable that an object
or a place associated with certain motivational valence will change this valence in the future.
How does the brain deal with such conflicts? Are appetitive-to-aversive and aversive-to-ap-
petitive modifications symmetrical?

Most of these questions will not be tackled in the present thesis, however they are
motivated us to design and perform this study. There are several concreate problems we will
address below.

How does aversive stimulus change representation of space?

Throughout the introduction, | tried to demonstrate that there are gaps in how we
think about affective spatial learning. Indeed, reward shifts place fields of the cognitive map
towards reward location, and those locations are overrepresented also in reactivations ob-
served in offline states. It is still unclear, whether this effect is caused by motivational salience

of rewarded locations, or simply by the fact that they are the most visited places on the map?
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In this thesis, we investigated spatial maps as well as rate and contents of hippocampal reac-
tivations during and after aversive spatial learning (which induces avoidance of motivationally
salient location) and (partly) compared the results with reward-based learning.

Are there fear-related neurons in dorsal hippocampus?

Up to this date, there was no consensus about how hippocampus represents fear-re-
lated stimuli and locations. There are two main ideas: either processing of aversiveness occur
outside of hippocampus (for example, in amygdala), or there are specialized neurons within
hippocampus that respond to fear-related objects. In this thesis, we have opportunity to ex-

plore data for the evidence of the second possibility.

Can we reverse aversive spatial association using counterconditioning?

Given the expertise in affective spatial learning, we designed the experiment that aims
at reversing aversive associations during sleep using pairing hippocampal reactivations to in-
tracranial rewarding stimulation. This enormously complex task requires a reliable decoder of
reactivations (see below). However, before we launch ourselves into this experiment, can we

confirm that such counterconditioning works during wakefulness?

Can one build effective online decoder based on artificial neural network?

To be able to effectively manipulate hippocampal place cell activity during offline
states, we need a position decoder that is accurate, fast and that would not require any man-
ual curation of input data. Artificial neural networks are good candidates for such task. In this
thesis, we attempt to build a decoder that satisfy all requirements for the closed loop experi-

ment.
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Chapter 5. Results I. Hippocampal
reactivations in reward-based and
aversive spatial learning
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Introduction

Large part of hippocampus-oriented research in mammal models is concentrated
around ‘spatial memory’ concept. Place cells recorded from areas CA1 and CA3 of hippocam-
pus fire in the specific locations of a particular environment called ‘place fields’ (O’Keefe and
Dostrovsky, 1971). Activity of place cells is highly organized in temporal domain. During active
exploration periods, hippocampal local field potentials (LFP) are dominated by theta oscilla-
tions that organize place cell firing in sequences using the mechanism of theta phase preces-
sion (O’Keefe and Recce, 1993; Skaggs et al., 1996). These sequences, representing past, pre-
sent and future position of an animal, can be considered trajectories constructed in the ab-
stract space of a cognitive map. Interestingly, sequences that emerged during exploration are
reactivated during calm states, such as sleep or immobile wakefulness (Wilson and McNaugh-
ton, 1994; Kudrimoti et al., 1999; Foster and Wilson, 2006; Diba and Buzsaki, 2007; Pfeiffer
and Foster, 2013). Hippocampal reactivations are thought to support memory consolidation
(Girardeau et al., 2009; Ego-Stengel and Wilson, 2010; de Lavilléon et al., 2015; Grydchin et
al., 2020), planning and decision-making (Pfeiffer and Foster, 2013; Olafsdéttir et al., 2017;
Pfeiffer, 2020).

Historically, hippocampal reactivations were studied in the behavioral paradigm of
‘free foraging’ that uses food scattered randomly in the environment as an incentive to ex-
plore. Therefore, a big share of reported results was obtained in the situations similar to ap-
petitive learning. It has been shown that rewarded locations are reactivated more often com-
pared to other explored locations (Singer and Frank, 2009; Dupret et al., 2010). What makes
the rewarded location to be more reactivated than the others? It is entirely plausible to ex-
plain elevated rate of rewarded location reactivations by the fact that animals spend more
time in these zones consuming reward. Indeed, more visited places during wakefulness have
been shown to be reactivated more often during sleep (O’Neill et al., 2008). Alternative hy-
pothesis suggests subcortical structures processing emotional stimuli (such as nucleus accum-
bens (NAc), ventral tegmental area (VTA) or amygdala) to guide selection process for contents
of reactivations (Lansink et al., 2009; Atherton et al., 2015; Girardeau et al., 2017).

Fearful events that happen in certain locations also guarantee remarkable modifica-
tions in exploration patterns — much like during appetitive learning but of different sign. Ani-
mals increase their occupation of rewarded place, whereas behavioral occupation of aversive
zones is drastically reduced. However, behavioral relevance (i.e. potential to induce learning)
is similarly present in both situations. Would aversive locations be reactivated more compared
to other zones, as if contents of reactivations depend more on importance of the location for
an animal, or would aversive locations be underrepresented in reactivations, as if places vis-
ited less often than the others?

Spatial learning with aversive associations investigated far less than spatial learning
with reward. One study has demonstrated that trajectories directed into aversive zone are

reactivated despite the behavioral avoidance that follows aversive learning (Wu et al., 2017).
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However, behavior of animals before learning was significantly biased towards the future
aversive zone, which does not allow dissociation of potential baseline overrepresentation of
shock location and consequences of aversive learning. In different study, coordinated reacti-
vations of the aversive trajectory between hippocampus and amygdala have been shown to
occur (Girardeau et al., 2017). In this study, authors have chosen air puff as an aversive stim-
ulus; learning with air puff did not result in strong avoidance of the aversive zone of the envi-
ronment.

In the present report, we aimed to compare hippocampal reactivations in aversive and
reward-based learning. In our behavioral paradigm, baseline exploration was homogeneous
across environment before learning and very similar across types of learning. Two groups of
mice were trained in aversive place association learning sessions and in rewarded place asso-
ciation learning using intracranial stimulation of dorsolateral periaqueductal grey matter
(dIPAG) and medial forebrain bundle (MFB), respectively. Learning procedure resulted in de-
creased time spent in the stimulation zone in case of aversive learning and increased time
spent in the stimulation zone in case of reward-based learning. We investigated how repre-
sentation of the full environment and the stimulation zone specifically are reactivated during

immobile wake periods and NREM sleep following learning.

Results

Rewarding and aversive spatial learning protocol bias the behavior towards
onhe zone

Mice implanted with recording electrodes in the area CA1 of hippocampus were
trained in the U-shaped maze (UMaze, for full protocol see Fig. 5-1A, C). Inspired by both place
preference set-up and linear mazes, the UMaze has two compartments of equal size. Experi-
ment starts with the free exploration of the maze when animals are not exposed to any affec-
tive (i.e. potentially reinforcing stimuli). After free exploration phase, one arm of the maze
(randomly assigned) serves either as a shock zone (in case of aversive protocol), or reward
zone (in case of appetitive protocol). During these ‘conditioning’ sessions, animals were free
to choose any trajectory within the environment — intracranial stimulation was triggered when
a mouse crossed the border of the stimulation zone, and it was repeated each 6 s until the
animal leaves the zone.

As a rewarding stimulus, we used intracranial stimulation of medial forebrain bundle,
(MFB), a complex fiber tract that passes through lateral hypothalamus (Nieuwenhuys et al.,
1982). It has been shown that place preference can be created by triggering MFB stimulation
in a particular location (Kobayashi et al., 1997; Talwar et al., 2002; Kobayashi et al., 2003;
Mamad et al.,, 2017). Intracranial stimulation of dorsolateral periaqueductal gray matter
(dIPAG) served as an aversive stimulus. Activation of dIPAG proved successful in replacing un-
conditioned stimuli in fear conditioning and avoidance paradigms (Kim et al., 2013; Deng et
al., 2016).
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Figure 5-1. Overview of behavioral tasks used in the study. Two groups of mice were

trained in two very similar protocols: aversive place association learning (A) and reward-place
association learning (C). Both experiments start with 2 h long sleep session (PreSleep) that was
followed by 15 min long free Exploration session. Then animals underwent PreTest sessions,
16 min in total. In aversive place association protocol, animals did 4 PreTests, 4 min long each;
in reward-place association protocol, animals did 8 PreTests, 2 min long each. Afterwards, mice
spent 32 min in Conditioning sessions: each time an animal crossed the border of stimulation
zone, it received aversive or appetitive intracranial stimulation. Stimulations were performed
(ISl = 6 s) until the mouse left the zone. In aversive place association protocol, animals did 4
Conditioning sessions, 8 min long each; in reward-place association protocol, animals did 8
Conditioning sessions, 4 min long each. Conditioning was followed by 2 hours of PostSleep and
then PostTests, which repeated the structure of PreTest sessions of the current protocol. Both
protocols were finished by 15 min of free exploration session called Extinction. B. Summary of
the aversive place association experiment for an example mouse. Top: trajectories during Pre-
Tests, Conditioning sessions and PostTests. Location of shocks are indicated by red stars. Bot-
tom: Occupancy percentage of the shock zone and neutral counterpart in the opposite arm in
PreTests, Conditioning sessions and PostTests. D. Summary of the reward-place association
experiment for an example mouse. Top: trajectories during PreTests, Conditioning sessions and
PostTests. Location of rewarding stimulations are indicated by green stars. Bottom: Occupancy
percentage of the reward zone and neutral counterpart in the opposite arm in PreTests, Con-

ditioning sessions and PostTests.
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To assess behavioral changes induced by affective spatial learning, we used two pa-
rameters: occupancy of the zone (neutral or stimulated) and the latency to enter the zone.
Before learning procedure, animals explored future stimulation zone and its neutral counter-
part in the opposite arm equally (Fig. 5-2).

Conditioning procedure dramatically altered animals’ behavioral patterns (Fig. 5-1B, D
for examples, Fig. 5-3 for overall results). In appetitive protocol, animals increased time spent
in the reward zone and latency to enter the shock zone decreased. In contrast, after aversive
spatial learning, mice drastically reduced time spent in the shock zone and time to enter the

shock zone increased.
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Figure 5-2. Stimulation and neutral zones were explored equally in both experiments

during PreTests (before learning had started). A, C. Occupancy of stimulation zone and its neu-

tral counterpart during PreTests in aversive place association protocol (A - 29.9+2.8% vs
23.2+2.6%, Wilcoxon ranksum p=0.1) and in reward place association protocol (C - 26.2+3.7%
vs 29.3143.7%, Wilcoxon ranksum p=0.62). Dashed line indicates random occupancy rate for
the zone. B, D. Latency to enter the stimulation zones and its neutral counterpart during Pre-
Tests in aversive place association protocol (B - 59.1+9.3 s vs 50.2+7.2 s, Wilcoxon ranksum
p=0.62) and reward-place association protocol (D -56.5+7.1vs 72.1+10.8 s, Wilcoxon ranksum
p=0.26).
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Figure 5-3. Aversive place association protocol and reward-place association protocol

resulted in strong place avoidance and place preference, respectively. A, D. Simplified sche-

matics of aversive place association protocol (A) and reward-place association protocol (D). B,
E. Occupancy of the shock zone before (PreTests) and after (PostTests) aversive place associa-
tion learning (B - 29.9+2.8% vs 7.4+2.3%, Wilcoxon ranksum p=10~°) and reward-place associ-
ation protocol (E - 26.2£3.7% vs 49.4+5.4%, Wilcoxon ranksum p=0.01). C, F. Latency to enter
the shock zone before (PreTest) and after (PostTests) aversive place association learning (C -
59.149.3 s vs 169.3£12.3 s, Wilcoxon ranksum p=8 x 10°) and reward-place association pro-
tocol (F-56.5+7.1 s vs 32.2+7.1 s, Wilcoxon ranksum p=0.01). G, I. Difference between occu-
pancies of the shock and safe zones during Pre- and PostTests in aversive place association
learning (G - 6.7+3.2% vs -28.4+8.1%, Wilcoxon ranksum p=0.0006) and reward-place associ-
ation protocol (I - (-3.1+£3.8% vs 36.2+7.2%, Wilcoxon ranksum p=0.0006). H, J. Difference be-
tween latencies to enter the shock and safe zone during Pre- and PostTests in aversive place
association learning (H - 9.0+12.3 s vs 83.5+19.6 s, Wilcoxon ranksum p=0.002) and reward-
place association protocol (J - 15.6+14.5 s vs -99.5+17.9 s, Wilcoxon ranksum p=0.007).
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It is worth to stress that modification of behavior within the stimulation zone in both
protocols was specific to the stimulation zone (Fig. 5-3G-J). Indeed, in aversive place associa-
tion protocol, difference between occupancies of the stimulation and neutral zones was
slightly positive before start of the learning procedure, and it dropped drastically after the
learning. Difference of latencies to enter the zone increased after aversive spatial learning. On
the contrary, in reward-place association protocol, difference between occupancies of the
stimulation and neutral zone increase after the learning procedure and difference between
latencies to enter the zones decreased.

Thus, while animals showed very similar behavioral patterns before learning took
place, exploring the whole UMaze in an unbiased manner, for both aversive place and reward-
place association protocols, after learning behavioral patterns looked utterly opposite with
respect to behavior in the stimulation zone. Indeed, dIPAG stimulation results in decreased
occupancy of the stimulation zone, whereas MFB stimulation reduces occupancy of the arm
opposite to stimulated zone. And vice versa, MFB stimulation boosts occupancy of the stimu-
lation zone while mice become biased towards the zone opposite to aversive zone after dIPAG

conditioning (see also Fig. 5-15 in appendix).

Sleep physiology and sleep SWRs after affective spatial learning

Sleep architecture was not modified by neither aversive place association learning nor
reward-place association learning (Fig. 5-4). It is widely accepted that hippocampal reactiva-
tions mostly happen during sharp-wave ripples (SWRs) that could be observed during NREM
sleep (Nadasdy et al., 1999; Buzsaki. 2015). Both aversive and appetitive learning resulted in
increased SWR rate during PostSleep NREM stage compared to PreSleep NREM stage (Fig. 5-
4E, J).
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Figure 5-4. Sleep architecture and sharp wave ripples (SWR) rate in aversive place as-

sociation protocol and reward-place association protocol. A. Simplified schematics of aversive

place association protocol. B. Percentage of wakefulness during Pre- and PostSleep sessions in
aversive place association protocol (31.443.4 vs 25.0£1.6 %, Wilcoxon ranksum p=0.45). C.
Percentage of NREM sleep during Pre- and PostSleep sessions in aversive place association
protocol (62.3+3.2 vs 68.02+1.5 %, Wilcoxon ranksum p=0.35). D. Percentage of REM sleep
during Pre- and PostSleep sessions in aversive place association protocol (5.9+0.5 vs 6.1+0.6
%, Wilcoxon ranksum p=0.64). E. SWR rate in the first 30 min of NREM state of Pre- and
PostSleep sessions in aversive place association protocol (0.68+0.04 Hz vs 0.81+0.03 Hz, Wil-
coxon ranksum p=0.015). F. Simplified schematics of reward-place association protocol. G.
Percentage of wakefulness during Pre- and PostSleep sessions in reward-place association pro-
tocol protocol (29.6£6.0 vs 32.6+4.8 %, Wilcoxon ranksum p=0.62). H. Percentage of NREM
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sleep during Pre- and PostSleep sessions in reward-place association protocol (63.5+5.3 vs
61.61+3.9 %, Wilcoxon ranksum p=0.62). I. Percentage of REM sleep during Pre- and PostSleep
sessions (6.8+1.2 vs 5.4%+1.1 %, Wilcoxon ranksum p=0.46). J. SWR rate in the first 30 min of
NREM state of Pre- and PostSleep sessions in reward-place association protocol (0.67+0.05 Hz
vs 0.8620.07 Hz, Wilcoxon ranksum p=0.04).

Reactivations of hippocampal neuronal ensembles after both appetitive and
aversive spatial learning

We have recorded both local field potentials and ensembles of neurons from area CA1
of hippocampus in all animals. Among 19 recorded sessions in the aversive place association
experiment, 7 sessions comprising 296 neurons in the pyramidal layer were stable and are
included in the analysis. Likewise, among 7 recorded sessions in the reward-place association
experiment, 3 sessions comprising 111 neurons were stable and are included in the analysis.

Reactivations of hippocampal neural ensembles were assessed by means of explained
variance (EV), which represents how much of variance of populational pairwise correlations
during PostSleep can be explained by pairwise correlations of activity recorded during the task
after ruling out background correlations observed during sleep that precedes the task. A good
control value, called reversed explained variance (REV), swaps Pre- and PostSleep correlation
matrices. We looked at three different periods during the task in search of reactivations of the
neuronal activity at these different moments: reactivations of neutral environment were as-
sessed by calculating the EV for the free exploration periods before affective learning, reacti-
vations of neuronal patterns observed during active behavior during learning and reinstate-
ment of neuronal activity detected during awake SWRs that occurred during learning. EV and
REV are presented for NREM sleep.

We have found that in both reward-based and aversive protocols neuronal activity ob-
served before and during affective learning is reactivated in the NREM sleep following the task
(Fig. 5-5A, B, D, E). Moreover, co-firing patterns observed during SWRs during learning are
also reinstated in the following NREM sleep in both protocols (Fig. 5-5C, F).
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Fig. 5-5. Hippocampal neurons reactivate co-firing patterns during NREM sleep.

Strength of reactivations linearly correlate with avoidance behavior. A. EV and REV during
NREM sleep for active periods before reward-based learning (EV=14.3%£3.6 %, REV=2.5+1.0 %,
N=3). B. EV and REV during NREM sleep for active periods during reward-based learning
(EV=15.5+5.3 %, REV=4.0%+2.2 %, N=3). C. EV and REV during NREM sleep for neuronal activity
registered during ripples in reward-based learning (EV=14.3%+5.5 %, REV=2.1+£1.7 %, N=3). D.
EV and REV during NREM sleep for active periods before aversive learning (EV=13.0+3.2 %,
REV=3.94+1.6 %, N=7, Wilcoxon ranksum p=0.03). E. EV and REV during NREM sleep for active
periods during aversive learning (EV=10.612.3 %, REV=3.9+2.0 %, N=7, Wilcoxon ranksum
p=0.07). F. EV and REV during NREM sleep for neuronal activity registered during ripples in
aversive learning (EV=14.4%3.4 %, REV=2.4+1.5 %, N=7, Wilcoxon ranksum p=0.007). G. Linear

correlation between explained variance calculated for active periods before aversive learning

and difference between latencies to enter the shock zone before and after learning (Spear-
man’s rho=0.78, p=0.1). H. Linear correlation between explained variance calculated for active
periods during aversive learning and difference between latencies to enter the shock zone be-
fore and after learning (Spearman’s rho=0.94, p=0.02). I. Linear correlation between explained
variance calculated for neuronal activity registered during ripples in aversive learning and dif-
ference between latencies to enter the shock zone before and after learning (Spearman’s
rho=0.89, p=0.03). J. Linear correlation between explained variance calculated for active peri-
ods before aversive learning and difference between the shock zone occupancies before and
after learning (Spearman’s rho=-0.61, p=0.17). K. Linear correlation between explained vari-
ance calculated for active periods during aversive learning and difference between shock zone
occupancies before and after learning (Spearman’s rho=-0.82, p=0.03). L. Linear correlation
between explained variance calculated for neuronal activity registered during ripples in aver-
sive learning and difference between shock zone occupancies before and after learning (Spear-
man’s rho=-0.64, p=0.14).
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In aversive spatial learning, strength of reactivations predicts avoidance be-
havior

We have demonstrated that, similar to what is observed after appetitive spatial learn-
ing, animals reactivate experience related to aversive spatial learning in the following NREM
sleep. Can we predict the degree of the avoidance in the behavioral tests after aversive learn-
ing?

We have linearly correlated EV calculated for neuronal activity observed at different
periods during the task. Latency to enter the shock zone correlated strongly with EV calculated
for both active periods during learning phase and SWRs observed in the learning phase (Fig.
5-5H,1). Moreover, shock zone occupancy was anti-correlated with the EV calculated on active
periods during learning. These results indirectly point to the fact that NREM sleep reactiva-
tions of neuronal activity observed during learning could be important to support avoidance

behavior.

Neuronal ensembles reactivated during PostSleep after aversive spatial
learning are also active during learning phase

We have confirmed existence of reactivations after aversive spatial learning. However,
EV does not provide neither spatial, nor temporal resolution to deeper investigate contents
and the time course of reactivated neuronal co-firing patterns. To address these issues, we
used reactivation strength technique (Peyrache et al., 2010). Using this method, one can ex-
tract co-active neuronal ensembles and then match their activity (in the form of templates) to
the activity in question. Such matching process yields a measure that we will call similarity
score, which is high when similarity between the template and the matched neuronal activity
is high.

Sharp-wave ripples (SWRs), fast oscillatory events that can be recorded in hippocam-
pus are the good proxy for assessing rate of reactivation events (Diba and Buzsaki, 2007;
Buzsaki. 2015). Templates were constructed using periods of SWRs detected in the NREM
sleep following aversive learning phase. Thus, we tried to identify similarities between poten-
tial replay events that occur during sleep SWRs and awake activity in search of neuronal pat-
terns that contribute the most to reactivations. Mean similarity score across two first most
significant templates is reported.

We have found that average similarity score is indeed higher for NREM sleep following
aversive learning than in NREM sleep before learning (Fig. 5-6A), suggesting different contents
of SWRs before and after learning. Interestingly, templates that weakly match activity during
learning occur with the same similarity score in NREM sleep before and after learning, while
templates with strong similarity to activity observed during learning phase exhibit significant
differences in similarity score measure between Pre- and PostSleep (Fig. 5-6B, C). These ob-
servations suggest that activity during aversive learning rather than reinforcement-free free
exploration mostly contributes to the reactivations during SWRs.
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Figure 5-6. Ensembles that were active during aversive learning are reactivated during

NREM sleep following the learning. A. Mean similarity score across all templates in NREM
sleep before and after aversive learning (1.2240.22 vs 1.040.23, paired t-test p=0.03). B. Mean
similarity score across templates with low similarity score during learning phase in NREM sleep
before and after aversive learning (0.62+0.16 vs 0.6170.13, paired ttest p=0.89). C. Mean sim-
ilarity score across templates with high similarity score during learning phase in NREM sleep
before and after aversive learning (2.1+0.14 vs 2.88+0.33, paired ttest p=0.009).

Neuronal ensembles reinstated in NREM sleep are also reactivated at SWRs
during aversive learning session

In contrast to free exploration sessions when minimal number of SWRs was detected,
during both appetitive and aversive learning substantial number of SWRs was observed. In-
terestingly, in both protocols, maximum density of SWRs occurrence occurred at the most
visited locations: thus, during reward-place association protocol most of SWRs occurred in the
stimulation zone whereas during aversive place association protocol most of the SWRs were
detected in the zone opposite to the shock zone (Fig. 5-7). There is a strong tendency of de-
tecting more SWRs observed during aversive learning compared to reward- based one
(0.45£0.1 (N=19) vs 0.04+0.01 (N=7) ripples/s).

We have noticed that similarity score of multiple templates significantly increases dur-

ing aversive learning phase compared to free exploration before learning (Fig. 5-
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Figure 5-7. Sharp-wave ripples (SWRs) occur in the most visited locations in the envi-

ronment both during reward-based and aversive spatial learning. A, B. Occupation maps dur-

ing learning phase in aversive place association protocol (A) and in reward-place association
protocol (B). Note that during aversive spatial learning freezing behavior often observed at
the most visited locations. C, D. Density of SWRs across the environment in aversive place
association protocol (C) and in reward-place association protocol (D). Note that density of rip-

ples during aversive learning is higher than density of ripples during reward-based learning.

8A, B). This increase was often accompanied by the increase in SWR rate (Fig. 5-8C), and sim-
ilarity score peaked at the time of awake SWRs occurrence (Fig. 5-8D). When we separated
moments of SWR occurrence and the rest of the learning phase, it turned out that similarity
score at the periods of awake SWR is approximately 5 times higher than in periods outside
SWR, and even more so in free exploration session (Fig. 5-9). These results indicate that reac-
tivations that we see during NREM sleep following aversive spatial learning are dominated by

the activity of neurons during awake SWRs inside the learning experience.
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Figure 5-8. Similarity score during different stages of the aversive learning experiment for an example mouse. Activity during Post-NREM

SWRs was taken as templates. A. Similarity score across the experiment of an example template. Black dots ranged across horizontal line are SWRs.
B. Similarity score of all significant template during different experimental phases. C. SWR rate across different experimental phases. D. Mean

similarity score triggered at the time of SWR. E. Spatial map of mean similarity score before aversive spatial learning. F. Spatial map of mean

similarity score during aversive spatial learning.
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Figure 5-9. Neuronal activity during learning awake SWR during makes strongest con-

tribution to NREM sleep reactivations. A. Mean similarity score during different periods of the
task (Free exploration: 0.4340.1, Learning: 0.7940.15, SWRs during learning: 4.74+1.19, Learn-
ing except SWRs: 0.6210.14; paired t-test — free exploration vs learning: p=0.002; Free explo-

ration vs SWRs during learning: p<0.001; free exploration vs learning except SWRs: p=0.007;
learning vs SWRs during learning: p<0.001; learning vs learning except SWRs: p=0.001; SWRs
during learning vs learning except SWRs: p<0.001). B. Mean similarity score triggered on
awake SWRs.

During learning phase of aversive place association experiment animals re-
activate locations adjacent to the shock zone

When analyzing aversive place association protocol data, we have discovered hippo-
campal reactivations that occur mostly during SWRs in the learning phase and keep getting
reactivated in subsequent NREM sleep. However, contents of these reactivation still remain
an open question. To answer it, we investigated spatial distribution of average similarity score
measure during free exploration period before learning and during aversive spatial learning.

While no clear location was more similar to the post-learning sleep SWRs than other
location before learning began, average similarity score during learning phase had highest val-
ues in the shock zone (Fig. 5-10). Interestingly, aversive zone and close locations were the
least visited across the whole environment. Our results suggest that zones of high motiva-

tional salience rather than zones of the highest behavioral occupancy are replayed.
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Figure 5-10. Average similarity score within the UMaze before and during learning. A,

B. Spatial distribution of behavioral occupancy across the UMaze location during free explora-
tion before aversive learning (A) and during aversive learning (B).C, D. Average similarity score
across the UMaze location during free exploration before aversive learning (C) and during aver-
sive learning (D). E. Difference between average similarity score before and during aversive
learning. F. (left) Average similarity score within 7 zones within the maze: from the shock zone

to the safe zone. (right) Zones within the UMaze.

Majority of place fields does not remap after aversive learning

It has been shown that affective learning can warp cognitive map by partial remapping
of place fields (Hollup et al., 2001; Dupret et al., 2010; Moita et al., 2004; Wang et al., 2012;
Mammad et al., 2017). However, there is still high controversy surrounding these results due
to the fact that affective learning massively changes behavioral patterns of the animal —there-

fore, it is very difficult to evaluate place fields in an unbiased manner. Usually, stability of place
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fields across sessions is assessed by rate maps correlation, which is very sensitive to slight shift
in peak firing rates and even more sensitive to changes in exploration.

We have correlated rate maps from free exploration before learning and learning itself
recorded during aversive place association protocol and compared them with intra-session
stability assessed during free exploration only (Fig. 5-11).
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Figsure 5-12. Examples of place cells with stable place fields before and during learning.
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Within-session stability of free exploration period unsurprisingly gravitates towards 1
(identical rate maps), however we have observed to peaks in the distribution of exploration-
to-learning stability: one closer to 1 and another around 0.5. Overall, while 90% within-session
stability coefficients lie above 0.5 (for such examples, see Fig. 5-12), lesser proportion — 70%
of exploration-to-learning stability coefficients were higher than 0.5. Nonetheless, 70% is still
high enough to conclude that the majority of place cells remain stable.

To confirm our interpretation, we visually investigated place cells with low exploration-
to-learning stability for convincing signs of remapping (Fig. 5-13). We have found that most
cases of low stability can be attributed to drastically modified behavioral patterns during
learning. The least stable neurons usually had their place fields in the least visited locations of
the environment during learning, but closer visual inspection confirm remainders of location-
specific firing. These observations confirm our interpretations that cognitive map remains sta-

ble during aversive spatial learning.
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Figure 5-13. Examples of place cells with unstable place fields before and during learning.
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Discussion

We have demonstrated that neuronal co-firing observed during the task, which in-
cludes spatial learning, was reinstated in the following NREM sleep for both valences of rein-
forcement used in the study. Reactivations of co-firing patterns recorded during sleep SWRs
in the aversive learning phase linearly correlated with latency to enter the shock zone, one of
the most important metrics of approach/avoidance behavior. Moreover, we have found that
neuronal activity during awake SWRs contributed the most to reactivations observed during
NREM sleep SWRs. Importantly, contents of these reactivations include mostly aversive zone

representation.

Reactivations in aversive spatial learning

Classically, aversive spatial learning is much less studied than appetitive spatial learn-
ing. Such bias is explained by drastic behavioral modifications that is induced by moderate
aversive stimuli. Indeed, aversive protocols usually result in elevated amounts of freezing and
significant reduction of exploration, which impairs researcher’s ability to assess location-spe-
cific firing. Therefore, existing studies use either very ‘light’ aversive stimuli, such as predator’s
odor or the air puff (Wang et al., 2012; Girardeau et al., 2017), and/or include strongly moti-
vating appetitive reinforcement in the aversive learning — in other words, utilizing ap-
proach/avoidance conflict (Oler et al., 2008).

To our knowledge, there are two studies that assessed hippocampal reactivations after
aversive spatial learning on the fine time scale. In one of them, authors have used inhibitory
avoidance behavioral paradigm and have found that trajectories towards the shock zone are
replayed significantly more often than other trajectories at choice locations in the environ-
ment (Wu et al., 2017). Important feature of this study is that aversive stimuli were presented
in the dark compartment of the linear track, a place where animals naturally spent the most
time before learning. Potentially, such bias can be reflected in the reactivations. Another study
has demonstrated coordinated NREM sleep reactivations both in the hippocampal network
and in the ensembles of neurons that comprise both dorsal hippocampus and basolateral
amygdala (Girardeau et al., 2017). In this report, very mild aversive stimulus (an air puff) was
used. Air puff induced minor modifications of foraging behavior — a hesitation in front of the
stimulus zone, and the degree of its aversiveness remains an open question.

Unlike in the studies reviewed above, our behavioral paradigm does not favor behav-
ioral biases before the start of learning, uses strong aversive stimulus (intracranial dIPAG stim-
ulation), and it allows evaluating of both awake and sleep reactivations. In such conditions,
vast majority of place cells did not change their place fields during aversive learning. According
to previous reports, strong remapping is observed in the paradigms that induce massive be-
havioral modifications (Wang et al., 2012; Mamad et al., 2019), however only partial re-
mapping was detected in the studies with weak or partial changes in exploration patterns
(Moita et al., 2004; Kim et al., 2015). In our report, aversive learning induced major modifica-

tion in exploration patterns, which was often characterized by the absence of trajectories in
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some locations. We have observed that place fields that were supported by trajectories in
both before learning and learning sessions remained stable.

Our results generally confirm that fear-related experience is reactivated during NREM
sleep. We have observed NREM sleep reactivations of neural activity recorded during pre-
learning free exploration phase as well as NREM reactivations of neuronal co-firing patterns
during SWRs. Importantly, activity recorded during awake SWRs made the strongest contribu-
tion to NREM sleep reactivations in PostSleep.

Similar to already published data (Wu et al., 2017; Girardeau et al., 2017), neuronal
activity that represents the aversive zone contributed the most to subsequent reactivations.
Our results complement existing reports that have found awake reactivations of the aversive
location (Wu et al., 2017), and NREM sleep reactivations of the aversive location after moder-
ately aversive stimulation (Girardeau et al., 2017). Behavior in the latter paradigm implied
travelling through the aversive zone, whereas our task was designed to evoke strong avoid-
ance of the aversive zone. Therefore, behavioral adaptations in two studies are different, how-
ever the results are similar, which suggests that motivational salience as the main factor that
drives behavioral changes.

Magnitude of SWRs-related reactivations after aversive learning could predict strength
of avoidance behavior, as reflected by the linear correlation analysis. Potentially, this obser-
vation opens the possibility to construct mechanistic model of how reactivations of affective
experience support subsequent behavioral adaptations induced by them. Despite several bril-
liant reports demonstrating necessity of hippocampal reactivations (Girardeau et al., 2009;
Ego-Stengel and Wilson, 2010; de Lavilléon et al., 2015; Grydchin et al., 2020), few researchers
tried to follow specific place representations throughout experiments and in their relation to

behavior.

Reward-based and aversive spatial learning are similar

Despite the lack of data within the reward place association group, we have been able
to show that reward-based and aversive spatial learning are opposite with respect to the be-
havioral modifications but similar with respect to hippocampal reactivations. While MFB and
dIPAG stimulations lead to mirrored behavioral patterns in the UMaze, they both increased
SWRs occurrence rate and both resulted in reactivations of co-firing patterns observed during
the task.

It was suggested that stronger awake and sleep reactivations of rewarded locations
after appetitive learning is a by-product of increased occupancy of rewarded zones: more ex-
plored trajectories and locations are replayed the most. We have demonstrated that the lo-
cations of the strongest reactivations are located neither in the aversive zone (the most moti-
vationally salient but the least visited), nor in the opposite safe zone (neutral but the most
visited). Locations adjacent to the shock zone are mostly represented in reactivation events,
however aversive zone reactivations also made significant contribution to replays. Specula-

tively, these zones could represent not spatial locations but avoidance behavior, similar to the
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one observed by Wu et al., 2017. Given the fact that neuronal activity representing locations
adjacent to the aversive zone made the strongest contribution to NREM sleep reactivations,
we suggest that spatial correlates of behavioral adaptations to the new conditions are reac-
tivated during and after affective learning.

Such interpretation goes against the hypothesis that hippocampus codes for and reac-
tivates purely spatial information. There is ever-growing evidence that hippocampal coding
includes other external and internal parameters in addition to space (Aronov et al., 2017; Eich-
enbaum, 2016; Barron et al., 2020). Moreover, one group of authors has shown that separate
subpopulations exist in the CA1 of hippocampus: one represents space as a set of locations
and demonstrates strong location-specific firing, and another one represents context as a
whole without keeping sharp place-tuning of each individual neuron (Tanaka et al., 2018).
Their results suggest that a smaller proportion of hippocampal neurons in CA1 represents
broad context-specific experience. Activity of such neurons could become very useful when
motivationally salient events happen: upon introduction of new conditions, experience-cod-
ing neurons would be able to represent altered circumstances, while keeping general repre-
sentation of space (reflected in the activity of location-tuned neurons) intact. Theoretically,
neurons that are preferentially reactivated during SWRs in affective spatial learning are expe-

rience-coding rather than space-coding.

A model of affective spatial learning

To further illustrate this line of thought, we suggest a very simple model, the validity
of which can be tested in an experiment (Fig. 5-14). Reinforcing stimuli trigger behavioral
modifications during learning phase as well as occurrence of SWRs with awake reactivations
necessary for early consolidation processes. Contents of these awake reactivations would de-
fine future behavioral patterns induced by affective stimuli: we hypothesize that animals
would reactivate rewarded zone in case of reward-based learning and zones that are im-
portant in the context of fear-related behavior in case of aversive learning. Awake reactiva-
tions strengthen functional connections between neurons that participate in them, and partly
for that reason the same neuronal patterns are reinstated in NREM sleep following the learn-
ing, further continuing memory consolidation processes. After sleep, upon exposure to the
same environment, behavior is constrained within the locations that were mostly reactivated
during wakefulness and sleep. This model is falsifiable and allows for causal intervention in

multiple points to test its validity.
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Figure 5-14. A model of affective spatial learning (explained on the example of aversive

spatial learning). Upon receiving motivationally relevant stimulus (fear-inducing stimulation or

reward), animals modify their behavior (go to safe zones or to reward zones). This modification
represents adaptation to the new conditions in the environment and is accompanied by ele-
vated SWR rate. During awake learning SWRs, reactivations of the newly adapted behaviors
are observed (no-go in the shock zone or goal-directed behavior towards reward zone). In the
following NREM sleep, animals keep reactivating the same behaviors, further consolidating
behavioral adaptations. After sleep, behavior is constrained by the consolidated behavioral

patterns which are adaptive if the conditions stay the same.

In summary, we have shown that, equivalent to the reward-based spatial learning,
aversive spatial learning result in NREM sleep reactivations of neuronal activity observed dur-
ing the task. These sleep reactivations are mostly explained by the neuronal activity during
awake SWRs and represents the aversive zone. Strength of reactivations of activity recorded
during awake SWRs correlates with the amplitude of avoidance behavior. We hypothesized
that, during affective learning, the locations corresponding to fresh behavioral adaptation to
reinforcing stimuli are reactivated both during wakefulness and sleep. Trajectories consoli-
dated by means of these reactivations would constrain the following behavior, which leads to
behavioral patterns we usually observe after learning. Direct test of this hypothesis will re-
quire more experiments, and they would include recording more neurons per animals as well

as causal perturbation of hippocampal activity.
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Figure 5-15. Aversive place association protocol and reward-place association result in

the opposite behavioral patterns for the stimulation and neutral zone. A, D. Simplified sche-

matics of aversive place association protocol (A) and reward-place association protocol (D). B,

E. Occupancy of the shock zone before (PreTests) and after (PostTests) aversive place associa-

tion learning (B) and reward-place association protocol (E). C, F. Latency to enter the shock

zone before (PreTest) and after (PostTests) aversive place association learning (B) and reward-

place association protocol (F). G, I. Occupancy of the neutral zone before (PreTests) and after

(PostTests) aversive place association learning (G) and reward-place association protocol (I).

H, J. Latency to enter the neutral zone before (PreTest) and after (PostTests) aversive place

association learning (H) and reward-place association protocol (J).
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Chapter 6. Results Il. Plug-and-play
position decoding from high-pass
filtered hippocampal activity
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Introduction
Firing of place cells recorded from areas CA1 and CA3 of hippocampus is tuned to the

current location of an animal (O’Keefe and Dostrovsky, 1971). In a particular environment,
each place cell has one or several receptive fields (‘place fields’) that are stable over long pe-
riods of time (Thompson and Best, 1990). However, if an animal is exposed to different envi-
ronment place fields remap globally (Leutgeb et al., 2005). Activity of place cells is highly or-
ganized in temporal domain, both during active exploration when neurons with adjacent re-
ceptive fields form theta sequences and during calm states when explored trajectories are
‘replayed’ (Hartley et al., 2014). Due to the fact that place cell coding unambiguously repre-
sents the map of occupied space, it is possible to decode current location of the animal from
the activity of place cells with high accuracy. The standard approach to such decoding problem
is Bayesian framework that effectively calculates probability of an animal being in certain
place given the population vector of neuronal firing (Zhang et al., 1998).

Bayesian approach comes with two heavy assumptions: spikes of an individual neuron
is considered to be distributed according to Poisson distribution, and firing of any given neu-
ron is thought to be independent from firing of others. In reality, place cells are much more
variable than is expected from Poisson process (Fenton and Muller, 1998; Buzsaki., 2015), and
they are not statistically independent from each other as described in vast literature on reac-
tivations and replays (Wilson and McNaughton, 1994; Kudrimoti et al., 1999; Buzsaki, 2015).
Thus, despite the fact that Bayesian position decoding demonstrates great accuracy, it is hard
to say to which extent its assumptions constrain its performance.

Artificial neural networks (ANNs) are known for their success in learning dependencies
within high dimensional data. Moreover, ANNs place no assumptions on data distribution
(Yang and Yang, 2014). Recent advances in deep learning and increased accessibility of cheap
computing power suggest the use of ANNs as alternative algorithms to decode animal’s posi-
tion in space from electrophysiological signal recorded from hippocampus (Richards et al.,
2019). Indeed, a small two-layered recurrent neural network significantly outperformed
Bayesian decoder in decoding animal’s position from 2D environment (Tampuu et al., 2019).
Authors used long short-term memory (LSTM) neural network, which is designed to detect
patterns in the data unrolling in time, on large (0.2 — 4 s) chunks of pre-sorted single units’
activity. Important insight of this study is that LSTM layers can be successful in parsing tem-
porally organized neural data from hippocampus. However, use of sorted spikes as input data
remarkably inflates the time needed to do an iteration of the experiment, and also introduces
human-related biases in the pipeline. This drawback was overcome in different report where
convolutional neural network (CNN) applied to morlet wavelets computed from raw electro-
physiological data was utilized for successful decoding of animal’s position (Frey et al., 2019).

Decoding algorithms are often applied to closed-loop systems, in which speed of com-
putation is of crucial importance (Brumberg et al., 2010; Ciliberi et al., 2018). Bayesian decoder
was successfully adapted for online use (Ciliberti et al., 2018), but published ANN-based posi-

tion decoders demands large amount of time to prepare input data. While decoding of current
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position of animal during active behavior places relaxed demands on speed of the algorithm,
to decode contents of replays, online ANN-based position decoder should be able to make
inference using short (20-80 ms) time windows of data. On such a short timescale, human
treatment of the input data becomes impossible, and time needed for decoding should be
reduced to minimum.

In this study, we have tested the ANN-based position decoder that comprises CNN lay-
ers to extract features from raw electrophysiological signal and LSTM layers to learn a link
between temporally organized hippocampal spikes and position of an animal. In addition, our
algorithm utilizes Bayesian neural network approach to construct probability distribution
across possible position that can be used as a confidence handle during decoding. We have
been able to show that algorithm shows lower error on time bins decoded with higher confi-
dence compared to time windows with lower confidence. Moreover, we demonstrated in this
report that suggested architecture decodes with high accuracy both on large (> 200 ms) and
short (36 ms) time windows. In a closed-loop decoding system, our algorithm decoded posi-
tion with the roundtrip latency of less than 72 ms.

On a more general scale, our approach to decoding of animal’s position can provide a
framework to decode any variable of interest encoded in spiking neuronal data without plac-
ing any assumptions on the input data. Importantly, it does not require human treatment of

the neural signal and can be used in closed-loop systems that demand low roundtrip latencies.

Results

To test our architecture (see Methods section), we used the data obtained from a
mouse implanted with one 4-shank silicon probe in the area CA1 of hippocampus. Raw elec-
trophysiological signals (64 channels, 20 kHz sampling rate) were recorded while the animal
was freely exploring the U-shaped maze. These raw data were fed into the ANN-based posi-
tion decoder that comprises convolutional and LSTM layers (Fig. 6-1). We compared perfor-
mance of the ANN-based decoder with a classical memoryless Bayesian decoder that takes
sorted spikes as inputs and uses historical exploration distribution as a prior. Real and inferred
coordinates were linearized for the representation of results unless the contrary is explicitly
claimed.

ANN-based decoder decoded position with higher accuracy than Bayesian decoder on
all tested time windows (see Tables 6-2—6-5 in appendix and Fig. 6-2—6-4). Predictions from
two decoders overlapped (Fig. 6-5); however, they overlapped more at longer time windows
used for decoding (probably, due to poor performance of Bayesian decoder at short time
scale), and they overlapped less at points decoded when the animal was immobile or moved
at low speed compared to high speed (speculatively, due to the fact that two algorithms pre-

dict reactivations differently).
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Figure 6-1. Architecture of position decoder artificial neural network used in the study.

A. Waveforms from N channels that compose one spike group are sent into separate convolu-
tional network, each of which outputs 128 units. These units are pooled to four consecutive
LSTM layer are applied to them. The last layer is connected to a dense layer which outputs 2
values: X and Y coordinate of an animal. B. Architecture of the CNN. Waveforms from N chan-
nels that compose one spike group are sent into 3 consecutive convolutional layers with kernel
size of (2,3), and then into three dense layers of 128 units each.
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Figure 6-2. Example of inference using both the ANN-based decoder and Bayesian de-

coder on the linearized Euclidian coordinates. Left. Performance of the ANN-based decoder.

Right. Performance of Bayesian decoder. Each line represents a particular time window that

was used to perform decoding: from top to bottom — 36, 108, 252 and 504 ms.
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Figure 6-4. Cumulative histograms of linear error for both ANN-based and Bayesian

decoder at different time windows. Vertical lines indicate mean linear error for respective de-

coder and window size. A. Distribution of the linear error for 36 ms-long windows. B. Distribu-
tion of the linear error for 108 ms-long windows. C. Distribution of the linear error for 256 ms-
long windows. D. Distribution of the linear error for 504 ms-long windows. E. Mean linear error
on the full test dataset.

In addition to predicting the position, we constructed the ANN-based decoder to min-
imize distance between real loss function and Euclidean error. Output value, which was ob-
tained on every time step using such loss function, was called ‘Predicted loss’. Predicted loss
is low when position loss and real Euclidean error are similar, and high otherwise. Therefore,
the value of predicted loss could be used as a ‘confidence’ measure of prediction on every
time step.

Predicted loss was inhomogeneously distributed across positions of the maze (Fig. 6A).
Most likely, this is due to the fact that recorded place cells did not cover the whole maze
evenly (Fig. 6B). Thus, behavior of the ‘confidence’ measure follows the expected pattern:

with low amount of evidence, we expect lower confidence (higher predicted loss, in our case).
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Figure 6-6. Predicted loss depends on linear position in the same manner as the tuning

curves of place cells. Decoder was trained on 36 ms-long windows. A. Predicted loss distrib-

uted unevenly across position. B. Tuning curve of all place cells pooled together. Note that
positions with less accurate spatial representation exhibit higher predicted loss.
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Figure 6-7. Predictions that coincide with firing of place cells are concentrated in the

place field. A and B. Two example place cells.

Does that mean that the ANN-based decoder used information contained in the firing
of place cells? Indeed, positions inferred within the time windows when sharply tuned place

cells fired spikes concentrated strongly in the place fields (Fig. 6-7).
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Predicted loss value can be used to filter out inaccurate predictions. Indeed, accuracy

calculated on the points that correspond to the lowest 30% of predicted loss distribution is

around 2 times lower the accuracy calculated on the full dataset (Table 6-1; Fig. 6-8). Decoder

that used 36 ms-long time windows demonstrated increased linear error at the lowest pre-

dicted loss (Fig. 6-9) — however, the error still remained at very low levels. It can be explained

by the fact that there are less than 50 points that are decoded with the predicted loss less

than 7 — and outliers start to have large influence on the results.

Full dataset High speed filtered dataset

. Points of lowest Points of lowest
Mean liner error: . ) ; )
. . All points 30% predicted All points 30% predicted
window size
loss loss
36 ms 0.21 0.1 0.16 0.07
108 ms 0.16 0.08 0.11 0.06
252 ms 0.11 0.08 0.07 0.05
504 ms 0.1 0.06 0.06 0.04

Table 6-1. Accuracy of the ANN-based decoder filtered by low predicted loss values.

All predictions

Filtered predictions
36ms non-overlapping window

36ms non-overlapping window
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Figure 6-8. Example of points decoded with the ANN-based decoder: either all decoded

points or only points decoded with high confidence. Left. Performance of the ANN-based de-

coder. Right. Performance of the ANN-based decoder filtered by the 30% lowest predicted loss
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values. Each line represents a particular time window that was used to perform decoding: from
top to bottom — 36, 108, 252 and 504 ms.
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Figure 6-9. Mean linear error drops dramatically if we take only low entropy predic-
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dicted loss higher than filtering value. B. Mean linear error on the points with slow speed if we
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high speed (A), points decoded with low predicted loss tend to have low linear error. In contrast

to them, points with high predicted loss tend to have high error. For low speed periods such

dependence is much less clear.

102



NN loss prediction

-2 ml HII i H‘lwl‘\‘ I\IIHI\H\“ I 'I\H\ I‘I\HlH\ I\ HI \I\:l“II‘J‘ e ‘l\ Hh ‘IHF,HH

|
K

During periods of high speed (when neuronal firing strongly predicts the position of
the animal) predicted loss and linear error tend to form two clouds: one with low predicted
loss and low predicted error and one with high predicted loss and high predicted error (Fig. 6-
10). Thus, predicted loss measure, in our opinion, can be used as a confidence handle to filter
out spurious predictions during online decoding.

The ANN-based decoder presented here was designed as a tool for online decoding of
hippocampal reactivations during quiet wakefulness and sleep in closed-loop experiments.
Unfortunately, no ground truth (except cases with explicit data simulations) exists for deter-
mining time and contents of hippocampal reactivations as all detection techniques have their
flaws (Tingley and Peyrache, 2020). To confirm validity of the ANN-based decoding for the
inference of reactivations contents we performed an indirect check.

It is widely accepted that majority of reactivations occur during sharp-wave ripples
(SWRs) — fast oscillatory event that can be recorded from the hippocampal CA1 and that co-
incides with massive excitation of pyramidal cells (Buzsaki, 2015). If neuronal activity during
SWRs represents locations in space better than surrounding signal, positions inferred during
SWRs should correspond to lower predicted loss. We have found exactly the effect we were
looking for (Fig. 6-11). This result points in the direction that our ANN-based decoder can be
used to decode reactivations.

To confirm that the proposed algorithm can be used in the online experiment, we have
recorded the time between the end of the decoded time window and the stimulation event
that was triggered by the decoder (or a round-trip latency — Fig. 6-12). Among 1219 stimula-
tions made, 48% happened in the next 36 ms after decoding took place, 82% were found
within 50 ms and 99% fell into 72 ms period (two time windows after decoding). Arguably, this

is acceptable for online experiment involving reactivations.
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Figure 6-11. Time windows

containing sharp-wave ripples are

mean loss prediction predicted with lower predicted loss

given time to ripple

than other time windows.
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Figure 6-12. Distribution of round-trip latencies (time between position decoding and

intracranial stimulation) in the closed-loop set-up. Window size is 36 ms. 99% of stimulations

happened within the first 2 time windows after detection (72 ms).

Discussion

We have successfully validated our approach to position decoding that requires no
manual treatment of input data and that can be used in closed-loop experiments to decode
fast reactivation events. We based our decoder on artificial neural networks: more specifically,
the stack of convolutional layers to extract features from raw electrophysiological signal and
LSTM layers, a subclass of recurrent neural networks, to decode position of the animal. It has
been shown that the ANN-based decoder largely outperforms Bayesian decoder on both ultra-
short and large time windows.

Similar to the first published ANN-based decoder (Tampuu et al., 2019), we used LSTM
layers as the core learning algorithm. During exploratory periods, activity of hippocampal neu-
rons is organized into sequences by theta oscillations (Wilson and McNaughton, 1993), and
these sequences are replayed later in the quiet period (Lee and Wilson, 2002; Pfeiffer and
Foster, 2013). LSTM was explicitly designed to detect temporal dependencies in the data
(Hochreiter and Schmidhuber, 1997) — therefore, the choice of LSTM was natural for the in-
ference of position from hippocampal neural recordings. In our study, we confirmed that
LSTMs can be successfully used to decode position of animals from the hippocampal activity.
Moreover, we have also discovered that LSTMs can accurately infer position if trained on ultra-
short time windows (36 ms).

Tampuu and colleagues have used sorted spikes as an input to their decoder. Spike

sorting is known as a very time-consuming procedure as well as the procedure that can po-
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tentially confound dataset due to human restrictive intervention. We used convolutional lay-
ers to extract (most likely) meaningful patterns from raw spike-like data, treating each of them
as an image. However, we did not train our CNNs to decode animal’s position, as another
study did (Frey et al., 2019). In the future, we would like to examine the output of the CNN
network for better understanding of the data that serve as an input to LSTM layers.

In addition, we have established a single-value metrics that can be used as a confidence
handle to filter out spuriously decoded positions. Indeed, time windows decoded with higher
confidence demonstrated lower error. Using confidence as a filter, the user can significantly
(2-fold on the tested dataset) increase accuracy of decoding. Another advantage of this met-
rics is that it comes ‘for free’, i.e. it is fully integrated in the decoder and requires no external
calculations to be performed. Confidence measure can be used, for example, to decide
whether to apply stimulation in a closed-loop experiment or not.

We have demonstrated in online experiment that decoder can be used to guide stim-
ulations with the round-trip latencies less than 72 ms. Importantly, only 18% of stimulations
triggered by decoding algorithm occurred later than 50 ms. Arguably, such set-up is fast
enough to influence hippocampal networks at the time of reactivations.

There are several directions we have not undertaken yet. First, we report in detail re-
sults obtained only on one dataset. To fully validate the algorithm, we will apply the decoder
to several different datasets as well as perform several-fold cross validations on each of them.
Second, we do not report here the results of sleep reactivations decoding. This is mainly due
to the fact that electrodes have moved during sleep in the dataset in question, and we need
additional time to filter out potentially spurious results. Third, we have not investigated how
robust the predictions are to the decreasing number of place cells. How many place cells does
the ANN-based decoder need to accurately decode the position?

The presented ANN-based decoding algorithm was created to perform intracranial
stimulations triggered by reactivation of the specific place cells ensembles in online closed-
loop experiment. The results reported above ignite confidence that such highly complex and

ambitious project can be successfully performed.
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Appendix

36 ms

ANN-based decoder Bayesian decoder
Full dataset Highspeed Lowspeed Full dataset High speed Low speed

Mean linear error 0.21 0.16 0.23 0.27 0.25 0.28

Median linear error 0.08 0.07 0.08 0.17 0.15 0.18

Mean Euclidean error 0.31 0.28 0.33 0.42 0.4 0.42

Median Euclidean er- 0.24 0.2 0.26 0.37 0.34 0.38
ror

Table 6-2. Mean and median accuracy for the ANN-based and Bayesian position decoder de-

coded on 36 ms bins.

108 ms

ANN-based decoder Bayesian decoder

Full dataset Highspeed Lowspeed Full dataset High speed Low speed

Mean linear error 0.16 0.11 0.19 0.21 0.19 0.22

Median linear error 0.05 0.05 0.06 0.09 0.08 0.09

Mean Euclidean error 0.28 0.22 0.31 0.35 0.32 0.37

Median Euclidean er- 0.17 0.14 0.2 0.27 0.23 0.29
ror

Table 6-3. Mean and median accuracy for the ANN-based and Bayesian position decoder de-

coded on 108 ms bins.

252 ms
ANN-based decoder Bayesian decoder
Full dataset High speed  Low speed Full dataset  High speed Low speed
Mean linear error 0.11 0.07 0.13 0.16 0.14 0.18
Median linear error 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.06 0.05 0.06
Mean Euclidean error 0.2 0.15 0.22 0.31 0.26 0.33
Median Euclidean er- 0.12 0.1 0.13 0.2 0.18 0.22
ror
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Table 6-4. Mean and median accuracy for the ANN-based and Bayesian position decoder de-

coded on 252 ms bins.

504 ms

ANN-based decoder Bayesian decoder
Full dataset High speed Low speed Full dataset High speed Low speed

Mean linear error 0.1 0.06 0.11 0.12 0.1 0.14

Median linear error 0.03 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.04

Mean Euclidean error 0.18 0.13 0.19 0.26 0.21 0.28

Median Euclidean er- 0.1 0.08 0.11 0.16 0.13 0.18
ror

Table 6-5. Mean and median accuracy for the ANN-based and Bayesian position decoder de-

coded on 504 ms bins.
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Chapter 7. Results lll. Freezing neu-
rons in hippocampus and counter-
conditioning
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Freezing cells in hippocampus
Unlike neurons of ventral hippocampus, neurons of dorsal hippocampus are rarely ob-

served to play roles outside spatial navigation and memory. In one such paper, very small
subpopulation of dorsal hippocampus neurons that respond selectively to primary reward was
identified (Gauthier and Tank, 2018). To our knowledge, there are no studies showing con-
sistent response of hippocampal neurons to aversive stimuli but hippocampal neurons were
found to have link with one of the most studied fear-related behavior, freezing (Schuette et
al., 2020). Authors have shown using Ca2+-imaging that a group of neurons in dorsal hippo-
campus consistently change their firing during periods of time when mice froze. Interestingly,
a group of freezing cells did not overlap a lot with a group of place cells.

In this short preliminary report, we would like to demonstrate using electrophysiolog-
ical methods that, indeed, there are neurons in dorsal hippocampus, the firing of which is

modulated by freezing behavior.

Results

We have recorded 737 neurons in the CA1 of dorsal hippocampus of mice during freez-
ing behavior. Freezing occurred after intracranial stimulation of dorsolateral periaqueductal
gray matter (dIPAG) in the U-shaped maze (see methods). In this task, animals received stim-
ulation once they entered specific ‘shock’ zone in the maze. Stimulation of dIPAG leads to
strong escape reaction and terminates with freezing periods — due to stereotypical behavioral
pattern and the shape of the UMaze, mice rarely froze in the location where they have been
stimulated.

Hippocampal neurons were differently modulated by freezing behavior (Fig. S1A). We
have split neurons in three groups according to their response during freezing behavior: OFF-
cells (N=90), cells not affected by freezing (N=547) and ON-cells (N=100) (Fig. S1A, C). Principal
component analysis revealed that 11.9% is explained by the component that show strong
modulation of firing during freezing (Fig. S1D). Interestingly, neurons that decrease their firing
rate during freezing have larger firing rate and larger proportion of interneurons (Fig. S1E, F).
Indeed, the majority of recorded interneurons (60%) are found in the OFF neurons group.
Speculatively, these fast-spiking interneurons could disinhibit principal cells that we see in the

ON group during freezing.
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Figure S1. Neurons in the CA1 of dorsal hippocampus are differently modulated by

freezing behavior. A. Peri-event time histogram triggered on the onset (orange line) and the
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their firing during freezing (OFF), neurons that are modulated by freezing behavior (Not af-
fected) and neurons that increase their firing during freezing (ON). D. First two principal com-
ponents calculated on the z-scored firing rates of hippocampal neurons during freezing. E. Fir-
ing rate of neurons in three groups of neurons. F. Percent of interneurons in each group of

neurons

Discussion

We have discovered that small subpopulation of neurons strongly decreases its firing
rate during freezing behavior. Another neuronal group, which slightly, increased its firing was
also identified, however net modulation effect seems to be weaker than for down-modulated
group. This result confirms initial finding that was made independently in different research
group using Ca?*-imaging (Schuette et al., 2020). In their study, animals had visual contact with
the place where shock was delivered. In the present study, mice mostly in the locations not
only outside of the shock zone but without any visual contact with the aversive place (see Fig.
5-1 in chapter 5).

Moreover, we have found that neurons that decrease their firing during freezing have
remarkably larger proportion of interneurons (39%) than the group average (6-7%). the ma-
jority of recorded interneurons (60%) are included in the down-modulated subpopulation. To
our knowledge, this is a completely novel result: hippocampal interneurons decrease their
firing rate during fear-related behavior of freezing.

It is very unlikely that firing rate reduction of dorsal hippocampus interneurons is nec-
essary or required for expression of freezing behavior. Fast spiking interneurons in hippocam-
pus are known to play an important role in regulating oscillatory dynamics in hippocampus
(which in turn very much related to spatial navigation and memory function. — see chapter 1)
as well as restraining firing rate of principal cells (Buzsaki, 2015; Pelkey et al., 2017). Specula-
tively, decreased firing rate of interneurons during freezing leads to disinhibition of principal
cells (which we see in the ON group of neurons).

In chapter 5 (Fig. 5-7), we have demonstrated that freezing behavior is characterized
by elevated rate of sharp-wave ripple occurrence. Decreased tonus of fast spiking interneu-
rons could, in theory, modulate strength and rate of reactivation activity - however, the exact
link between reactivations during freezing, sharp-wave ripples and interneurons remains to

be unraveled.
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Counterconditioning using intracranial stimulation during wakefulness
Recently, appetitive association with a previously neutral location was created during

sleep by pairing hippocampal place cell reactivations with intracranial rewarding stimulations
suggesting that sleep reinstatement of neural patterns that were active during wakefulness
can be used for learning (de Lavilléon et al., 2015). Could one use the same technique but
applied on an aversive association to perform counterconditioning during sleep? Treatment
of persistent maladaptive aversive associations is the main focus in such psychiatric conditions
as post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) or anxiety disorder. Sleep counterconditioning is one
of the promising methods that was already tested in humans (Arzi et al., 2014). We aimed to
refine the idea by identifying reactivations of a particular aversive memory and trying to neu-
tralize it with intracranial rewarding stimulation.

In a preparatory phase to this extremely ambitious experiment, we developed a posi-
tion decoding tool based on deep learning to effectively identify hippocampal reactivations
(see chapter 6). In addition, we performed a counterconditioning experiment during wakeful-
ness to confirm a fundamental possibility of counterconditioning using intracranial stimula-
tion. We deployed place aversion and place preference caused by intracranial rewarding me-
dial forebrain bundle (MFB) and aversive dorsolateral periaqueductal gray matter (dIPAG)

stimulation to demonstrate counterconditioning effect.

Results

Ten mice were included in the protocol: five of them were assigned to experimental
group and five of them were assigned in the sham group. In the sham group, rewarding stim-
ulation was not given. Essentially, sham group has undergone extinction protocol after aver-
sive learning — exposure to aversive location without negative reinforcement. Would counter-
conditioning procedure be more effective in reversing aversive association than extinction?

Experiments were performed in the U-shaped maze (UMaze — see methods). Full pro-
tocol of the experiment is shown on Fig. S2. We used a variation of place preference and place
aversion protocols described in details in chapter 5: intracranial stimulations of medial fore-
brain bundle (MFB) and periaqueductal gray matter (dIPAG) were used as rewarding and aver-
sive stimulation, respectively. To ensure that animals get minimal number of stimulations of
each type, we blocked animals in the stimulation zone for short periods of time. During block-
ing periods, animals received a constant number of stimulations.

Aversive place learning resulted in strong avoidance of the stimulation zone (Fig. S3),
similar to what we have observed in a stand-alone place aversion protocol (chapter 5). Sham
group demonstrated slightly weaker avoidance in behavior in the tests after aversive learning
(Fig. S4), probably due to the quality of implantation in sham group. However, occupancy of
the stimulation zone after mice has undergone conditioning drastically increased whereas

mice from the sham group almost did not elevated their time in the shock zone.
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Figure S2. Protocol of counterconditioning experiment during wakefulness. Experiment

started with sleep in the home cage for 90 min. After initial exploration of the UMaze (15 min),
animals were habituated to blocking procedure on both sides of the maze (each 5 min). Then,
4 trials of 2 min-long free explorations were recorded as a baseline behavior. Each learning
session (‘Conditioning PAG’) started with free exploration, in which PAG stimulation was deliv-
ered in a mouse was detected in the specific ‘shock’ zone (5 min). Then animals were blocked
in the shock zone and received 4 shocks during 3 min, after which the wall blocking mice was
raised and 3 min more of free exploration with ‘shock’ zone stimulations followed. Blocking
procedure was repeated on the safe side. This conditioning sequence lasted 17 min in total and
was repeated 3 times, after which animal rested in its home cage for 90 min (‘PostSleep PAG’).
Sleep was followed by 4 trials of 2 min-long free explorations where we assessed behavior after
aversive learning (‘PostTests PAG’). After them, another conditioning sequence was con-
ducted, this time we used rewarding MFB stimulations (‘Conditioning MFB’). Afterwards, mice
slept in their home cage (‘PostSleep MFB’) and tested in 4 2 min-long trials again (‘PostTests

MFB’). Experiment concluded with 15 min of free exploration (‘Extinction’).

Interestingly, average speed, number of entries to the stimulation zone and the latency
to enter the stimulation zone, parameters that changed remarkably after aversive learning,
became very similar after both counterconditioning and extinction. Indeed, both countercon-
ditioning and extinction restore to normal levels behavior of mice outside of the shock zone.
However, animals in the sham group spent much less in the stimulation zone than counter-
conditioned mice, suggesting that location of stimulation still evokes anxious behavior. This
confirmed by the fact that occupancy of the shock zone after extinction is lower than baseline
occupancy before any learning — and we see opposite tendency for the counterconditioning
group.

Taken together, this chuck of results validates that counterconditioning using intracra-
nial stimulations is more effective in neutralizing aversive associations — at least, at the length

of one day.
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Figure S4. Behavioral results of the counterconditioning experiment. White bars rep-

resent results of the sham group, and black bars represent the results of counterconditioning

group. A. Percentage of the stimulation zone occupancy. Note that it drops after aversive
learning (TestPostPAG) for both groups but it returns to pre-aversive values only for counter-
motioned group. B. Number of entries in the stimulation zone. It decreases after aversive learn-
ing and slightly rebounds after either counterconditioning or extinction but never reaches pre-
learning levels. C. Latency to enter the stimulation zone. It increases almost to maximum val-
ues after aversive learning and returns back after either counterconditioning or extinction but
never reaches pre-learning levels. D. Average speed in the stimulation zone. It decreases after
aversive learning starts but lot more for counterconditioning group, and stays similar even

after both counterconditioning and extinction.

Discussion

We have performed aversive-to-appetitive counterconditioning experiment during
wakefulness using intracranial stimulation. This experiment was preparatory for countercon-
ditioning during sleep: confirmation was needed that intracranial stimulation could success-
fully serve as unconditioned stimuli in affective spatial learning.

Counterconditioning was more effective in recovering pre-learning occupancy levels in
stimulation zone than extinction protocol. Interestingly, other behavioral measures taken in
the stimulation zone very similar in both groups of mice. Our interpretation is that despite
moving far away from fear of the stimulation zone due to extinction, in this groups of mice

stimulation zone is still anxiogenic, and animals leave the zone soon after they enter it. In
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contrast, animals in counterconditioning group are staying for long periods of time, probably
looking for reward, which is one of the signs of successful change in valence of place associa-
tion.

Counterconditioning during sleep is an ultimate experiment that would follow. Funda-
mental possibility to alter valence associated with particular location during sleep was demon-
strated earlier in our team (de Lavilléon et al., 2015). Now we would like to pair intracranial
rewarding stimulation with reactivation of locations association with aversive experience in
sleep after aversive learning. This procedure could possibly change valence of aversive asso-
ciation bringing up the proof of concepts that persistent aversive memories could be treated
during sleep. We hope that sleep counterconditioning would become more ‘user-friendly’
and, possibly, provide more stable results than counterconditioning during wake, which is
used for treatment of post-traumatic stress disorder and phobias nowadays (Keller et al.,
2020).

We did not discuss stability of such counterconditioning as it was not our aim in wake-
fulness experiment. We hope that counterconditioning during sleep would be more stable
than during wakefulness for several reasons. First, most likely it also utilizes reconsolidation
mechanisms as it is thought that hippocampal reactivations could be the moments of labile
memory reinstatement. Second, it provides completely different definition of learning con-
text: it could be that learning during sleep is similar to learning in many different contexts as

psychological distance between locations and environments may be warped.
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General conclusion
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Aversive experience is reactivated during NREM sleep

During the time of my thesis, | studied hippocampal reactivations after affective spatial
learning. |, together with my team, have demonstrated that neuronal co-firing observed dur-
ing the task, which includes spatial learning, is reinstated in the following NREM sleep for both
reward-based and aversive learning. To our knowledge, we are the first team who showed
that hippocampus reactivates fear-related experience in the behavioral paradigm with unbi-
ased baseline behavior and that uses strong aversive stimulus to reinforce learning. Interest-
ingly, strength of sleep reactivations after aversive learning correlated with magnitude of
avoidance behavior.

Importantly, we have also shown that activity during awake SWRs observed during
aversive learning contributes the most to NREM sleep reactivations, and this activity repre-
sents the aversive zone — the least visited location in the environment.

Effects detected in this thesis confirm observations made in similar studies as well as
it adds new interesting observations of hippocampal reactivations after affective learning. Our
results suggest that instead of simple overrepresentation of motivationally salient or the
most visited zones in the replays, hippocampus could reactivate the most relevant experi-
ence that comes as an adaptation to the reinforcing stimuli. This perspective would predict
that reward-based learning result in elevated rate of reward zone reactivations dur to the fact
that animals after learning are attracted towards reward zone. To fully confirm this hypothe-
sis, we would need to gather more data in reward place association protocol and perform
causally motivated experiments.

There is large amount of evidence indicating that experience of novelty also triggers
increased SWRs rate accompanied by reactivations. One of the further directions could be

comparison of affective learning with novelty effect.

Interneurons in hippocampus are modulated by freezing

In addition, we identified a small subpopulation of hippocampal neurons, the firing
of which are down-modulated by freezing behavior. The majority of these neurons are fast-
spiking interneurons. Neurons modulated by freezing were found in the hippocampus in the
recent study that used Ca?*-imaging to record neuronal activity (Schuette et al., 2020). We
extend their finding by providing specific neuronal type that alters its activity during freezing
behavior.

These results are interesting as they suggest that dorsal hippocampal neurons partici-
pate in the representation of such defensive, motivationally relevant behavior as freezing. The
following studies could try to unravel significance of this effect for disinhibiting principal cells

and for modifications of reactivations during freezing episodes.
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Can we reverse aversive association during sleep?

In the previous report published by our team, it was demonstrated that it is possible
to use hippocampal reactivations to create novel appetitive association with a particular loca-
tion during sleep (de Lavilléon et al., 2015). After this initial success, we suggested to use this
technique to neutralize aversive association learned during wakefulness.

Such experiment was motivated by the problem of mental conditions, which are char-
acterized by persistent aversive associations such as post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD),
anxiety disorder, etc. In those cases, clearly maladaptive aversive memories are very hard to
extinguish. Repetitive nature of reactivations allows to draw a parallel with repetitive
thoughts that are experienced by the patients. Therefore, we designed the experiment to
provide a proof of concept that strong aversive association can be neutralized by pairing
hippocampal reactivations that represent the aversive zone with the intracranial rewarding
stimulation.

To verify that aversive spatial learning induces reactivations of the aversive zone,
whose presence is indispensable for the success of the experiment, we performed aversive
association place protocol. In this thesis, we confirmed that aversive experience is reactivated
during sleep. However, not the aversive zone per se was the most reactivated in our study but
the zone adjacent to it. Therefore, direct association of the aversive zone with positive rein-
forcement appear to be hard to perform. According to our speculative interpretations, instead
of purely spatial representations, representations of experience are reactivated (in this case,
reactivation of avoidance behavior). Yet, if it is true it would still yet be possible to perform
proposed sleep counterconditioning experience in hope that if one pairs fear-related behavior
to appetitive stimulation, aversiveness would be neutralized.

Another potential danger that has arisen is that, in this study, activity during free ex-
ploration phase before learning contributes the least to the NREM reactivations. On the con-
trary, the most contributing period was awake SWRs that occur during learning, which suggest
that if one is to conduct such procedure in humans, one would need to strongly revive the
aversive memory to be treated.

Thus, | believe that aversive-to-appetitive counterconditioning is still interesting to
perform, however, several important adjustments should be made in our thinking about it:

e Stimulations should be tuned to locations that are most crucial in fear-related
behavior rather than the aversive zone per se.

e We should keep in mind that experiment without reviving of experience before
sleep (i.e. in the situation close to new learning to activate reactivations of fear-

related behavior) could fail to produce positive results.
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Aversive-to-appetitive counterconditioning using intracranial stimulations is
possible during wakefulness

Before we attempt to perform sleep counterconditioning, we tested whether intracra-
nial stimulations of opposite valence used in this study can be utilized to perform countercon-
ditioning during wakefulness. Our results confirmed that such awake counterconditioning was

more effective in returning behavior to pre-aversive levels than extinction procedure.

New position decoding tool is created to facilitate closed-loop reversal ex-
periment

For successful sleep counterconditioning experiment, one needs an algorithm that
would decode the position replayed during each reactivation event. In the seminal study, it
was achieved by simple thresholding of a particular place cells, which is very costly in terms of
time as it is very difficult to find sharply tuned place cell with amplitude large enough to
threshold. To facilitate the process, we have designed new accurate position decoder algo-
rithm which is based on artificial neural networks and can be used in online closed-loop ex-
periment as it requires minimal curation of input data. Importantly, with each position in-
ferred it also outputs a ‘confidence’ value that can be used to filter out spuriously inferred

positions.
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Animals

C57BL6jRj mice were used in this study. All behavioral experiments were performed in
accordance with the official European guidelines for the care and use of laboratory animals
(86/609/EEC), in accordance with the Policies of the French Committee of Ethics (Decrees n°
87-848 and n° 2001-464) and after approval by ethical committee (reference: 2016-09). Ani-
mal housing facility of the laboratory where experiments were made is fully accredited by the
French Direction of Veterinary Services (B-75-05- 24, 18 May 2010). Animal surgeries and ex-
perimentations were authorized by the French Direction of Veterinary Services. All animals
were housed individually after surgery (08:00-20:00 light) without any restrictions on access

to food or water. Ambient temperature was maintained at 21+1°C and 50+10% humidity.

Surgery
Implantation took place when the mice were between 7 and 12 weeks of age. Animals

were anaesthetized in an induction chamber with 5% isophlurane (Isotec3, Ohmeda, UK; 02
flow rate was 2.5 L/min) and kept at 1-1.5% isophlurane concentration throughout whole sur-
gery. Buprenorphine (0.1mg/kg) was injected subcutaneously one hour before the induction.

9 animals were implanted with 6 formvar-insulated nichrome tetrodes (3 in each hem-
isphere) above hippocampus, and every triplet of tetrodes was placed on its own Microdrive
(AP = -2 mm; ML = £2 mm from Bregma). 17 animals were implanted with one 64-channel
silicon probe (type E1, Cambridge Neurotech, UK) above the right hippocampus AP = -2 mm;
ML = #1.5 mm from Bregma). All mice (a total of 23 mice) were also implanted with 2-3 tung-
sten wires unilaterally in the olfactory bulb (AP = 4.5 mm; ML = 70.8 mm; DV = -1.2 mm from
Bregma), 2-3 wires in the right prefrontal cortex (AP = 1.9 mm; ML = 0.6 mm; DV = -1.6 mm
from Bregma). Reference wires were placed above cerebellum.

All animals were implanted with at least two bipolar tungsten stimulation electrodes:
one was implanted in dorsolateral periaqueductal grey matter (dIPAG) (AP =-4.72 mm; ML =
1.2mm; DV =-1.6 mm from Bregma; angle = 16 9), and one was implanted in medial forebrain
bundle (MFB) (AP =-1.4 mm; ML = 1.2 mm; DV = -4.8 mm from Bregma).

Animals were treated with buprenorphine injections at least two days after surgery,
twice a day. Experiments were performed at least two weeks after surgeries. Silicon probe
was progressively lowered into the pyramidal layer of the hippocampus until ripple-containing
channels were reached.

Data acquisition and stimulation

Electrophysiological data were acquired using a RHD2164 board and headstage pre-
amplifiers (Intan technologies, California, USA). Amplified signals were sent to recording com-
puters at 20 kHz sampling rate. Tracking of the animal was performed using overhead thermal
camera (FLIR A325sc, Teledyne FLIR LLC, Oregon, USA) and custom MATLAB-based software
(The Mathworks, Inc, Massachusetts, USA), which identified the center of mass of the hottest

spot in the camera field of view as a mouse (Fig. M1). Acquisition rate of the camera was 15
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Hz. Electrophysiology and tracking data were synchronized using Arduino-based code, which
managed TTL pulses to log start and end of each recording session.

Figsure M1. Field of view of

thermal camera used for behav-

ioral tracking. Environment is de-

lineated in green. Center of the

mass of a mouse was tracked

(shown by magenta star).

PulsePal stimulator was used to perform intracranial electrical stimulations (Sanworks,
NY, USA). Each stimulation was a train of 13 biphasic 1 ms short pulses with an interstimulus
interval of 8 ms (125 Hz).

Calibration of medial forebrain bundle electrode in the nosepoke apparatus
Calibration of medial forebrain bundle (MFB) electrode took place in 20%20*30 cm

open field made of white plexiglass (nosepoke chamber). A hole, 1 cm in diameter, was made

3.5 cm above the floor in one of the walls. Infrared-emitting diode (detector), located in this
hole, was configured to send TTLs when any object was thrusted into the hole.

An animal was placed in the nosepoke chamber and allowed free exploration of the
environment. Upon detection of animal poking nose into the hole, MFB stimulation was trig-
gered. If animal performed continuous poke, stimulations were sent with 1 s interstimulus
interval. Animal was allowed to explore for 100 s after the first poke. Number of pokes was
counted.

Experiment started with baseline intensity of OV. Intensity was increased 0.5 or 1V af-
ter each session of poking. Experiment stopped when animals reached plateau or when num-
ber of pokes started to decrease (speculatively, due to involvement of defensive circuits). In-

tensity with maximal number of self-stimulated nosepokes was chosen for the experiment.

Calibration of periagueductal grey matter (dIPAG) electrode in the open field
Calibration of periaqueductal grey matter (dIPAG) electrode took place in 32*20*30

cm open field made of white cardboard.
An animal was placed in the open field and allowed free exploration of the environ-

ment for 180 s. Six PAG stimulations were performed in every 180 s long session: at 50, 70,
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39cm

90, 110, 150, 170 s timestamps. Stimulation-induced immediate jumps and freezing following
them were assessed in each session.

Experiment started with baseline intensity of OV. Intensity was increased 0.5 or 1V af-
ter each session of 180 s. Experiment stopped when animals reached plateau in freezing
amount or stimulation-induced jumps reached their maximum intensity. Intensity with maxi-
mal amount of freezing and stimulation-induced jump amplitude was chosen for the experi-

ment.

UMaze

Most of the experiments took place in U-shaped maze (UMaze) environment. Dimen-
sions could be seen in the Fig. M2. We used four different UMazes in the study: one was made
from cardboard and fabric, and three UMazes were made from plexiglass. Every UMaze has
unique set of proximal cues, different in different arms. Between each recording session
UMaze was cleaned either with 30% ethanol or laboratory-purpose detergent (Surfa’Safe Pre-
mium, Laboratoire Anios, France).

We divided UMaze into 7 zones: Stim zone, Far Stim zone, Center Stim zone, Center

zone, Center No-Stim zone, Far No-Stim zone and No-Stim zone (see fig. 2A).

A 45 cm .
I~ 1 B
. Center stim Center 8
12 % 6.6 % 9
Far stim Far no-stim
13.2% 13.2%

Figure 2. UMaze. A. Dimensions of the UMaze. Colors indicate seven zones used in the

analysis. Percentage indicates surface occupied by the zone. B. Linearized coordinates of the

UMaze (linearization described below).

UMaze behavioral protocols
UMaze protocol 1 — ‘aversive place association learning’
For graphical depiction of the protocol, please see Fig. M3a.

Mice started the experiment in the home cage for a baseline sleep session (‘PreSleep’),
which lasted at least two hours. After animals ran through the following series of recording
sessions (each session mouse started in the center zone of the UMaze):

1. Free exploration, 15 min;
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2. 4 PreTests, each 4 min —these are free exploration sessions as well, they are used

to assess baseline behavior;

3. 4 Conditioning sessions, each 8 min — if an animal crosses the border of shock

zone, it gets PAG stimulation; and it kept getting them each 6 s until the mouse

left the zone. If it returned to the zone, stimulation was triggered again;

4. PostSleep, 2 hours — mouse was placed back into its home cage for sleep;

5. 4 PostTests, each 4 min — free exploration sessions, used to assess aversive learn-

ing.
6. Extinction, 15 min — free exploration session.

UMaze protocol 2 — ‘positive place association learning’
For graphical depiction of the protocol, please see Fig. M3b.

For rewarding stimulation experiment, we have changed duration of behavioral tests

from 4 to 2 min because positive association is a subject to very fast extinction once an animal

reaches previously rewarding locations and stayed there. Number of tests were increased to

match the time in aversive experiment. We have also re-balanced duration and number of

conditioning sessions to try to achieve more robust learning.

1. PreSleep, 2hours

2. Free exploration, 15 min;
3. 8 PreTests, each 2 min.
4

8 Conditioning sessions, each 4 min — if an animal crosses the border of shock

zone, it gets PAG stimulation; and it kept getting them each 6 s until the mouse

left the zone. If it returned to the zone, stimulation was triggered again;

PostSleep, 2 hours — mouse was placed back into its home cage for sleep;

8 PostTests, each 2 min — free exploration sessions, used to assess aversive learn-

ing.
7. Extinction, 15 min — free exploration session.
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Figure M3. Protocol used in the experiment. A. Aversive place association protocol. B.

Positive place association protocol.

Data analysis — behavior
Alignment and linearization of trajectories
Due to the fact that recordings were made in different rooms in slightly different visual

settings, all raw trajectories were aligned to common coordinates.

Trajectories were also linearized by projecting instantaneous coordinate of an animal
to the line that run from the bottom of the stimulation zone to the bottom of the opposite
arm (Fig. M2B).

Data analysis — electrophysiology
Preprocessing and spike sorting

Raw data were recorded at 20 KHz sampling rate. Local field potentials were sampled

at 1250 Hz. Analysis was performed in custom-written Matlab software, with the use of ts
library (https://github.com/PeyrachelLab/TStoolbox) and FMAT toolbox (https://source-

forge.net/projects/fmatoolbox/). Bayesian decoding and deep learning applications were

coded in Python using Tensorflow as backend (https://www.tensorflow.org/).

Spike sorting was performed on pre-extracted waveforms using KlustaKwik software
for automatic clustering and Klusters software for manual sorting (neurosuite.source-
forge.net). Recordings were visualized and processed using Neuroscope and Neurosuite

plugins (https://sourceforge.net/projects/fmatoolbox/).

Sleep scoring

In this study, we used two sleep-scoring algorithms. In the majority of recordings, we
used sleep scoring based on the power of gamma oscillations in olfactory bulb, or OB-based
sleep scoring (Bagur et al., 2018 - for more details, please refer to original publication and see
Fig. M4). LFP recorded in olfactory bulb were filtered in gamma (50-70 Hz) band, instantane-
ous amplitude was obtained by applying the Hilbert transform, and the resulting time series
were smoothed using 3 s wide sliding window. Sleep-wake threshold was identified as the
intersection of two gaussian fitted in the distribution of smoothed gamma recorded from ol-
factory bulb. To calculate NREM-REM threshold, LFP recorded in hippocampus was filtered in
delta band (2-5 Hz) and theta band (5-10 Hz), and Hilbert transform was applied to each fil-
tered signal. Ratio of theta and delta amplitudes was calculated and then smoothed using 3 s
wide sliding window. Due to the fact that in our study sleep was limited for the animals, we
have never observed bimodal distribution of theta/delta ratio (two modes corresponding to
NREM and REM). For that reason, we identified NREM-REM threshold by finding value of ratio
where gaussian fit to ratio distribution explains less than 50% of the data.
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Recordings from animals, in which olfactory bulb signal was of bad quality, were sleep-
scored using accelerometer-based sleep scoring algorithm. Amount of movement at each
timestamp was calculated as follows:

Mov = x* + y* + z*

Where x is acceleration on X-axis, y is acceleration on Y-axis, and z is acceleration on Z-
axis. Temporal profile of Mov was used to manually decide sleep-wake threshold. To calculate
NREM-REM threshold, the same procedure as in OB-based sleep scoring was used.

In both algorithms, all detected states with durations less than 3 s were merged with

neighboring states.
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Figure M4. Schematic of sleep scoring method based on gamma power in olfactory

bulb. Adapted from Bagur et al., 2018. A. Flowchart of data through the scoring algorithm.

Sleep and wake states are first classified based on OB gamma (i). Sleep data are then further
classified into REM and NREM sleep based on HPC theta/delta power ratio (ii). B. Example of
automatic thresholding of distributions. (i) Two Gaussian distributions are fit to the distribution
of OB gamma power (left), and their areas are equalized (right). The threshold is placed at the
intersection of the two distributions. (ii) A Gaussian distribution is fit to the distribution of HPC
theta/delta power ratio during sleep. The residuals are shown in the bottom plot. The thresh-
old is placed at the point where the fit explains less than 50% of the data. C. Phase space of
brain states showing the distribution of NREM (blue), REM (red), and wake (grey) data for an
example mouse. Corresponding histograms are shown along the relevant axis, with automat-

ically determined thresholds in red. D. HPC low-frequency spectrogram with theta/delta power
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Amplitude (mkv)

ratio below, OB high-frequency spectrogram with gamma power below, and hypnogram for
the same mouse as in C. The relevant frequency bands are outlined by a dotted grey line. Right:
bracketed area on an expanded timescale. HPC, hippocampus; NREM, non-REM; OB, olfactory
bulb; REM, rapid eye movement.

Detection of sharp-wave ripples

LFP recorded from pyramidal layer of hippocampus was filtered in 120-220 Hz band.
Two methods were used to detect SWRs. The first one identified SWRs as periods of time
where filtered signal exceeded 4 standard deviations (STDs) with the peak value exceeding 6
STDs. The second one labeled periods of time where squared filtered signal exceeded 2 STDs
with the peak value exceeding 5 STDs.

For both methods, STD was calculated on the whole day recording. For both methods,
minimal duration of SWRs was set to 20 ms, maximal duration was set to 200 ms, and minimal
inter-ripple interval was 15 ms. Results of both methods were merged to obtain the final set
of SWRs.

Neuron classification

To classify waveforms into putative pyramidal cells and interneurons, we used the ap-
proach inspired by Csivari et al.,, 1999. K-means clustering with k=2 was performed on the
following values characterizing each single unit: firing rate in Hz, time passed between two
half-amplitudes of mean waveform and asymmetry index. Asymetry index is calculated using
the formula as follows (Royer et al., 2012):

MaxAft — MaxBef
MaxAft + MAxBef

Asymetry =

where MaxAft is the maximum before the negative peak and MaxBef the maximum
before the negative peak calculated on the mean waveform.
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Figure M5. Classification of hippocampal neurons into putative pyramidal cells and pu-

tative interneurons. A. Mean waveform from all recorded units. Waveform features used for

classification are indicated. B. Mean waveforms for putative pyramidal cells and putative in-

terneurons.

Among all single units used in the analysis, we identified 94% putative pyramidal cells
and 6% interneurons. Putative pyramidal cells had lower firing rate, wider waveforms and
negative asymmetry index (1.57 £ 0.01 Hz vs. 18.1 Hz + 1.33 Hz; 0.8 £ 0.008 ms vs 0.7 £ 0.01
ms; -0.42 £ 0.01 vs 0.27 + 0.07, respectively; mean £ S.E.M.)

Place cell identification

Rate maps for all recorded single units with spatial bin of 0.8 cm were generated on
the epochs where speed of the animal was higher than 3 cm/s, and then smoothed with 2D
gaussian kernel (standard deviation is 2). Single unit was identified as a place cell if its spatial
information was higher than 0.9 bits/s, average firing rate was higher than 0.3 Hz and place

field covered more than 2% of the environment.

Place fields stability analysis

To assess stability of place fields, we calculated two measures: within-session stability
for evaluation of baseline place field stability, and exploration-to-learning stability to assess
how place fields changed during affective learning.

To calculate within-session stability, we concatenated all free exploration epochs be-
fore start of learning and split the resulting epoch in two equal parts. We have constructed
rate maps using the same parameters as for place cells identification on both parts of free
explorations, and correlated them. Resulting correlation coefficient served as the within-ses-
sion stability index.

To calculate exploration-to-learning stability, we constructed rate maps using high-
speed periods for free exploration before learning and learning periods. These rate maps were

correlated to obtain the exploration-to-learning stability

Reactivation analysis

Explained variance. For more details, see Kudrimoti et al., 1999. Spike trains were
binned in 100 ms long bins and z-scored to create spike time histograms for three types of
epochs: PRESLEEP, WAKE, POSTSLEEP. PRESLEEP and POSTSLEEP epochs contained only NREM
periods from respective recording sessions. WAKE epochs could be composed from different
combinations of data from task period, | will indicate in the result section which data was used
for WAKE epoch separately for each result. Binned spike time histograms for all hippocampal
single units were correlated separately for each epoch. Resulting three correlation matrices
were correlated between each other obtaining three correlation coefficients that were used

to calculate explained variance (EV):
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_ / Rtask,post - Rtask,pre * Rpre,post

EV =
\[(1 task pre) (1 re,post)

where R correspond to correlation coefficient of pairwise correlation matrices be-

tween periods of time indicated in lower index. Reversed explained variance (REV) was ob-
tained by swapping PRESLEEP and POSTSLEEP epochs.

If EV > REV, it means that in POSTSLEEP epochs correlational structure is more similar
to WAKE epoch than WAKE epoch is similar to PRESLEEP, and we detect reactivations.

PCA-based template matching. For more details, see Peyrache et al., 2010. Spike time
histograms from periods containing PostSleep SWRs (£100 ms from the highest amplitude)
binned at 40 ms and z-scored was used as a template epoch. Neuronal activity during template
epochs was decomposed using principal component analysis (PCA) into components, each of
which supposedly captures certain pattern of firing. We have used the two principal compo-
nents among those ranged by the amount of variance explained. Once principal components
are obtained, they were matched with binned spike-time histograms of target epochs, yielding
a vector of reactivation strength measure which represents degree of similarity between prin-
cipal component of template epoch and a particular time bin of target epoch. Thus, we ob-
tained reactivation measure that has temporal resolution of a bin duration (40 ms). We
matched activity recorded during sleep SWRs to investigate which activity from other periods
of time (PreSleep, free exploration before learning, learning phase, etc.) contributes mostly to
the potential reactivations during PostSleep SWRs.

Let Q be a z-scored spike-time histogram (dimensions n units x b bins). Correlation ma-
trix of Qs

1
C=1QQ"

Each element in matrix C is a Person correlation coefficient. Matrix C is decomposed
using PCA, which is expressed here as an eigenvector decomposition. Thus, matrix C can be

represented as a sum of outer products of eigenvectors p’ (I=1...N) scaled by their respective

N N
= > AeHpt = ) P!
=1 =1

where P'is a projector. Projectors can be viewed as a specific pattern of neuronal co-

eigenvalue A

firing neurons. Reactivation strength measure R/(t) can be calculated by matching the projec-

tor P/ to a binned spike-time histograms for a target epoch:

Rl(t)— z QTARGETPI TARGET

l]l;t]

where i and j are serial number of single units in Q.
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Bayesian decoding. For more details, see Zhang et al., 1998. To calculate posterior
probability of animal being in the position pos giving particular population vector spikes, we
can apply Bayesian formula:

p(spikes|pos) P(pos)
P(spikes)

P(pos|spikes) = :
where P(pos) is the prior, or the probability of the animal to be found in certain spatial
bin of environment, P(spikes) is the probability of certain number of spikes to occur in the
temporal bin, P(spikes|pos) is the likelihood, or the conditional probability of certain number
of spikes given certain position.
Applying two assumptions — that spikes of each neuron are drawn from the Poisson
distribution, and that neurons are firing independently from each other, we can express like-

lihood as

P(spikes|pos) = [[L, P(n|pos) = ]‘[Il."ﬂW* e~ tf(pos)

i

When inserting likelihood into Bayes formula, we have:

N
tf (pos))™
P(pos|spikes) = C(t, spikes)P(pos)(l_[ W) x @~ Zita [i(pOS)

i=1 t

where where C(t, spikes) is the normalization constant such as sum of P(pos|spikes)
across all spatial bins equals 1.

The latter formula was used to assess reactivations. We use 0.5 cm spatial bin to create
priors and rate maps for Bayesian decoding. Inferred 2D coordinates of an animal could be
linearized according to procedure described above (Alignment and linearization of trajecto-

ries).

Decoding using artificial neural networks

Feature extraction. Raw electrophysiological signal was high-pass filtered (> 350 Hz)
using FIR filter. Deviations in the signal that exceed 3 STDs were detected, and waveforms of
32 samples (peak at sample 14) were extracted. STD were re-calculated for each 3.6 s of data.
Extracted waveforms were organized in windows of T ms (in this study we used T of 36, 108,
256 and 504 ms). Waveforms were extracted separately for each spike group.

Network architecture. Full architecture of artificial neural network (ANN) that was used
in this study to decode animal position based on the raw electrophysiological signal can be

seen in Fig M6. We use a stack of convolutional neural network (CNN) and long short term
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memory (LSTM) network. The latter one is a subtype of recurrent neuronal networks, a class
of deep learning models that was designed specifically to detect and incorporate in itself tem-
poral dependencies.

We trained N CNNs (where N is a number of spike groups) that were fed with input
tensor of shape m x ch x 32 (where m is number of spikes, ch is number of channels in spike
group). Each CNN had three layers with increasing number of filters (8, 16, 32) and a kernel
size of 2 by 3. Last convolution layer is connected to dense layer with 128 output units, which
is in turn followed by a 50% dropout layer. Two more dense layers with 128 units are applied
before the resulting tensors are gathered back into windows of T ms and 128 output units
from each CNN were pooled together.

Resulting tensor of | x (N x 128) where | is a number of temporal windows with spikes
used for training is fed into four consecutive LSTM layers with 20% LSTM dropout between
each of them. Last LSTM layer was followed by a dense layer with 2 output units, correspond-
ing to x and y coordinates.

Training procedure. We used mean squared error of coordinates (Euclidean loss) as a
loss function to train our ANN. The learning was done over 150 epochs, and we used RMSProp
optimizer with a constant learning rate 0.0003 with a batch size of 52.

Algorithm was tested on 4 time windows: 36, 108, 252 and 504 ms. For each of the
time window used, separate training starting from randow weights was performed. For 108,
252 and 504 ms long time windows, we overlapped windows due to the lack of data.

Confidence of decoding. In addition to position inference with Euclidean loss, our ar-
chitecture was trained to predict Euclidean loss itself. To do so, we have constructed second
loss function:

Lipss = MSE(Lpred - LEuclidean)

Online decoding of animal’s position. OpenEphys software was used in online decoding
experiment (Siegle et al., 2017). Raw data were processed in 36 ms-long packages. All pro-
cessing of the data was performed either by native or customary written OpenEphys plugins.
Each data package was high-pass (> 350 Hz) filtered, an individual threshold was placed on
every channel of interest. Waveforms of 32 samples obtained using such thresholding proce-
dure were processed using Tensorflow. Inferred position was used to trigger intracranial stim-
ulation with an interface of custom-written Arduino and Matlab scripts. Latency between the
end of the package (inference time) and stimulation artefact recorded from the brain was

registered as a round-trip latency.

Statistical analysis
All data are represented as mean£SEM in the present manuscript.
Due to the fact that all distributions in the dataset failed Kolmogorov-Smirnov normal-

ity test, statistical comparisons were performed using Wilcoxon rank sum test.
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Figure M6. Architecture of position decoder artificial neural network used in the study. A.

Waveforms from N channels that compose one spike group are sent into separate convolu-
tional network, each of which outputs 128 units. These units are pooled to four consecutive
LSTM layer are applied to them. The last layer is connected to a dense layer which outputs 2
values: X and Y coordinate of an animal. B. Architecture of the CNN. Waveforms from N chan-
nels that compose one spike group are sent into 3 consecutive convolutional layers with kernel

size of (2,3), and then into three dense layers of 128 units each.
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Students perspective on the thesis
years

(for future generations)
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This little section will describe my experience as a doctoral student outside of conven-
tional thesis format. PhD is rarely a straightforward path, and manuscripts rarely report how
winding it is and almost never acknowledge that the finishing point is very much different
from the one envisioned in the beginning. | write it mostly for future generation of PhD stu-
dents who will be hopefully more aware of how the whole process looks like from the inside.
Karim told me that it could be also interesting for the researchers who evaluate this thesis, as
it immerses them more in my path of becoming researcher (I don’t know, honestly®©).

| came to the lab to launch a large project: my supervisor, Karim, had just won a pres-
tigious ERC grant that aimed to prove that aversive associations can be neutralized by pairing
reactivations of aversive experience with intracranial rewarding stimulations during sleep. Be-
fore approaching this experiment, one had to confirm that aversive experience is reactivated
during sleep. Hippocampal reactivations after aversive spatial learning became the topic of
my PhD; nonetheless, we always kept the ultimate goal in mind.

| did not have any preliminary results when | started my PhD, and little was ready in
the lab forimmediate production of the results. | had to establish massive neuronal recordings
in the lab and aversive spatial protocol with intracranial aversive stimulation. At the start, |
have adopted the UMaze protocol from another student of the lab, Sophie Bagur.

| began my PhD with setting up neuronal recordings from hippocampus. We decided
to start with tetrodes: | used implantations of 3 tetrodes on self-made drive in each hemi-
sphere. Around 4 months passed before | achieved stable recordings. We used tetrodes for
two years, and | was steadily increasing number of neurons recorded per mouse but it still
remained excruciatingly low, and in the beginning of my third year we have moved to using
silicon probes that have boosted number of neurons and stability of surgery many-fold. It was
definitely very late decision, which we should had made in the first year of my PhD.

6 months in the PhD, | started behavioral experimentation. After 3-4 months more
passed we have realized that the protocol we used induce very mild and unstable avoidance
behavior. It took me 2 more months to find right parameters for the protocol (we decreased
surface of the aversive zone and interstimulus interval). Thus, all data reported in this thesis
have been collected after the first year of my PhD has passed.

In addition, | had a feeling that my implantations in dIPAG are not stable enough. In
the beginning of my second year, I’'ve launched an experiment that aimed to find optimal brain
coordinates of dIPAG. I've made 10 implantations with different coordinates and tested all of
them in the UMaze experiment. The results were mixed. It helped me to realize that 10 im-
plantations are not enough to make conclusions in such uncontrolled situation but also in-
creased stability of my future surgery by a lot.

Thus, after the first year of my PhD | have only set up neuronal recordings and be-
havioral protocol and after the second year | have recorded almost 10 mice but average
number of neurons per mouse remained very low. | felt that | have no data after half of my
PhD is gone.
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We adjusted by using silicon probes (the first mouse I’'ve recorded had 100 neurons)
but the pandemics kicked in and the experiments were halted for 6 months. When we came
back to the lab, our idea was to force sleep counterconditioning experiment as the finishing
time drew close. At the same time, | started to closely participate in developing of the ANN-
based position decoder (initial design is credit of Thibault Balenbois). After spending 6 months
more, trying and failing sleep counterconditioning, | have come to the official end of my PhD
funding. This experiment proved to be very difficult for several reasons: first, it demanded
relatively large number of place cells that cover at least one arm of the UMaze (and it is sur-
prisingly hard to achieve) and fully tested position decoder (which was not the case as it was
taking its final shape at these days).

After 3 years of my PhD, | was in the same point as after 2 years of it. Luckily, | have
won one more year of funding. We have decided to concentrate on affective spatial learning
protocols, as it could still yield novel results and become the basis of my PhD thesis. In this
final year, we have recorded more than 10 mice and largely finished the development of the
ANN-based position decoder. Only after 3 years of PhD, industrious data collection has begun.
More than a half of data that you see in this thesis was recorded in the last year.

| believe that there are more questions to be tackled within our datasets and, more
importantly, more data to be recorded. | think that more realistic time estimation to complete
the project of such ambition, starting from scratch, is 5-6 years uninterrupted. Unfortunately,
laws of France limit my PhD experience by 4 years.

If you are fresh PhD student and you somehow find yourself at the end of this boring
tale, | would advise to work in small chunks and react immediately if something does not work.
Also, in my case it was a bad idea to jump at high-gain-high-risk experiment. In case it does
not work, you might lose so much of the precious time.

It was the most difficult journey of my life, and | hope I've learned a lot. Large thanks
again to all who worked close with me on the similar topics: Sam, Thibault, Pierre and, of

course, Karim.

137



Bibliography

138



Adolphs, Ralph. 2013. “The Biology of Fear.” Current Biology 23 (2): R79-93.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2012.11.055.

Aguiar, Daniele Cristina, and Francisco Silveira Guimaraes. 2009. “Blockade of NMDA Receptors
and Nitric Oxide Synthesis in the Dorsolateral Periaqueductal Gray Attenuates Behavioral and
Cellular Responses of Rats Exposed to a Live Predator.” Journal of Neuroscience Research 87
(11): 2418-29. https://doi.org/10.1002/jnr.22082.

Alcaro, Antonio, Robert Huber, and Jaak Panksepp. 2007. “Behavioral Functions of the Mesolimbic
Dopaminergic System: An Affective Neuroethological Perspective.” Brain Research Reviews 56
(2): 283-321. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainresrev.2007.07.014.

Allen, Gary V., and David F. Cechetto. 1993. “Functional and Anatomical Organization of Cardiovas-
cular Pressor and Depressor Sites in the Lateral Hypothalamic Area. Il. Ascending Projections.”
Journal of Comparative Neurology 330 (3): 421-38. https://doi.org/10.1002/cne.903300310.

Anderson, Matthew J., Tara E. Burpee, Matthew J. Wall, and Justin J. McGraw. 2013. “Exposure to
Novelty Weakens Conditioned Fear in Long-Evans Rats.” Psicologica 34 (1): 59-78.

Anderson, Michael 1., and Kathryn J. Jeffery. 2003. “Heterogeneous Modulation of Place Cell Firing
by Changes in Context.” Journal of Neuroscience 23 (26): 8827-35.
https://doi.org/10.1523/jneurosci.23-26-08827.2003.

Arias-Carrian, Oscar, Maria Stamelou, Eric Murillo-Rodriguez, Manuel Menéndez-Gonzlez, and Ernst
Poppel. 2010. “Dopaminergic Reward System: A Short Integrative Review.” International Ar-
chives of Medicine 3 (1): 1-6. https://doi.org/10.1186/1755-7682-3-24.

Aronov, Dmitriy, Rhino Nevers, and David W. Tank. 2017. “Mapping of a Non-Spatial Dimension by
the Hippocampal-Entorhinal Circuit.” Nature 543 (7647): 719-22. https://doi.org/10.1038/na-
ture21692.

Arzi, Anat, Yael Holtzman, Perry Samnon, Neetai Eshel, Edo Harel, and Noam Sobel. 2014. “Olfac-
tory Aversive Conditioning during Sleep Reduces Cigarette-Smoking Behavior.” Journal of
Neuroscience 34 (46): 15382-93. https://doi.org/10.1523/INEUROSCI.2291-14.2014.

Ashouri Vajari, Danesh, Chockalingam Ramanathan, Yixin Tong, Thomas Stieglitz, Volker A. Coe-
nen, and Maté D. Débrossy. 2020. “Medial Forebrain Bundle DBS Differentially Modulates Do-
pamine Release in the Nucleus Accumbens in a Rodent Model of Depression.” Experimental
Neurology 327: 113224. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.expneurol.2020.113224.

Ashouri Vajari, Danesh, Chockalingam Ramanathan, Yixin Tong, Thomas Stieglitz, Volker A. Coe-
nen, and Maté D. Débrossy. 2020. “Medial Forebrain Bundle DBS Differentially Modulates Do-
pamine Release in the Nucleus Accumbens in a Rodent Model of Depression.” Experimental
Neurology 327 (September 2019): 113224, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.expneurol.2020.113224.

Atherton, Laura A., David Dupret, and Jack R. Mellor. 2015. “Memory Trace Replay: The Shaping of
Memory Consolidation by Neuromodulation.” Trends in Neurosciences 38 (9): 560-70.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tins.2015.07.004.

Baeg, E. H., Y. B. Kim, K. Huh, I. Mook-Jung, H. T. Kim, and M. W. Jung. 2003. “Dynamics of Pop-
ulation Code for Working Memory in the Prefrontal Cortex.” Neuron 40 (1): 177-88.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(03)00597-X.

Bagur, Sophie, Marie Masako Lacroix, Gaétan de Lavilléon, Julie M. Lefort, Héléne Geoffroy, and
Karim Benchenane. 2018. Harnessing Olfactory Bulb Oscillations to Perform Fully Brain-Based
Sleep-Scoring and Real-Time Monitoring of Anaesthesia Depth. PLoS Biology. Vol. 16.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.2005458.

Bannerman, D. M., J. N.P. Rawlins, S. B. McHugh, R. M.J. Deacon, B. K. Yee, T. Bast, W. N. Zhang,
H. H.J. Pothuizen, and J. Feldon. 2004. “Regional Dissociations within the Hippocampus -
Memory and Anxiety.” Neuroscience and Biobehavioral Reviews 28 (3): 273-83.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2004.03.004.

139



Barron, Helen C., Hayley M. Reeve, Renée S. Koolschijn, Pavel V. Perestenko, Anna Shpektor,
Hamed Nili, Roman Rothaermel, et al. 2020. “Neuronal Computation Underlying Inferential
Reasoning in Humans and Mice.” Cell, 1-16. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2020.08.035.

Barry, Caswell, Colin Lever, Robin Hayman, Tom Hartley, Stephen Burton, John O’Keefe, Kate Jef-
fery, and Neil Burgess. 2006. “The Boundary Vector Cell Model of Place Cell Firing and Spatial
Memory.” Reviews in the Neurosciences 17 (1-2): 71-97.
https://doi.org/10.1515/REVNEURO.2006.17.1-2.71.

Battaglia, Francesco P., Gary R. Sutherland, and Bruce L. McNaughton. 2004. “Hippocampal Sharp
Wave Bursts Coincide with Neocortical ‘up-State’ Transitions.” Learning and Memory 11 (6):
697-704. https://doi.org/10.1101/Im.73504.

Behrens, Timothy E.J., Timothy H. Muller, James C.R. Whittington, Shirley Mark, Alon B. Baram,
Kimberly L. Stachenfeld, and Zeb Kurth-Nelson. 2018. “What Is a Cognitive Map? Organizing
Knowledge for Flexible Behavior.” Neuron 100 (2): 490-509. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neu-
ron.2018.10.002.

Berridge, Kent C. 2019. “Affective Valence in the Brain: Modules or Modes?” Nature Reviews Neuro-
science 20 (4): 225-34. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41583-019-0122-8.

Berridge, Kent C., and Terry (University of Michigan) Robinson. 2016. “Liking, Wanting and the In-
centive Salience Theory of Addiction.” American Psychologist 71 (8): 670-79.

Bi, Guo Qiang, and Mu Ming Poo. 1998. “Synaptic Modifications in Cultured Hippocampal Neurons:
Dependence on Spike Timing, Synaptic Strength, and Postsynaptic Cell Type.” Journal of Neu-
roscience 18 (24): 10464—72. https://doi.org/10.1523/jneurosci.18-24-10464.1998.

Bird, Chris M., and Neil Burgess. 2008. “The Hippocampus and Memory: Insights from Spatial Pro-
cessing.” Nature Reviews Neuroscience 9 (3): 182-94. https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn2335.

Bjerknes, Tale L., Edvard I. Moser, and May Britt Moser. 2014. “Representation of Geometric Bor-
ders in the Developing Rat.” Neuron 82 (1): 71-78. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neu-
ron.2014.02.014.

Blanchard, D. Caroline, and Robert J. Blanchard. 2008. “Chapter 2.4 Defensive Behaviors, Fear, and
Anxiety.” Handbook of Behavioral Neuroscience 17 (07): 63-79. https://doi.org/10.1016/S1569-
7339(07)00005-7.

Blanchard, D. Caroline, Guy Griebel, and Robert J. Blanchard. 2001. “Mouse Defensive Behaviors:
Pharmacological and Behavioral Assays for Anxiety and Panic.” Neuroscience and Biobehav-
ioral Reviews 25 (3): 205-18. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0149-7634(01)00009-4.

Blanchard, R. J., K. J. Flannelly, and D. C. Blanchard. 1986. “Defensive Behavior of Laboratory and
Wild Rattus Norvegicus.” Journal of Comparative Psychology (Washington, D.C. : 1983) 100
(2): 101-7. https://doi.org/10.1037/0735-7036.100.2.101.

Blanchard, Robert J., Errol B. Yudko, R. John Rodgers, and D. Caroline Blanchard. 1993. “Defense
System Psychopharmacology: An Ethological Approach to the Pharmacology of Fear and Anxi-
ety.” Behavioural Brain Research 58 (1-2): 155-65. https://doi.org/10.1016/0166-
4328(93)90100-5.

Bliss, T. V. P., and T. Lemo. 1973. “Long-Lasting Potentiation of Synaptic Transmission in the Den-
tate Area of the Anaesthetized Rabbit Following Stimulation of the Perforant Path.” The Journal
of Physiology 232 (2): 331-56. https://doi.org/10.1113/jphysiol.1973.sp010273.

Boccara, Charlotte N., Francesca Sargolini, Veslemgy Hult Thoresen, Trygve Solstad, Menno P. Wit-
ter, Edvard I. Moser, and May Britt Moser. 2010. “Grid Cells in Pre-and Parasubiculum.” Nature
Neuroscience 13 (8): 987-94. https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.2602.

Bonnevie, Tora, Benjamin Dunn, Marianne Fyhn, Torkel Hafting, Dori Derdikman, John L. Kubie,
Yasser Roudi, Edvard I. Moser, and May Britt Moser. 2013. “Grid Cells Require Excitatory

140



Drive from the Hippocampus.” Nature Neuroscience 16 (3): 309-17.
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.3311.

Born, Jan, and Ines Wilhelm. 2012. “System Consolidation of Memory during Sleep.” Psychological
Research 76 (2): 192—203. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00426-011-0335-6.

Bostock, Elizabeth, Robert U. Muller, and John L. Kubie. 1991. “Experience-dependent Modifications

of Hippocampal Place Cell Firing.” Hippocampus 1 (2): 193-205.
https://doi.org/10.1002/hip0.450010207.

Bouton, Mark E. 2004. “Context and Behavioral Processes in Extinction.” Learning and Memory 11
(5): 485-94. https://doi.org/10.1101/Im.78804.

Bouton, Mark E., and Charles A. Peck. 1992. “Spontaneous Recovery in Cross-Motivational Transfer
(Counterconditioning).” Animal Learning & Behavior 20 (4): 313-21.
https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03197954.

Bravo-Rivera, Christian, Ciorana Roman-Ortiz, Edith Brignoni-Perez, Francisco Sotres-Bayon, and
Gregory J. Quirk. 2014. “Neural Structures Mediating Expression and Extinction of Platform-
Mediated Avoidance.” Journal of Neuroscience 34 (29): 9736—42.
https://doi.org/10.1523/INEUROSCI.0191-14.2014.

Bromberg-Martin, Ethan S., Masayuki Matsumoto, and Okihide Hikosaka. 2010. “Dopamine in Moti-
vational Control: Rewarding, Aversive, and Alerting.” Neuron 68 (5): 815-34.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2010.11.022.

Brooks, Douglas C., Beth Hale, James B. Nelson, and Mark E. Bouton. 1995. “Reinstatement after
Counterconditioning.” Animal Learning & Behavior 23 (4): 383-90.
https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03198938.

Brown, Emery N., Loren M. Frank, Dengda Tang, Michael C. Quirk, and Matthew A. Wilson. 1998.
“A Statistical Paradigm for Neural Spike Train Decoding Applied to Position Prediction from
Ensemble Firing Patterns of Rat Hippocampal Place Cells.” Journal of Neuroscience 18 (18):
7411-25. https://doi.org/10.1523/jneurosci.18-18-07411.1998.

Brown, Richard E. 2020. “Donald O. Hebb and the Organization of Behavior: 17 Years in the Writ-
ing.” Molecular Brain 13 (1): 1-28. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13041-020-00567-8.

Brumberg, Jonathan S., Alfonso Nieto-Castanon, Philip R. Kennedy, and Frank H. Guenther. 2010.
“Brain—Computer Interfaces for Speech Communication.” Speech Communication 52 (4): 367—
79. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.specom.2010.01.001.

Burgess, Neil, Andrew Jackson, Tom Hartley, and John O’Keefe. 2000. “Predictions Derived from
Modelling the Hippocampal Role in Navigation.” Biological Cybernetics 83 (3): 301-12.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004220000172.

Burwell, R. D., and K. L. Agster. 2007. “Anatomy of the Hippocampus and the Declarative Memory
System.” Learning and Memory: A Comprehensive Reference, 47—66.
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-012370509-9.00117-0.

Buzsaki, G. 1989. “Two-Stage Model of Memory Trace Formation: A Role for ‘Noisy’ Brain States.”
Neuroscience 31 (3): 551-70. https://doi.org/10.1016/0306-4522(89)90423-5.

Buzsaki, Gyorgy. 2009. Rhythms of the Brain. Rhythms of the Brain. https://doi.org/10.1093/ac-
prof:0s0/9780195301069.001.0001.

Calton, Jeffrey L., Robert W. Stackman, Jeremy P. Goodridge, William B. Archey, Paul A. Dud-
chenko, and Jeffrey S. Taube. 2003. “Hippocampal Place Cell Instability after Lesions of the
Head Direction Cell Network.” Journal of Neuroscience 23 (30): 9719-31.
https://doi.org/10.1523/jneurosci.23-30-09719.2003.

Carlezon, William A., and Elena H. Chartoff. 2007. “Intracranial Self-Stimulation (Icss) in Rodents to
Study the Neurobiology of Motivation.” Nature Protocols 2 (11): 2987-95.
https://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2007.441.

141



Carrive, Pascal. 1993. “The Periaqueductal Gray and Defensive Behavior: Functional Representation
and Neuronal Organization.” Behavioural Brain Research 58 (1-2): 27-47.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0166-4328(93)90088-8.

Carrive, Pascal, Richard Bandler, and Roger A.L. Dampney. 1989. “Somatic and Autonomic Integra-
tion in the Midbrain of the Unanesthetized Decerebrate Cat: A Distinctive Pattern Evoked by Ex-
citation of Neurones in the Subtentorial Portion of the Midbrain Periaqueductal Grey.” Brain Re-
search 483 (2): 251-58. https://doi.org/10.1016/0006-8993(89)90169-8.

Choi, Eun A., Philip Jean-Richard-Dit-Bressel, Colin W.G. Clifford, and Gavan P. McNally. 2019.
“Paraventricular Thalamus Controls Behavior during Motivational Conflict.” Journal of Neuro-
science 39 (25): 4945-58. https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2480-18.2019.

Chowdhury, Najwa, Jennifer J. Quinn, and Michael S. Fanselow. 2005. “Dorsal Hippocampus In-
volvement in Trace Fear Conditioning with Long, but Not Short, Trace Intervals in Mice.” Be-
havioral Neuroscience 119 (5): 1396-1402. https://doi.org/10.1037/0735-7044.119.5.1396.

Ciliberti, Davide, Frédéric Michon, and Fabian Kloosterman. 2018. “Real-Time Classification of Ex-
perience-Related Ensemble Spiking Patterns for Closed-Loop Applications.” ELife 7: 1-25.
https://doi.org/10.7554/eL ife.36275.

Ciocchi, S., J. Passecker, H. Malagon-Vina, N. Mikus, and T. Klausberger. 2015. “Selective Infor-
mation Routing by Ventral Hippocampal CA1 Projection Neurons.” Science 348 (6234): 560-63.
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaa3245.

Clapworthy, Gordon, Marco Viceconti, Peter V. Coveney, and Peter Kohl. 2008. “Philosophical
Transactions of the Royal Society: Editorial.” Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society A:
Mathematical, Physical and Engineering Sciences 366 (1878): 2975-78.
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2008.0103.

Clay, Andrea W., Mollie A. Bloomsmith, M. Jackson Marr, and Terry L. Maple. 2009. “Habituation
and Desensitization as Methods for Reducing Fearful Behavior in Singly Housed Rhesus Ma-
caques.” American Journal of Primatology 71 (1): 30-39. https://doi.org/10.1002/ajp.20622.

Colgin, Laura Lee, Edvard I. Moser, and May Britt Moser. 2008. “Understanding Memory through
Hippocampal Remapping.” Trends in Neurosciences 31 (9): 469-77.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tins.2008.06.008.

Corcoran, Kevin A., and Gregory J. Quirk. 2007. “Activity in Prelimbic Cortex Is Necessary for the
Expression of Learned, but Not Innate, Fears.” Journal of Neuroscience 27 (4): 840-44.
https://doi.org/10.1523/INEUROSCI.5327-06.2007.

Correia, Susana S, Anna G McGrath, Allison Lee, Ann M Graybiel, and Ki A Goosens. 2016. “Amyg-
dala-Ventral Striatum Circuit Activation Decreases Long-Term Fear.” ELife 5: 1-25.
https://doi.org/10.7554/eL ife.12669.

Courellis, Hristos S., Samuel U. Nummela, Michael Metke, Geoffrey W. Diehl, Robert Bussell, Gert
Cauwenberghs, and Cory T. Miller. 2019. Spatial Encoding in Primate Hippocampus during
Free Navigation. PLoS Biology. Vol. 17. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.3000546.

Courtin, Julien, Fabrice Chaudun, Robert R. Rozeske, Nikolaos Karalis, Cecilia Gonzalez-Campo, Hé-
lene Wurtz, Azzedine Abdi, Jerome Baufreton, Thomas C.M. Bienvenu, and Cyril Herry. 2014.
“Prefrontal Parvalbumin Interneurons Shape Neuronal Activity to Drive Fear Expression.” Na-
ture 505 (7481): 92-96. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature12755.

Csicsvari, Jozsef, Hajime Hirase, Andras Czurko, Akira Mamiya, and Gyorgy Buzséki. 1999. “Oscil-
latory Coupling of Hippocampal Pyramidal Cells and Interneurons in the Behaving Rat.” Journal
of Neuroscience 19 (1): 274-87.

Csicsvari, Jozsef, Joseph O’Neill, Kevin Allen, and Timothy Senior. 2007. “Place-Selective Firing
Contributes to the Reverse-Order Reactivation of CA1 Pyramidal Cells during Sharp Waves in

142



Open-Field Exploration.” European Journal of Neuroscience 26 (3): 704-16.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-9568.2007.05684.X.

Dale, J, F Kandil, and S Nishida. 2003. “HumanPlaceCells2003.” Nature 425 (September): 184-88.
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature01955.1.

Danielson, Nathan B., Jeffrey D. Zaremba, Patrick Kaifosh, John Bowler, Max Ladow, and Attila
Losonczy. 2016. “Sublayer-Specific Coding Dynamics during Spatial Navigation and Learning
in Hippocampal Area CA1.” Neuron 91 (3): 652-65. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neu-
ron.2016.06.020.

Davidson, Thomas J., Fabian Kloosterman, and Matthew A. Wilson. 2009. “Hippocampal Replay of
Extended Experience.” Neuron 63 (4): 497-507. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2009.07.027.

Davis, Patrick, Yosif Zaki, Jamie Maguire, and Leon G. Reijmers. 2017. “Cellular and Oscillatory
Substrates of Fear Extinction Learning.” Nature Neuroscience 20 (11): 1624-33.
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.4651.

Lavilléon, Gaetan De, Marie Lacroix, Laure Rondi-Reig, and Karim Benchenane. 2015. “Explicit
Memory Creation during Sleep: A Causal Role of Place Cell on Navigation.” Nature Neurosci-
ence 18 (4): 1-39. https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.3970.

Deng, Hanfei, Xiong Xiao, and Zuoren Wang. 2016. “Periaqueductal Gray Neuronal Activities Under-
lie Different Aspects of Defensive Behaviors.” Journal of Neuroscience 36 (29): 7580-88.
https://doi.org/10.1523/INEUROSCI.4425-15.2016.

Denovellis, Eric L, Anna K Gillespie, Michael E Coulter, Kenneth Kay, Marielena Sosa, Jason E
Chung, Uri T Eden, and Loren M Frank. 2020. “Hippocampal Replay of Experience at Real-
World Speeds.” BioRxiv, 2020.10.20.347708. https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.20.347708.

Der-Avakian, Andre, and Athina Markou. 2012. “The Neurobiology of Anhedonia and Other Reward-
Related Deficits.” Trends in Neurosciences 35 (1): 68-77.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tins.2011.11.005.

Devoto, Paola, and Giovanna Flore. 2006. “On the Origin of Cortical Dopamine: Is It a Co-Transmit-
ter in Noradrenergic Neurons?”” Current Neuropharmacology 4 (2): 115-25.
https://doi.org/10.2174/157015906776359559.

Diba, Kamran, and Gyorgy Buzsaki. 2007. “Forward and Reverse Hippocampal Place-Cell Sequences
during Ripples.” Nature Neuroscience 10 (10): 1241-42. https://doi.org/10.1038/nn1961.

Dickinson, Anthony, and Bernard Balleine. 1994. “Motivational Control of Goal-Directed Action.”
Animal Learning & Behavior 22 (1): 1-18. https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03199951.

Dickinson, Anthony, and John M. Pearce. 1977. “Inhibitory Interactions between Appetitive and
Aversive Stimuli.” Psychological Bulletin 84 (4): 690-711. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-
2909.84.4.690.

Diekelmann, Susanne, and Jan Born. 2010. “The Memory Function of Sleep.” Nature Reviews Neuro-
science 11 (2): 114-26. https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn2762.

Donzis, E. J., R. L. Rennaker, and L. T. Thompson. 2013. “Fear Conditioning Alters Neuron-Specific
Hippocampal Place Field Stability via the Basolateral Amygdala.” Brain Research 1525: 16-25.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainres.2013.06.015.

Dragoi, George. 2020. “Cell Assemblies, Sequences and Temporal Coding in the Hippocampus.” Cur-
rent Opinion in Neurobiology 64: 111-18. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conb.2020.03.003.

Dragoi, George, and Susumu Tonegawa. 2011. “Preplay of Future Place Cell Sequences by Hippo-
campal Cellular Assemblies.” Nature 469 (7330): 397—401. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature09633.

Drieu, Céline, Ralitsa Todorova, and Michaél Zugaro. 2018. “Nested Sequences of Hippocampal As-
semblies during Behavior Support Subsequent Sleep Replay.” Science 362 (6415): 675-79.
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aat2952.

143



Drieu, Céline, and Michaél Zugaro. 2019. “Hippocampal Sequences during Exploration: Mechanisms
and Functions.” Frontiers in Cellular Neuroscience 13 (June): 1-22.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fncel.2019.00232.

Dunsmoor, Joseph E. E, Yael Niv, Nathaniel Daw, and Elizabeth A. A Phelps. 2015. “Rethinking Ex-
tinction Joseph.” Neuron 88 (1): 47—63. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2015.09.028.Rethink-
ing.

Dupret, David, Joseph O’Neill, Barty Pleydell-Bouverie, and Jozsef Csicsvari. 2010. “The Reorgani-
zation and Reactivation of Hippocampal Maps Predict Spatial Memory Performance.” Nature
Neuroscience 13 (8): 995-1002. https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.2599.

Duszkiewicz, Adrian J., Colin G. McNamara, Tomonori Takeuchi, and Lisa Genzel. 2019. “Novelty
and Dopaminergic Modulation of Memory Persistence: A Tale of Two Systems.” Trends in Neu-
rosciences 42 (2): 102-14. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tins.2018.10.002.

Eacott, Madeline J., and Alexander Easton. 2010. “Episodic Memory in Animals: Remembering
Which Occasion.” Neuropsychologia 48 (8): 2273-80. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsycholo-
gia.2009.11.002.

Ego-Stengel, Valérie, and Matthew A. Wilson. 2010. “Disruption of Ripple-Associated Hippocampal
Activity during Rest Impairs Spatial Learning in the Rat.” Hippocampus 20 (1): 1-10.
https://doi.org/10.1002/hip0.20707.

Eichenbaum, Howard. 2016. “What Versus Where: Non-Spatial Aspects of Memory Representation
by the Hippocampus.” In Brain Imaging in Behavioral Neuroscience, 101-17.
https://doi.org/10.1007/7854_2016_450.

Ethier, C., E. R. Oby, M. J. Bauman, and L. E. Miller. 2012. “Restoration of Grasp Following Paraly-
sis through Brain-Controlled Stimulation of Muscles.” Nature 485 (7398): 368—71.
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10987.

Ewald, Heike, Evelyn Glotzbach-Schoon, Antje B.M. Gerdes, Marta Andreatta, Mathias Miller, An-
dreas Miihlberger, and Paul Pauli. 2014. “Delay and Trace Fear Conditioning in a Complex Vir-
tual Learning Environment-Neural Substrates of Extinction.” Frontiers in Human Neuroscience
8 (MAY): 1-11. https://doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2014.00323.

Fanselow, Michael S, and Joseph E LeDoux. 1999. “Why We Think Plasticity Underlying Pavlovian
Fear Conditioning Occurs in the Basolateral Amygdala.” Neuron 23 (2): 229-32.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(00)80775-8.

Fanselow, Michael S. 1994. “Neural Organization of the Defensive Behavior System Responsible for
Fear.” Psychonomic Bulletin & Review 1 (4): 429-38. https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03210947.

Fanselow, Michael S., and Hong-Wei Dong. 2010. “Are the Dorsal and Ventral Hippocampus Func-

tionally Distinct Structures?”” Neuron 65 (1): 7-19. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2009.11.031.

Farooq, Usman, Jeremie Sibille, Kefei Liu, and George Dragoi. 2019. “Strengthened Temporal Coor-
dination within Pre-Existing Sequential Cell Assemblies Supports Trajectory Replay.” Neuron,
1-15. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2019.05.040.

Felix-Ortiz, Ada C., Anna Beyeler, Changwoo Seo, Christopher A. Leppla, Craig P. Wildes, and Kay
M. Tye. 2013. “BLA to VHPC Inputs Modulate Anxiety-Related Behaviors.” Neuron 79 (4):
658-64. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2013.06.016.

Fenton, André A., and Robert U. Muller. 1998. “Place Cell Discharge Is Extremely Variable during
Individual Passes of the Rat through the Firing Field.” Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences of the United States of America 95 (6): 3182-87.
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.95.6.3182.

Foster, David J., and Matthew A. Wilson. 2006. “Reverse Replay of Behavioural Sequences in Hippo-
campal Place Cells during the Awake State.” Nature 440 (7084): 680-83.
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature04587.

144



Freels, Timothy G., Daniel B.K. Gabriel, Deranda B. Lester, and Nicholas W. Simon. 2020. “Risky
Decision-Making Predicts Dopamine Release Dynamics in Nucleus Accumbens Shell.” Neuro-
psychopharmacology 45 (2): 266—75. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41386-019-0527-0.

Frey, Marcus; Tanni, Sander; Perrodin, Catherine; O’Leary, Alice; Nau, Matthias; Kelly, Jack; Ba-
nino, Andrea; Doeller, Christian F.; Barry, Caswell. 2019. “Deepinsight: A General Framework
for Interpreting Wide-Band Neural Activity.” BioRxiv, 1-23. https://doi.org/10.1101/871848.

Fyhn, Marianne, Torkel Hafting, Alessandro Treves, May Britt Moser, and Edvard I. Moser. 2007.
“Hippocampal Remapping and Grid Realignment in Entorhinal Cortex.” Nature 446 (7132):
190-94. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature05601.

Fyhn, Marianne, Sturla Molden, Menno P. Witter, Edvard I. Moser, and May Britt Moser. 2004. “Spa-
tial Representation in the Entorhinal Cortex.” Science 305 (5688): 1258-64.
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1099901.

Garman, Katherine S., Chaitanya R. Acharya, Elena Edelman, Marian Grade, Jochen Gaedcke,
Shivani Sud, William Barry, et al. 2011. “Erratum: A Genomic Approach to Colon Cancer Risk
Stratification Yields Biologic Insights into Therapeutic Opportunities (Proceedings of the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences of the United States of America (2008) 105, 49, (19432-19437)
DOI: 10.1073/Pnas.080667.” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United
States of America 108 (42): 17569. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1115170108.

Garner, Aleena R., David C. Rowland, Sang Youl Hwang, Karsten Baumgaertel, Bryan L. Roth, Cliff
Kentros, and Mark Mayford. 2012. “Generation of a Synthetic Memory Trace.” Science 335
(6075): 1513-16. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1214985.

Gasbarri, Antonella, Antonio Sulli, and Mark G. Packard. 1997. “The Dopaminergic Mesencephalic
Projections to the Hippocampal Formation in the Rat.” Progress in Neuro-Psychopharmacology
and Biological Psychiatry 21 (1): 1-22. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0278-5846(96)00157-1.

Gauthier, Jeffrey L., and David W. Tank. 2018. “A Dedicated Population for Reward Coding in the
Hippocampus.” Neuron 99 (1): 179-193.e7. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2018.06.008.

Geeraedts, L. M.G., R. Nieuwenhuys, and J. G. Veening. 1990. “Medial Forebrain Bundle of the Rat:
I11. Cytoarchitecture of the Rostral (Telencephalic) Part of the Medial Forebrain Bundle Bed Nu-
cleus.” Journal of Comparative Neurology 294 (4): 507-36.
https://doi.org/10.1002/cne.902940403.

Genzel, Lisa, George Dragoi, Loren Frank, Karunesh Ganguly, Liset De La Prida, Brad Pfeiffer, and
Edwin Robertson. 2020. “A Consensus Statement: Defining Terms for Reactivation Analysis.”
Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences 375 (1799): 4-6.
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstbh.2020.0001.

Gera, Rani, Segev Barak, and Tom Schonberg. 2019. “Counterconditioning Following Memory Re-
trieval Diminishes the Reinstatement of Appetitive Memories in Humans.” Scientific Reports 9
(1): 1-11. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-45492-6.

Giachero, Marcelo, Eloisa Pavesi, Gaston Calfa, Simone C. Motta, Newton S. Canteras, Victor A. Mo-
lina, and Antonio P. Carobrez. 2019. “Inactivation of the Dorsolateral Periaqueductal Gray Mat-
ter Impairs the Promoting Influence of Stress on Fear Memory during Retrieval.” Brain Structure
and Function 224 (9): 3117-32. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00429-019-01956-z.

Girardeau, Gabrielle, Ingrid Inema, and Gyorgy Buzséaki. 2017. “Reactivations of Emotional Memory
in the Hippocampus-Amygdala System during Sleep.” Nature Neuroscience, no. September
(September): 1-10. https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.4637.

Giustino, Thomas F., Paul J. Fitzgerald, and Stephen Maren. 2016. “Fear Expression Suppresses Me-
dial Prefrontal Cortical Firing in Rats.” PLoS ONE 11 (10): 1-13. https://doi.org/10.1371/jour-
nal.pone.0165256.

145



Glaser, Joshua I., Ari S. Benjamin, Raeed H. Chowdhury, Matthew G. Perich, Lee E. Miller, and Kon-
rad P. Kording. 2020. “Machine Learning for Neural Decoding.” ENeuro 7 (4): 1-16.
https://doi.org/10.1523/ENEURO.0506-19.2020.

Goltseker, Koral, Lilach Bolotin, and Segev Barak. 2017. “Counterconditioning during Reconsolida-
tion Prevents Relapse of Cocaine Memories.” Neuropsychopharmacology 42 (3): 716-26.
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2016.140.

Gomperts, Stephen N, Fabian Kloosterman, and Matthew A Wilson. 2015. “VTA Neurons Coordinate
with the Hippocampal Reactivation of Spatial Experience.” ELife 4: 1-22.
https://doi.org/10.7554/elife.05360.

Goosens, Ki A., Jennifer A. Hobin, and Stephen Maren. 2003. “Auditory-Evoked Spike Firing in the
Lateral Amygdala and Pavlovian Fear Conditioning: Mnemonic Code or Fear Bias?”” Neuron 40
(5): 1013-22. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(03)00728-1.

Gratton, A, and R. Wise. 1985. “Hypothalamic Reward Mechanism: Two First-Stage Fiber Popula-
tions with a Cholinergic Component.” Science 227 (4686): 545-48. https://doi.org/10.1126/sci-
ence.2981439.

Gridchyn, Igor, Philipp Schoenenberger, Joseph O’Neill, and Jozsef Csicsvari. 2020. “Assembly-Spe-
cific Disruption of Hippocampal Replay Leads to Selective Memory Deficit.” Neuron, 1-10.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2020.01.021.

Guger, Christoph, Thomas Gener, Cyriel M.A. Pennartz, Jorge R. Brotons-Mas, Glnter Edlinger, S.
Bermudez i Badia, Paul Verschure, Stefan Schaffelhofer, and Maria V. Sanchez-Vives. 2011.
“Real-Time Position Reconstruction with Hippocampal Place Cells.” Frontiers in Neuroscience
5 (JUN): 1-10. https://doi.org/10.3389/fnins.2011.00085.

Gunther, Lisa M., James C. Denniston, and Ralph R. Miller. 1998. “Conducting Exposure Treatment
in Multiple Contexts Can Prevent Relapse.” Behaviour Research and Therapy 36 (1): 75-91.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0005-7967(97)10019-5.

Haaker, Jan, Stefano Gaburro, Anupam Sah, Nina Gartmann, Tina B. Lonsdorf, Kolja Meier, Nicolas
Singewald, Hans Christian Pape, Fabio Morellini, and Raffael Kalisch. 2013. “Single Dose of L-
Dopa Makes Extinction Memories Context-Independent and Prevents the Return of Fear.” Pro-
ceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 110 (26).
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1303061110.

Hafting, Torkel, Marianne Fyhn, Sturla Molden, May Britt Moser, and Edvard I. Moser. 2005. “Mi-
crostructure of a Spatial Map in the Entorhinal Cortex.” Nature 436 (7052): 801-6.
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature03721.

Harland, Bruce, Marcos Contreras, and Jean-Marc Fellous. 2018. “A Role for the Longitudinal Axis of
the Hippocampus in Multiscale Representations of Large and Complex Spatial Environments
and Mnemonic Hierarchies.” The Hippocampus - Plasticity and Functions.
https://doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.71165.

Harpviken, Kristian Berg. 2009. “Escape Decisions.” Social Networks and Migration in Wartime Af-
ghanistan, 46-76. https://doi.org/10.1057/9780230234208 3.

Hartley, Tom, N. Burgess, C. Lever, F. Cacucci, and J. O’Keefe. 2000. “Modeling Place Fields in
Terms of the Cortical Inputs to the Hippocampus.” Hippocampus 10 (4): 369-79.
https://doi.org/10.1002/1098-1063(2000)10:4<369::AlD-HIP03>3.0.CO;2-0.

Hartley, Tom, Colin Lever, Neil Burgess, and John O’Keefe. 2014. “Space in the Brain: How the Hip-
pocampal Formation Supports Spatial Cognition.” Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Soci-
ety B: Biological Sciences 369 (1635). https://doi.org/10.1098/rsth.2012.0510.

Haubrich, Josue, Ana P. Crestani, Lindsey F. Cassini, Fabiana Santana, Rodrigo O. Sierra, Lucas De
O. Alvares, and Jorge A. Quillfeldt. 2015. “Reconsolidation Allows Fear Memory to Be Updated

146



to a Less Aversive Level through the Incorporation of Appetitive Information.” Neuropsycho-
pharmacology 40 (2): 315-26. https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2014.174.

Hebb, D. O. 1949. “The Organization of Behavior; A Neuropsychological Theory.” The American
Journal of Psychology 63 (4): 633. https://doi.org/10.2307/1418888.

Henke, Peter G. 1990. “Hippocampal Pathway to the Amygdala and Stress Ulcer Development.”
Brain Research Bulletin 25 (5): 691-95. https://doi.org/10.1016/0361-9230(90)90044-Z.

Hochreiter, Sepp, and Jiirgen Schmidhuber. 1997. “Long Short-Term Memory.” Neural Computation
9 (8): 1735-80. https://doi.org/10.1162/nec0.1997.9.8.1735.

Hok, Vincent, Pierre Pascal Lenck-Santini, Sébastien Roux, Etienne Save, Robert U. Muller, and
Bruno Poucet. 2007. “Goal-Related Activity in Hippocampal Place Cells.” Journal of Neurosci-
ence 27 (3): 472-82. https://doi.org/10.1523/JINEUROSCI.2864-06.2007.

Hollup, Stig A., Sturla Molden, James G. Donnett, May Britt Moser, and Edvard I. Moser. 2001. “Ac-
cumulation of Hippocampal Place Fields at the Goal Location in an Annular Watermaze Task.”
Journal of Neuroscience 21 (5): 1635-44. https://doi.org/10.1523/jneurosci.21-05-01635.2001.

Holmes, Nathan M., Hiu T. Leung, and R. Frederick Westbrook. 2016. “Counterconditioned Fear Re-
sponses Exhibit Greater Renewal than Extinguished Fear Responses.” Learning and Memory 23
(4): 141-50. https://doi.org/10.1101/Im.040659.115.

Holscher, Christian, Wolfgang Jacob, and Hanspeter A. Mallot. 2003. “Reward Modulates Neuronal
Activity in the Hippocampus of the Rat.” Behavioural Brain Research 142 (1-2): 181-91.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0166-4328(02)00422-9.

Holtzman-Assif, Orit, Vincent Laurent, and R. Frederick Westbrook. 2010. “Blockade of Dopamine
Activity in the Nucleus Accumbens Impairs Learning Extinction of Conditioned Fear.” Learning
and Memory 17 (2): 71-75. https://doi.org/10.1101/Im.1668310.

Hu, Sile, Davide Ciliberti, Andres D. Grosmark, Frédéric Michon, Daoyun Ji, Hector Penagos,
Gyorgy Buzsaki, Matthew A. Wilson, Fabian Kloosterman, and Zhe Chen. 2018. “Real-Time
Readout of Large-Scale Unsorted Neural Ensemble Place Codes.” Cell Reports 25 (10): 2635-
2642.€5. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2018.11.033.

Huguet, Gemma, Elisabet K&dar, Noelia Serrano, Carles Tapias-Espinosa, Soleil Garcia-Brito, Ignacio
Morgado-Bernal, Laura Aldavert-Vera, and Pilar Segura-Torres. 2020. “Rewarding Deep Brain
Stimulation at the Medial Forebrain Bundle Favours Avoidance Conditioned Response in a Re-
mote Memory Test, Hinders Extinction and Increases Neurogenesis.” Behavioural Brain Re-
search 378 (July 2019): 112308. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2019.112308.

Hunsaker, Michael R., and Raymond P. Kesner. 2008. “Dissociations across the Dorsal-Ventral Axis
of CA3 and CAL for Encoding and Retrieval of Contextual and Auditory-Cued Fear.” Neurobiol-
ogy of Learning and Memory 89 (1): 61-69. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nim.2007.08.016.

Ibos, Guilhem, and David J. Freedman. 2017. “Sequential Sensory and Decision Processing in Poste-
rior Parietal Cortex.” ELife 6: 1-19. https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.23743.

Jadhav, Shantanu P., Caleb Kemere, P. Walter German, and Loren M. Frank. 2012. “Awake Hippo-
campal Sharp-Wave Ripples Support Spatial Memory.” Science 336 (6087): 1454-58.
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1217230.

Jenkins, John G., and Karl M. Dallenbach. 1924. “Obliviscence during Sleep and Waking.” The Amer-
ican Journal of Psychology 35 (4): 605. https://doi.org/10.2307/1414040.

Johansen, Joshua P., Hiroki Hamanaka, Marie H. Monfils, Rudy Behnia, Karl Deisseroth, Hugh T.
Blair, and Joseph E. LeDoux. 2010. “Optical Activation of Lateral Amygdala Pyramidal Cells
Instructs Associative Fear Learning.” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the
United States of America 107 (28): 12692-97. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1002418107.

147



Johnson, Adam, and A. David Redish. 2007. “Neural Ensembles in CA3 Transiently Encode Paths
Forward of the Animal at a Decision Point.” Journal of Neuroscience 27 (45): 12176-89.
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3761-07.2007.

Jung, Min W., Sidney 1. Wiener, and Bruce L. McNaughton. 1994. “Comparison of Spatial Firing
Characteristics of Units in Dorsal and Ventral Hippocampus of the Rat.” Journal of Neurosci-
ence 14 (12): 7347-56. https://doi.org/10.1523/jneurosci.14-12-07347.1994,

Karlsson, Mattias P., and Loren M. Frank. 2009. “Awake Replay of Remote Experiences in the Hippo-
campus.” Nature Neuroscience 12 (7): 913-18. https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.2344.

Kaufman, Alexandra Mansell, Tristan Geiller, and Attila Losonczy. 2020. “A Role for the Locus Co-
eruleus in Hippocampal CAl Place Cell Reorganization during Spatial Reward Learning.” Neu-
ron 105 (6): 1018-1026.e4. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2019.12.029.

Kay, Kenneth, Marielena Sosa, Jason E Chung, Mattias P Karlsson, Margaret C Larkin, and Loren M
Frank. 2016. “A Hippocampal Network for Spatial Coding during Immobility and Sleep.” Na-
ture 531 (7593): 185-90. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature17144.

Keay, Kevin A., and Richard Bandler. 2001. “Parallel Circuits Mediating Distinct Emotional Coping
Reactions to Different Types of Stress.” Neuroscience and Biobehavioral Reviews 25 (7-8):
669—78. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0149-7634(01)00049-5.

Keay, Kevin A., and Richard Bandler. 2015. “Periaqueductal Gray.” The Rat Nervous System: Fourth
Edition, no. i: 207-21. https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-374245-2.00010-3.

Keller, Nicole E., and Joseph E. Dunsmoor. 2020. “The Effects of Aversive-to-Appetitive Counter-
conditioning on Implicit and Explicit Fear Memory.” Learning & Memory (Cold Spring Harbor,
N.Y.) 27 (1): 12-19. https://doi.org/10.1101/Im.050740.119.

Keller, Nicole E., Augustin C. Hennings, and Joseph E. Dunsmoor. 2020. “Behavioral and Neural Pro-
cesses in Counterconditioning: Past and Future Directions.” Behaviour Research and Therapy
125: 103532. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2019.103532.

Kelley, Ann E., and Kent C. Berridge. 2002. “The Neuroscience of Natural Rewards: Relevance to
Addictive Drugs.” Journal of Neuroscience 22 (9): 3306—11. https://doi.org/10.1523/jneuro-
sci.22-09-03306.2002.

Kempadoo, Kimberly A., Eugene V. Mosharov, Se Joon Choi, David Sulzer, and Eric R. Kandel.
2016. “Dopamine Release from the Locus Coeruleus to the Dorsal Hippocampus Promotes Spa-
tial Learning and Memory.” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United
States of America 113 (51): 14835-40. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1616515114.

Kim, Eun Joo, Omer Horovitz, Blake A. Pellman, Lancy Mimi Tan, Qiuling Li, Gal Richter-Levin,
and Jeansok J. Kim. 2013. “Dorsal Periaqueductal Gray-Amygdala Pathway Conveys Both In-
nate and Learned Fear Responses in Rats.” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of
the United States of America 110 (36): 14795-800. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1310845110.

Kim, Eun Joo, Mijeong Park, Mi Seon Kong, Sang Geon Park, Jeiwon Cho, and Jeansok J. Kim. 2015.
“Alterations of Hippocampal Place Cells in Foraging Rats Facing a Predatory Threat.” Current
Biology 25 (10): 1362-67. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2015.03.048.

Kim, Jeansok J., and Michael S. Fanselow. 1992. “Modality-Specific Retrograde Amnesia of Fear.”
Science 256 (5057): 675-77. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1585183.

Kitamura, Takashi, Michele Pignatelli, Junghyup Suh, Keigo Kohara, Atsushi Yoshiki, Kuniya Abe,
and Susumu Tonegawa. 2014. “Island Cells Control Temporal Association Memory.” Science
343 (6173): 896-901. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1244634.

Kjelstrup, Kirsten G., Frode A. Tuvnes, Hill Aina Steffenach, Robert Murison, Edvard I. Moser, and
May Britt Moser. 2002. “Reduced Fear Expression after Lesions of the Ventral Hippocampus.”
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 99 (16):
10825-30. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.152112399.

148



Klinzing, Jens G., Niels Niethard, and Jan Born. 2019. “Mechanisms of Systems Memory Consolida-
tion during Sleep.” Nature Neuroscience. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41593-019-0467-3.

Kloosterman, Fabian, Stuart P. Layton, Zhe Chen, and Matthew A. Wilson. 2014. “Bayesian Decoding
Using Unsorted Spikes in the Rat Hippocampus.” Journal of Neurophysiology 111 (1): 217-27.
https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.01046.2012.

Knierim, James J. 2002. “Dynamic Interactions between Local Surface Cues, Distal Landmarks, and
Intrinsic Circuitry in Hippocampal Place Cells.” Journal of Neuroscience 22 (14): 6254—64.
https://doi.org/10.1523/jneurosci.22-14-06254.2002.

Kobayashi, T., A. H. Tran, H. Nishijo, T. Ono, and G. Matsumoto. 2003. “Contribution of Hippocam-
pal Place Cell Activity to Learning and Formation of Goal-Directed Navigation in Rats.” Neuro-
science 117 (4): 1025-35. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0306-4522(02)00700-5.

Kobayashi, Tsuneyuki, Hisao Nishijo, Masaji Fukuda, Jan Bures, and Taketoshi Ono. 1997. “Task-
Dependent Representations in Rat Hippocampal Place Neurons.” Journal of Neurophysiology 78
(2): 597-613. https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.1997.78.2.597.

Koob, George F., and Michel Le Moal. 2008. ““Addiction and the Brain Antireward System.” Annual
Review of Psychology 59: 29-53. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.59.103006.093548.

Kudrimoti, Hemant S., Carol A. Barnes, and Bruce L. McNaughton. 1999. “Reactivation of Hippo-
campal Cell Assemblies: Effects of Behavioral State, Experience, and EEG Dynamics.” The
Journal of Neuroscience 19 (10): 4090-4101. https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.19-10-
04090.1999.

Kunwar, Prabliat S., Moriel Zelikowsky, Ryan Remedios, Haijiang Cai, Melis Yilmaz, Markus Meis-
ter, and David J. Anderson. 2015. “Ventromedial Hypothalamic Neurons Control a Defensive
Emotion State.” ELife 2015 (4): 1-30. https://doi.org/10.7554/eL ife.06633.

Lansink, Carien S., Pieter M. Goltstein, Jan V. Lankelma, Ruud N.J.M.A. Joosten, Bruce L.
McNaughton, and Cyriel M. A. Pennartz. 2008. “Preferential Reactivation of Motivationally Rel-
evant Information in the Ventral Striatum.” Journal of Neuroscience 28 (25): 6372-82.
https://doi.org/10.1523/INEUROSCI.1054-08.2008.

Lansink, Carien S., Pieter M. Goltstein, Jan V. Lankelma, Bruce L. McNaughton, and Cyriel M.A.
Pennartz. 2009. “Hippocampus Leads Ventral Striatum in Replay of Place-Reward Information.”
PLoS Biology 7 (8). https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.1000173.

Latchoumane, Charles-Francois V, Hong-Viet V Ngo, Jan Born, and Hee-Sup Shin. 2017. “Thalamic
Spindles Promote Memory Formation during Sleep through Triple Phase-Locking of Cortical,
Thalamic, and Hippocampal Rhythms.” Neuron 95 (2): 424-435.€6.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2017.06.025.

Latuske, Patrick, Olga Kornienko, Laura Kohler, and Kevin Allen. 2018. “Hippocampal Remapping
and Its Entorhinal Origin.” Frontiers in Behavioral Neuroscience 11 (January): 1-13.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2017.00253.

Laventure, Samuel, and Karim Benchenane. 2020. “Validating the Theoretical Bases of Sleep Reacti-
vation during Sharp-Wave Ripples and Their Association with Emotional Valence.” Hippocam-
pus 30 (1): 19-27. https://doi.org/10.1002/hip0.23143.

Ledoux, Joseph E, and Joseph E Ledoux. 2000. “Ircuits in The.” New York, 155-84.

LeGates, Tara A., Mark D. Kvarta, Jessica R. Tooley, T. Chase Francis, Mary Kay Lobo, Meaghan C.
Creed, and Scott M. Thompson. 2018. “Reward Behaviour Is Regulated by the Strength of Hip-
pocampus—Nucleus Accumbens Synapses.” Nature 564 (7735): 258-62.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0740-8.

Leutgeb, Jill K., Stefan Leutgeb, May Britt Moser, and Edvard I. Moser. 2007. “Pattern Separation in
the Dentate Gyrus and CA3 of the Hippocampus.” Science 315 (5814): 961-66.
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1135801.

149



Leutgeb, Jill K., Stefan Leutgeb, Alessandro Treves, Retsina Meyer, Carol A. Barnes, Bruce L.
McNaughton, May Britt Moser, and Edvard 1. Moser. 2005. “Progressive Transformation of Hip-
pocampal Neuronal Representations in “Morphed’ Environments.” Neuron 48 (2): 345-58.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2005.09.007.

Leutgeb, Stefan, Jill K. Leutgeb, Carol A. Barnes, Edvard I. Moser, Bruce L. McNaughton, and May
Britt Moser. 2005. “Neuroscience: Independent Codes for Spatial and Episodic Memory in Hip-
pocampal Neuronal Ensembles.” Science 309 (5734): 619-23. https://doi.org/10.1126/sci-
ence.1114037.

Lever, Colin, Stephen Burton, Ali Jeewajee, John O’Keefe, and Neil Burgess. 2009. “Boundary Vec-
tor Cells in the Subiculum of the Hippocampal Formation.” Journal of Neuroscience 29 (31):
9771-77. https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1319-09.2009.

Likhtik, Ekaterina, and Joshua P. Johansen. 2019. “Neuromodulation in Circuits of Aversive Emo-
tional Learning.” Nature Neuroscience 22 (10): 1586-97. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41593-019-
0503-3.

Linderman, Scott W., Matthew J. Johnson, Matthew A. Wilson, and Zhe Chen. 2016. “A Bayesian
Nonparametric Approach for Uncovering Rat Hippocampal Population Codes during Spatial
Navigation.” Journal of Neuroscience Methods 263: 36-47.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jneumeth.2016.01.022.

Lisman, John E., and Anthony A. Grace. 2005. “The Hippocampal-VTA Loop: Controlling the Entry
of Information into Long-Term Memory.” Neuron 46 (5): 703-13. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neu-
ron.2005.05.002.

Lobo, M. K., H. E. Covington, D. Chaudhury, A. K. Friedman, H. Sun, D. Damez-Werno, D. M.
Dietz, et al. 2010. “Cell Type-Specific Loss of BDNF Signaling Mimics Optogenetic Control of
Cocaine Reward.” Science 330 (6002): 385-90. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1188472.

Louie, Kenway, and Matthew A. Wilson. 2001. “Temporally Structured Replay of Awake Hippocam-
pal Ensemble Activity during Rapid Eye Movement Sleep.” Neuron 29 (1): 145-56.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(01)00186-6.

Lowe, Robert, and Tom Ziemke. 2011. “The Feeling of Action Tendencies: On the Emotional Regula-
tion of Goal-Directed Behavior.” Frontiers in Psychology 2 (DEC): 1-24.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2011.00346.

MacNiven, Kelly H., Josiah K. Leong, and Brian Knutson. 2020. “Medial Forebrain Bundle Structure
Is Linked to Human Impulsivity.” Science Advances 6 (38): 1-9. https://doi.org/10.1126/sci-
adv.aba4788.

Mamad, Omar, Beshoy Agayby, Lars Stumpp, Richard Reilly, and Marian Tsanov. 2017. “Extra-Field
Activity Shifts the Place Field Center of Mass to Encode Aversion Experience.” BioRxiv 6
(April): 218180. https://doi.org/10.1101/218180.

Mamad, Omar, Lars Stumpp, Harold M. McNamara, Charu Ramakrishnan, Karl Deisseroth, Richard
B. Reilly, and Marian Tsanov. 2017. Place Field Assembly Distribution Encodes Preferred Lo-
cations. PLoS Biology. Vol. 15. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.2002365.

Manger, Paul R., Jessica Cort, Naseem Ebrahim, Adelaya Goodman, Justine Henning, Mohamed Ka-
rolia, Stacey Lee Rodrigues, and Goran Strkalj. 2008. “Is 21st Century Neuroscience Too Fo-
cussed on the Rat/Mouse Model of Brain Function and Dysfunction?” Frontiers in Neuroana-
tomy 2 (NOV): 1-7. https://doi.org/10.3389/neuro.05.005.2008.

Maren, Stephen. 2008. “Pavlovian Fear Conditioning as a Behavioral Assay for Hippocampus and
Amygdala Function: Cautions and Caveats.” European Journal of Neuroscience 28 (8): 1661—
66. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-9568.2008.06485.x.

Maren, Stephen, and William G. Holt. 2004. “Hippocampus and Pavlovian Fear Conditioning in Rats:
Muscimol Infusions into the Ventral, but Not Dorsal, Hippocampus Impair the Acquisition of

150



Conditional Freezing to an Auditory Conditional Stimulus.” Behavioral Neuroscience 118 (1):
97-110. https://doi.org/10.1037/0735-7044.118.1.97.

Margules, D. L., and J. Olds. 1962. “Identical ‘Feeding’ and ‘Rewarding’ Systems in the Lateral Hy-
pothalamus of Rats.” Science 135 (3501): 374—75. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.135.3501.374.

Markram, Henry, Joachim Liibke, Michael Frotscher, and Bert Sakmann. 1997. “Regulation of Synap-
tic Efficacy by Coincidence of Postsynaptic APs and EPSPs.” Science 275 (5297): 213-15.
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.275.5297.213.

McHugh, S. B., R. M.J. Deacon, J. N.P. Rawlins, and D. M. Bannerman. 2004. “Amygdala and Ven-
tral Hippocampus Contribute Differentially to Mechanisms of Fear and Anxiety.” Behavioral
Neuroscience 118 (1): 63—78. https://doi.org/10.1037/0735-7044.118.1.63.

McNamara, Colin G., Alvaro Tejero-Cantero, Stéphanie Trouche, Natalia Campo-Urriza, and David
Dupret. 2014. “Dopaminergic Neurons Promote Hippocampal Reactivation and Spatial Memory
Persistence.” Nature Neuroscience 17 (12): 1658-60. https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.3843.

Mcnaughton, Bruce L. 1997. “Memory Reprocessing in Corticocortical and Hippocampocortical Neu-
ronal Ensembles.” Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences 352
(1360): 1525-33. https://doi.org/10.1098/rsth.1997.0139.

McNaughton, Neil. 2011. “Fear, Anxiety and Their Disorders: Past, Present and Future Neural Theo-
ries.” Psychology and Neuroscience 4 (2): 173-81. https://doi.org/10.3922/j.psns.2011.2.002.

McNaughton, Neil. 1982. “Gray’s Neuropsychology of Anxiety: An Enquiry into the Functions of
Septohippocampal Theories.” Behavioral and Brain Sciences 5 (3): 492-93.
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0140525X00013170.

McNaughton, Neil, and Philip J. Corr. 2004. “A Two-Dimensional Neuropsychology of Defense:
Fear/Anxiety and Defensive Distance.” Neuroscience and Biobehavioral Reviews 28 (3): 285—
305. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2004.03.005.

Michon, Frédéric, Jyh Jang Sun, Chae Young Kim, Davide Ciliberti, and Fabian Kloosterman. 2019.
“Post-Learning Hippocampal Replay Selectively Reinforces Spatial Memory for Highly Re-
warded Locations.” Current Biology 29 (9): 1436-1444.e5.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2019.03.048.

Milad, Mohammed R., and Gregory J. Quirk. 2002. “Neurons in Medial Prefrontal Cortex Signal
Memory for Fear Extinction.” Nature 420 (6911): 70-74. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature01138.

Milner, Brenda, Larry R. Squire, and Eric R. Kandel. 1998. “Cognitive Neuroscience and the Study of
Memory.” Neuron 20 (3): 445-68. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(00)80987-3.

Moita, Marta A.P., Svetlana Rosis, Yu Zhou, Joseph E. LeDoux, and Hugh T. Blair. 2003. “Hippo-
campal Place Cells Acquire Location-Specific Responses to the Conditioned Stimulus during
Auditory Fear Conditioning.” Neuron 37 (3): 485-97. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-
6273(03)00033-3.

Monfils, Marie H., Kiriana K. Cowansage, Eric Klann, and Joseph E. Ledoux. 2009. “Extinction-Re-
consolidation Boundaries: Key to Persistent Attenuation of Fear Memories.” Science 324 (5929):
951-55. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1167975.

Moser, May Britt, and Edvard I. Moser. 1998. “Functional Differentiation in the Hippocampus.” Hip-
pocampus 8 (6): 608—19. https://doi.org/10.1002/(SIC1)1098-1063(1998)8:6<608::AlD-
HIPO3>3.0.CO;2-7.

Moser, May Britt, Edvard |. Moser, EIma Forrest, Per Andersen, and Richard G.M. Morris. 1995.
“Spatial Learning with a Minislab in the Dorsal Hippocampus.” Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 92 (21): 9697-9701.
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.92.21.9697.

151



Mota-Ortiz, Sandra Regina, Marcia Harumi Sukikara, Jackson Cioni Bittencourt, Marcus Vinicius
Baldo, Carol Fuzeti Elias, Luciano Freitas Felicio, and Newton Sabino Canteras. 2012. “The Per-
iaqueductal Gray as a Critical Site to Mediate Reward Seeking during Predatory Hunting.” Be-
havioural Brain Research 226 (1): 32—40. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2011.08.034.

Mota-Ortiz, Sandra Regina, Marcia Harumi Sukikara, Luciano Freitas Felicio, and Newton Sabino
Canteras. 2009. “Afferent Connections to the Rostrolateral Part of the Periaqueductal Gray: A
Critical Region Influencing the Motivation Drive to Hunt and Forage.” Neural Plasticity 2009.
https://doi.org/10.1155/2009/612698.

Muller, R. U., and J. L. Kubie. 1987. “The Effects of Changes in the Environment on the Spatial Fir-
ing of Hippocampal Complex-Spike Cells.” Journal of Neuroscience 7 (7): 1951-68.
https://doi.org/10.1523/jneurosci.07-07-01951.1987.

Nadasdy, Zoltan, Hajime Hirase, Andras Czurkd, Jozsef Csicsvari, and Gyorgy Buzséki. 1999. “Re-
play and Time Compression of Recurring Spike Sequences in the Hippocampus.” The Journal of
Neuroscience 19 (21): 9497-9507. https://doi.org/10.1523/jneurosci.19-21-09497.1999.

Nasser, Helen M., and Gavan P. McNally. 2013. “Neural Correlates of Appetitive-Aversive Interac-
tions in Pavlovian Fear Conditioning.” Learning and Memory 20 (4): 220-28.
https://doi.org/10.1101/Im.029744.112.

Nieuwenhuys, Rudolf, Leo M.G. Geeraedts, and Jan G. Veening. 1982. The Medial Forebrain Bundle
of the Rat. I. General Introduction. Journal of Comparative Neurology. VVol. 206.
https://doi.org/10.1002/cne.902060106.

O’Keefe, J., and J. Dostrovsky. 1971. “Short Communications The Hippocampus as a Spatial Map .
Preliminary Evidence from Unit Activity in the Freely-Moving Rat.” Brain Research 34 (1):
171-75. http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/5124915.

O’Keefe, J., and A. Speakman. 1987. “Single Unit Activity in the Rat Hippocampus during a Spatial
Memory Task.” Experimental Brain Research 68 (1): 1-27.
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00255230.

O’Keefe, John. 1979. “A Review of the Hippocampal Place Cells.” Progress in Neurobiology 13 (4):
419-39. https://doi.org/10.1016/0301-0082(79)90005-4.

O’Keefe, John, and D H Conway. 1978. “Brain Hippocampal Place Units in the Freely Moving Rat :
Why They Fire Where They Fire.” Experimental Brain Research 31 (4): 573-90.
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00239813.

O’Keefe, John, and Michael L. Recce. 1993. “Phase Relationship between Hippocampal Place Units
and the EEG Theta Rhythm.” Hippocampus 3 (3): 317-30.
https://doi.org/10.1002/hip0.450030307.

O’Neill, Joseph, Timothy J. Senior, Kevin Allen, John R. Huxter, and Jozsef Csicsvari. 2008. “Reacti-
vation of Experience-Dependent Cell Assembly Patterns in the Hippocampus.” Nature Neurosci-
ence 11 (2): 209-15. https://doi.org/10.1038/nn2037.

Okada, Sakura, Hideyoshi Igata, Takuya Sasaki, and Yuji Ikegaya. 2017. “Spatial Representation of
Hippocampal Place Cells in a T-Maze with an Aversive Stimulation.” Frontiers in Neural Cir-
cuits 11 (December). https://doi.org/10.3389/fncir.2017.00101.

Olafsdottir, H. Freyja, Daniel Bush, and Caswell Barry. 2018. “The Role of Hippocampal Replay in
Memory and Planning.” Current Biology 28 (1): R37-50.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2017.10.073.

Olafsdéttir, H. Freyja, Francis Carpenter, and Caswell Barry. 2017. “Task Demands Predict a Dy-
namic Switch in the Content of Awake Hippocampal Replay.” Neuron 96 (4): 925-935.€6.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2017.09.035.

152



Olds, James, and Peter Milner. 1954. “Positive Reinforcement Produced By Electrical Stimulation of
Septal Area and Other Regions of Rat Brain.” Journal of Comparative and Physiological Psy-
chology 47 (6): 419-27. https://doi.org/10.1037/h0058775.

Oler, Jonathan A., Stephanie C. Penley, Simona Sava, and Etan J. Markus. 2008. “Does the Dorsal
Hippocampus Process Navigational Routes or Behavioral Context? A Single-Unit Analysis.” Eu-
ropean Journal of Neuroscience 28 (4): 802—12. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-
9568.2008.06375.x.

Padilla-Coreano, Nancy, Scott S. Bolkan, Georgia M. Pierce, Dakota R. Blackman, William D. Har-
din, Alvaro L. Garcia-Garcia, Timothy J. Spellman, and Joshua A. Gordon. 2016. “Direct Ven-
tral Hippocampal-Prefrontal Input Is Required for Anxiety-Related Neural Activity and Behav-
ior.” Neuron 89 (4): 857-66. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2016.01.011.

Patoglu, Volkan, Yvonne Li, and Marcia K. O’Malley. 2009. On the Efficacy of Haptic Guidance
Schemes for Human Motor Learning. IFMBE Proceedings. Vol. 25. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-
3-642-03889-1_55.

Payne, Hannah L., Galen F. Lynch, and Dmitriy Aronov. 2020. “Precise Spatial Representations in the
Hippocampus of a Food-Caching Bird.” BioRxiv, 2020.11.27.399444.
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.27.399444.

Payne, Hannah L., Galen F. Lynch, and Dmitriy Aronov. 2020. “Precise Spatial Representations in the
Hippocampus of a Food-Caching Bird.” BioRxiv, 2020.11.27.399444.
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.27.399444.

Peck, Charles A., and Mark E. Bouton. 1990. “Context and Performance in Aversive-to-Appetitive
and Appetitive-to-Aversive Transfer.” Learning and Motivation 21 (1): 1-31.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0023-9690(90)90002-6.

Pedraza, Lizeth K., Rodrigo O. Sierra, Fernanda N. Lotz, and Lucas De Oliveira Alvares. 2018. “Peri-
odical Reactivation under the Effect of Caffeine Attenuates Fear Memory Expression in Rats.”
Scientific Reports 8 (1): 1-12. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-25648-6.

Pennartz, C. M.A., E. Lee, J. Verheul, P. Lipa, C. A. Barnes, and B. L. McNaughton. 2004. “The Ven-
tral Striatum in Off-Line Processing: Ensemble Reactivation during Sleep and Modulation by
Hippocampal Ripples.” Journal of Neuroscience 24 (29): 6446-56.
https://doi.org/10.1523/INEUROSCI.0575-04.2004.

Pentkowski, Nathan S., D. Caroline Blanchard, Colin Lever, Yoav Litvin, and Robert J. Blanchard.
2006. “Effects of Lesions to the Dorsal and Ventral Hippocampus on Defensive Behaviors in
Rats.” European Journal of Neuroscience 23 (8): 2185-96. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-
9568.2006.04754.x.

Perusini, Jennifer N., and Michael S. Fanselow. 2015. “Neurobehavioral Perspectives on the Distinc-
tion between Fear and Anxiety.” Learning and Memory 22 (9): 417-25.
https://doi.org/10.1101/Im.039180.115.

Peyrache, Adrien, Francesco P. Battaglia, and Alain Destexhe. 2011. “Inhibition Recruitment in Pre-
frontal Cortex during Sleep Spindles and Gating of Hippocampal Inputs.” Proceedings of the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 108 (41): 17207-12.
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1103612108.

Peyrache, Adrien, Karim Benchenane, Mehdi Khamassi, Sidney I. Wiener, and Francesco P. Battaglia.
2010. “Principal Component Analysis of Ensemble Recordings Reveals Cell Assemblies at High
Temporal Resolution.” Journal of Computational Neuroscience 29 (1-2): 309-25.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10827-009-0154-6.

Peyrache, Adrien, Mehdi Khamassi, Karim Benchenane, Sidney | Wiener, and Francesco P Battaglia.
2009. “Replay of Rule-Learning Related Neural Patterns in the Prefrontal Cortex during Sleep.”
Nature Neuroscience 12 (7): 919-26. https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.2337.

153


https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.2337

Pfeiffer, Brad E., and David J. Foster. 2013. “Hippocampal Place-Cell Sequences Depict Future Paths
to Remembered Goals.” Nature 497 (7447): 74—79. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature12112.

Pfeiffer, Brad E. 2020. “The Content of Hippocampal ‘Replay.’” Hippocampus 30 (1): 6-18.
https://doi.org/10.1002/hipo.22824.

Pillow, Jonathan W., Yashar Ahmadian, and Liam Paninski. 2011. “Model-Based Decoding, Infor-
mation Estimation, and Change-Point Detection Techniques for Multineuron Spike Trains.” Neu-
ral Computation 23 (1): 1-45. https://doi.org/10.1162/NECO_a_00058.

Plihal, Werner, and Jan Born. 1997. “Effects of Early and Late Nocturnal Sleep on Declarative and
Procedural Memory.” Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience 9 (4): 534-47.
https://doi.org/10.1162/jocn.1997.9.4.534.

Plihal, Werner, and Jan Born. 1999. “Memory Consolidation in Human Sleep Depends on Inhibition
of Glucocorticoid Release.” NeuroReport 10 (13): 2741-47. https://doi.org/10.1097/00001756-
199909090-00009.

Popa, Daniela, Sevil Duvarci, Andrei T. Popescu, Clément Léna, and Denis Paré. 2010. “Coherent
Amygdalocortical Theta Promotes Fear Memory Consolidation during Paradoxical Sleep.” Pro-
ceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 107 (14): 6516—
19. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0913016107.

Pothuizen, Helen H.J., Wei Ning Zhang, Ana L. Jongen-Rélo, Joram Feldon, and Benjamin K. Yee.
2004. “Dissociation of Function between the Dorsal and the Ventral Hippocampus in Spatial
Learning Abilities of the Rat: A within-Subject, within-Task Comparison of Reference and
Working Spatial Memory.” European Journal of Neuroscience 19 (3): 705-12.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0953-816X.2004.03170.x.

Poucet, B., and V. Hok. 2017. “Remembering Goal Locations.” Current Opinion in Behavioral Sci-
ences 17: 51-56. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cobeha.2017.06.003.

Poucet, Bruno, Catherine Thinus-Blanc, and Robert U. Muller. 1994. “Place Cells in the Ventral Hip-
pocampus of Rats.” NeuroReport 5 (16): 2045-48. https://doi.org/10.1097/00001756-
199410270-00014.

Quirk, Gregory J., Jorge L. Armony, and Joseph E. LeDoux. 1997. “Fear Conditioning Enhances Dif-
ferent Temporal Components of Tone-Evoked Spike Trains in Auditory Cortex and Lateral
Amygdala.” Neuron 19 (3): 613-24. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(00)80375-X.

R. G. M. Morris, P. Garrud, J. N. P. Rawlins, and J. O’Keefe. 1982. “Place Navigation Impaired in
Rats with Hippocampal Lesions.” Nature 297 (June): 681-83. https://www.nature.com/arti-
cles/297681a0.pdf.

Radmanesh, Mohammadreza, Ahmad Asgharian Rezaei, Alireza Hashemi, and Mahdi Jalili. 2021.
“Online Spike Sorting via Deep Contractive Autoencoder.”

Ramirez, Steve, Xu Liu, Pei-Ann Lin, Junghyup Suh, Michele Pignatelli, Roger L Redondo, Tomas J
Ryan, and Susumu Tonegawa. 2013. “Creating a False Memory in the Hippocampus.” Science
(New York, N.Y.) 341 (6144): 387-91. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1239073.

Rasch, Bjorn, Christian Biichel, Staffen Gais, and Jan Born. 2007. “Odor Cues during Slow-Wave
Sleep Prompt Declarative Memory Consolidation.” Science 315 (5817): 1426-29.
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1138581.

Raybuck, Jonathan D., and K. Matthew Lattal. 2014. “Bridging the Interval: Theory and Neurobiology
of Trace Conditioning.” Behavioural Processes 101: 103-11. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.be-
proc.2013.08.016.

Raybuck, Jonathan D., and K. Matthew Lattal. 2011. “Double Dissociation of Amygdala and Hippo-
campal Contributions to Trace and Delay Fear Conditioning.” PLoS ONE 6 (1): 8-12.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0015982.

154



Reid, Larry D. 1973. “Processes of Fear Reduction in Systematic Desensitization: An Addendum to
Wilson and Davison (1971).” Psychological Bulletin 79 (2): 107-9.
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0034051.

Reitich-Stolero, Tamar, and Rony Paz. 2019. “Affective Memory Rehearsal with Temporal Sequences
in Amygdala Neurons.” Nature Neuroscience 22 (12): 2050-59. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41593-
019-0542-9.

Retailleau, Aude, Stephanie Etienne, Martin Guthrie, and Thomas Boraud. 2012. “Where Is My Re-
ward and How Do | Get It? Interaction between the Hippocampus and the Basal Ganglia during
Spatial Learning.” Journal of Physiology Paris 106 (3-4): 72-80.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jphysparis.2011.10.002.

Retailleau, Aude, and Genela Morris. 2018. “Spatial Rule Learning and Corresponding CA1 Place
Cell Reorientation Depend on Local Dopamine Release.” Current Biology 28 (6): 836-846.e4.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2018.01.081.

Richards, Blake A., Timothy P. Lillicrap, Philippe Beaudoin, Yoshua Bengio, Rafal Bogacz, Amelia
Christensen, Claudia Clopath, et al. 2019. “A Deep Learning Framework for Neuroscience.” Na-
ture Neuroscience 22 (11): 1761-70. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41593-019-0520-2.

Richardson, R., D. C. Riccio, M. Jamis, J. Cabosky, and T. Skoczen. 1982. “Modification of Reac-
tivated Memory through ‘Counterconditioning’.” The American Journal of Psychology 95 (1):
67-84. https://doi.org/10.2307/1422660.

Richardson, Rick, David C. Riccio, and Drew Smoller. 1987. “Counterconditioning of Memory in
Rats.” Animal Learning & Behavior 15 (3): 321-26. https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03205025.
Robbe, David, and Gyorgy Buzsaki. 2009. “Alteration of Theta Timescale Dynamics of Hippocampal
Place Cells by a Cannabinoid Is Associated with Memory Impairment.” Journal of Neuroscience

29 (40): 12597-605. https://doi.org/10.1523/JINEUROSCI.2407-09.2009.

Robinson, Nick T.M., Lucie A.L. Descamps, Lloyd E. Russell, Moritz O. Buchholz, Brendan A. Bick-
nell, Georgy K. Antonov, Joanna Y.N. Lau, Rebecca Nutbrown, Christoph Schmidt-Hieber, and
Michael Hausser. 2020. “Targeted Activation of Hippocampal Place Cells Drives Memory-
Guided Spatial Behavior.” Cell 183 (6): 1586-1599.e10.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2020.09.061.

Royer, Sébastien, Anton Sirota, Jagdish Patel, and Gyorgy Buzsaki. 2010. “Distinct Representations
and Theta Dynamics in Dorsal and Ventral Hippocampus.” Journal of Neuroscience 30 (5):
1777-87. https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4681-09.2010.

Royer, Sébastien, Boris V. Zemelman, Attila Losonczy, Jinhyun Kim, Frances Chance, Jeffrey C.
Magee, and Gyorgy Buzsaki. 2012. “Control of Timing, Rate and Bursts of Hippocampal Place
Cells by Dendritic and Somatic Inhibition.” Nature Neuroscience 15 (5): 769-75.
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.3077.

Rozeske, Robert R., Daniel Jercog, Nikolaos Karalis, Fabrice Chaudun, Suzana Khoder, Delphine
Girard, Nanci Winke, and Cyril Herry. 2018. “Prefrontal-Periaqueductal Gray-Projecting Neu-
rons Mediate Context Fear Discrimination.” Neuron 97 (4): 898-910.€6.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2017.12.044.

Russo, Scott J., and Eric J. Nestler. 2013. “The Brain Reward Circuitry in Mood Disorders.” Nature
Reviews Neuroscience 14 (9): 609-25. https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn3381.

Salinas-Hernandez, Ximena ., Pascal VVogel, Sebastian Betz, Raffael Kalisch, Torfi Sigurdsson, and
Sevil Duvarci. 2018. “Dopamine Neurons Drive Fear Extinction Learning by Signaling the
Omission of Expected Aversive Outcomes.” ELife 7: 1-25. https://doi.org/10.7554/eL ife.38818.

Salman, Hadi, Jaskaran Grover, and Tanmay Shankar. 2018. “Hierarchical Reinforcement Learning
for Sequencing Behaviors” 2733 (6): 2709-33. https://doi.org/10.1162/NECO.

155



Savelli, Francesco, D. Yoganarasimha, and James J. Knierim. 2008. “Influence of Boundary Removal
on the Spatial Representations of the Medial Entorhinal Cortex.” Hippocampus 18 (12): 1270-
82. https://doi.org/10.1002/hipo.20511.

Schenberg, L. C., M. B. Costa, P. C.L. Borges, and M. F.S. Castro. 1990. “Logistic Analysis of the
Defense Reaction Induced by Electrical Stimulation of the Rat Mesencephalic Tectum.” Neuro-
science and Biobehavioral Reviews 14 (4): 473-79. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0149-
7634(05)80070-3.

Schuette, Peter J., Fernando M.C.V. Reis, Sandra Maesta-Pereira, Meghmik Chakerian, Anita To-
rossian, Garrett J. Blair, Weisheng Wang, et al. 2020. “Long-Term Characterization of Hippo-
campal Remapping during Contextual Fear Acquisition and Extinction.” Journal of Neurosci-
ence 40 (43): 8329-42. https://doi.org/10.1523/INEUROSCI.1022-20.2020.

Schultz, Wolfram. 2006. “Behavioral Theories and the Neurophysiology of Reward.” Annual Review
of Psychology 57: 87-115. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.56.091103.070229.

Schultz, Wolfram. 2007. “Multiple Dopamine Functions at Different Time Courses.” Annual Review
of Neuroscience 30: 259-88. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.neuro.28.061604.135722.

Schultz, Wolfram. 2013. “Updating Dopamine Reward Signals.” Current Opinion in Neurobiology 23
(2): 229-38. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conb.2012.11.012.

Schultz, Wolfram. 2015. “Neuronal Reward and Decision Signals: From Theories to Data.” Physio-
logical Reviews 95 (3): 853-951. https://doi.org/10.1152/physrev.00023.2014.

Schultz, Wolfram. 2016. “Dopamine Reward Prediction-Error Signalling: A Two-Component Re-
sponse.” Nature Reviews Neuroscience. https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn.2015.26.

Scoville, W. B., and B. Milner. 1957. “LOSS OF RECENT MEMORY AFTER BILATERAL HIP-
POCAMPAL LESIONS.” Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery & Psychiatry 20 (1): 11-21.
https://doi.org/10.1136/jnnp.20.1.11.

Seung, H. Sebastian. 2000. “Half a Century of Hebb.” Nature Neuroscience 3 (11s): 1166.
https://doi.org/10.1038/81430.

Shapiro, Matthew. 2001. “Plasticity, Hippocampal Place Cells, and Cognitive Maps.” Archives of
Neurology 58 (6): 874-81. https://doi.org/10.1001/archneur.58.6.874.

Sharp, P. E., and C. Green. 1994. “Spatial Correlates of Firing Patterns of Single Cells in the Subicu-
lum of the Freely Moving Rat.” Journal of Neuroscience 14 (4): 2339-56.
https://doi.org/10.1523/jneurosci.14-04-02339.1994.

Shiban, Youssef, Paul Pauli, and Andreas Miihlberger. 2013. “Effect of Multiple Context Exposure on
Renewal in Spider Phobia.” Behaviour Research and Therapy 51 (2): 68-74.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2012.10.007.

Siegle, Joshua H., Aarén Cuevas Lopez, Yogi A. Patel, Kirill Abramov, Shay Ohayon, and Jakob
Voigts. 2017. “Open Ephys: An Open-Source, Plugin-Based Platform for Multichannel Electro-
physiology.” Journal of Neural Engineering 14 (4). https://doi.org/10.1088/1741-2552/aa5eea.

Sierra-Mercado, Demetrio, Nancy Padilla-Coreano, and Gregory J. Quirk. 2011. “Dissociable Roles of
Prelimbic and Infralimbic Cortices, Ventral Hippocampus, and Basolateral Amygdala in the Ex-
pression and Extinction of Conditioned Fear.” Neuropsychopharmacology 36 (2): 529-38.
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2010.184.

Sierra-Mercado, Demetrio, Nancy Padilla-Coreano, and Gregory J. Quirk. 2011. “Dissociable Roles of
Prelimbic and Infralimbic Cortices, Ventral Hippocampus, and Basolateral Amygdala in the Ex-
pression and Extinction of Conditioned Fear.” Neuropsychopharmacology 36 (2): 529-38.
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2010.184.

Silva, Delia, Ting Feng, and David J. Foster. 2015. “Trajectory Events across Hippocampal Place
Cells Require Previous Experience.” Nature Neuroscience 18 (12): 1772-79.
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.4151.

156



Sirota, Anton, Jozsef Csicsvari, Derek Buhl, and Gyorgy Buzsaki. 2003. “Communication between
Neocortex and Hippocampus during Sleep in Rodents.” Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences of the United States of America 100 (4): 2065-69.
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0437938100.

Sjulson, Lucas, Adrien Peyrache, Andrea Cumpelik, Daniela Cassataro, and Gyorgy Buzséki. 2018.
“Cocaine Place Conditioning Strengthens Location-Specific Hippocampal Coupling to the Nu-
cleus Accumbens.” Neuron 98 (5): 926-934.e5. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2018.04.015.

Skaggs, William E., and Bruce L. McNaughton. 1996. “Replay of Neuronal Firing Sequences in Rat
Hippocampus during Sleep Following Spatial Experience.” Science 271 (5257): 1870-73.
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.271.5257.1870.

Skaggs, William E., Bruce L. McNaughton, Matthew A. Wilson, and Carol A. Barnes. 1996. “Theta
Phase Precession in Hippocampal Neuronal Populations and the Compression of Temporal Se-
quences.” Hippocampus 6 (2): 149-72. https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1098-
1063(1996)6:2<149::AlID-HIP06>3.0.CO;2-K.

Sodkomkham, Danaipat, Davide Ciliberti, Matthew A. Wilson, Ken Ichi Fukui, Koichi Moriyama,
Masayuki Numao, and Fabian Kloosterman. 2016. “Kernel Density Compression for Real-Time
Bayesian Encoding/Decoding of Unsorted Hippocampal Spikes.” Knowledge-Based Systems 94:
1-12. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2015.09.013.

Sosa, Marielena, Hannah R. Joo, and Loren M. Frank. 2020. “Dorsal and Ventral Hippocampal Sharp-
Wave Ripples Activate Distinct Nucleus Accumbens Networks.” Neuron 105 (4): 725-741.e8.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2019.11.022.

Squire, Larry R. 2004. “Memory Systems of the Brain: A Brief History and Current Perspective.”
Neurobiology of Learning and Memory 82 (3): 171-77.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nim.2004.06.005.

Strange, Bryan A., Menno P. Witter, Ed S. Lein, and Edvard I. Moser. 2014. “Functional Organization
of the Hippocampal Longitudinal Axis.” Nature Reviews Neuroscience 15 (10): 655-69.
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn3785.

Takahashi, Susumu. 2015. “Episodic-like Memory Trace in Awake Replay of Hippocampal Place Cell
Activity Sequences.” ELife 4 (OCTOBER2015): 1-22. https://doi.org/10.7554/eL ife.08105.

Takeuchi, Tomonori, Adrian J. Duszkiewicz, Alex Sonneborn, Patrick A. Spooner, Miwako Yama-
saki, Masahiko Watanabe, Caroline C. Smith, et al. 2016. “Locus Coeruleus and Dopaminergic
Consolidation of Everyday Memory.” Nature 537 (7620): 357—62. https://doi.org/10.1038/na-
ture19325.

Talwar, Sanjiv K., Shaohua Xu, Emerson S. Hawley, Shennan A. Weiss, Karen A. Moxon, and John
K. Chapin. 2002. “Rat Navigation Guided by Remote Control.” Nature 417 (6884): 37-38.
https://doi.org/10.1038/417037a.

Tampuu, Ardi, Tambet Matiisen, H. Freyja Olafsdéttir, Caswell Barry, and Raul Vicente. 2019. “Effi-
cient Neural Decoding of Self-Location with a Deep Recurrent Network.” PLoS Computational
Biology 15 (2): 1-22. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pchi.1006822.

Tanaka, Kazumasa Z., Hongshen He, Anupratap Tomar, Kazue Niisato, Arthur J.Y. Huang, and
Thomas J. McHugh. 2018. “The Hippocampal Engram Maps Experience but Not Place.” Science
361 (6400): 392-97. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aat5397.

Tang, Wenbo, and Shantanu P. Jadhav. 2019. “Sharp-Wave Ripples as a Signature of Hippocampal-
Prefrontal Reactivation for Memory during Sleep and Waking States.” Neurobiology of Learning
and Memory 160: 11-20. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nIm.2018.01.002.

Taube, J. S., R. U. Muller, and J. B. Ranck. 1990. “Head-Direction Cells Recorded from the Postsu-
biculum in Freely Moving Rats. I. Description and Quantitative Analysis.” Journal of Neurosci-
ence 10 (2): 420-35. https://doi.org/10.1523/jneurosci.10-02-00420.1990.

157



Taube, Jeffrey S. 1995. “Head Direction Cells Recorded in the Anterior Thalamic Nuclei of Freely
Moving Rats.” Journal of Neuroscience 15 (1 1): 70-86. https://doi.org/10.1523/jneurosci.15-01-
00070.1995.

Taube, Jeffrey S. 2007. “The Head Direction Signal: Origins and Sensory-Motor Integration.” Annual
Review of Neuroscience 30: 181-207. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.neuro.29.051605.112854.

Thomas, Brian L., Marlo Cutler, and Cheryl Novak. 2012. “A Modified Counterconditioning Proce-
dure Prevents the Renewal of Conditioned Fear in Rats.” Learning and Motivation 43 (1-2): 24—
34. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.Imot.2012.01.001.

Thompson, L. T., and P. J. Best. 1990. “Long-Term Stability of the Place-Field Activity of Single
Units Recorded from the Dorsal Hippocampus of Freely Behaving Rats.” Brain Research 509
(2): 299-308. https://doi.org/10.1016/0006-8993(90)90555-P.

Tingley, David, and Adrien Peyrache. 2020. “On the Methods for Reactivation and Replay Analysis.”
Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences 375 (1799).
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsth.2019.0231.

Tingley, David, and Adrien Peyrache. 2020. “On the Methods for Reactivation and Replay Analysis.”
Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences 375 (1799).
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsth.2019.0231.

Tolman, E. C., B. F. Ritchie, and D. Kalish. 1992. “Studies in Spatial Learning. I. Orientation and the
Short-Cut.” Journal of Experimental Psychology: General 121 (4): 429-34.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0096-3445.121.4.429.

Tolman, Edward C. 1948. “Cognitive Maps in Rats and Men.” Psychological Review 55 (4): 189-208.
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0061626.

Trouche, Stéphanie, Vadim Koren, Natalie M. Doig, Tommas J. Ellender, Mohamady EI-Gaby, Vitor
Lopes-dos-Santos, Hayley M. Reeve, et al. 2019. “A Hippocampus-Accumbens Tripartite Neu-
ronal Motif Guides Appetitive Memory in Space.” Cell 176 (6): 1393-1406.€16.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2018.12.037.

Trouche, Stéphanie, Marco N. Pompili, and Gabrielle Girardeau. 2020. “The Role of Sleep in Emo-
tional Processing: Insights and Unknowns from Rodent Research.” Current Opinion in Physiol-
ogy 15: 230-37. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cophys.2020.04.003.

Tsai, Hsing-Chen, Feng Zhang, Antoine Adamantidis, Garret D. Stuber, Antonello Bonci, Luis de
Lecea, and Karl Deisseroth. 2009. “Phasic Firing in Dopaminergic Neurons.” Science 324
(May): 1080-84.

Tulving, Endel, and David L Schacter. 1990. “Priming and Human Memory.” Science 247 (1985):
301-6. www.sciencemag.org.

Valdés, José L., Bruce L. McNaughton, and Jean Marc Fellous. 2015. “Offline Reactivation of Experi-
ence-Dependent Neuronal Firing Patterns in the Rat Ventral Tegmental Area.” Journal of Neuro-
physiology 114 (2): 1183-95. https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.00758.2014.

Vale, Ruben, Dominic A. Evans, and Tiago Branco. 2017. “Rapid Spatial Learning Controls Instinc-
tive Defensive Behavior in Mice.” Current Biology 27 (9): 1342-49.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2017.03.031.

Veening, Jan G., Larry W. Swanson, W. Maxwell Cowan, Rudolf Nieuwenhuys, and Leo M.G.
Geeraedts. 1982. “The Medial Forebrain Bundle of the Rat. II1. An Autoradiographic Study of the
Topography of the Major Descending and Ascending Components.” Journal of Comparative
Neurology 206 (1): 82-108. https://doi.org/10.1002/cne.902060107.

Wang, Li, Irene Z. Chen, and Dayu Lin. 2015. “Collateral Pathways from the Ventromedial Hypothal-
amus Mediate Defensive Behaviors.” Neuron 85 (6): 1344-58. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neu-
ron.2014.12.025.

158



Wang, M. E., E. G. Wann, R. K. Yuan, M. M. Ramos Alvarez, S. M. Stead, and I. A. Muzzio. 2012.
“Long-Term Stabilization of Place Cell Remapping Produced by a Fearful Experience.” Journal
of Neuroscience 32 (45): 15802-14. https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0480-12.2012.

Wang, Weisheng, Peter J. Schuette, Jun Nagai, Brooke Christine Tobias, Fernando Midea Fernando,
Shiyu Ji, Miguel A.X. de Lima, et al. 2021. “Coordination of Escape and Spatial Navigation Cir-
cuits Orchestrates Versatile Flight from Threats.” Neuron 109 (11): 1848-1860.e8.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2021.03.033.

Wang, Yingxue, Zachary Roth, and Eva Pastakova. 2016. “Synchronized Excitability in a Network
Enables Generation of Internal Neuronal Sequences.” ELife 5 (September2016): 1-15.
https://doi.org/10.7554/eL ife.20697.

Wikenheiser, Andrew M., and A. David Redish. 2014. “Decoding the Cognitive Map: Ensemble Hip-
pocampal Sequences and Decision Making.” Current Opinion in Neurobiology 32: 8-15.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conb.2014.10.002.

Wilmot, Jacob H., Kyle Puhger, and Brian J. Wiltgen. 2019. “Acute Disruption of the Dorsal Hippo-
campus Impairs the Encoding and Retrieval of Trace Fear Memories.” Frontiers in Behavioral
Neuroscience 13 (May): 1-9. https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2019.00116.

Wilson, M A, and Bruce L. McNaughton. 1994. “Reactivation of Hippocampal Ensemble Memories
during Sleep.” Science (New York, N.Y.) 265 (5172): 676—79. https://doi.org/10.1126/sci-
ence.8036517.

Wilson, M., and B. McNaughton. 1993. “Dynamics of the Hippocampal Ensemble Code for Space.”
Science 261 (5124): 1055-58. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.8351520.

Wise, Roy A. 2006. “Reward, Brain Mechanisms Of.” In Encyclopedia of Cognitive Science, 1-6.
Chichester: John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. https://doi.org/10.1002/0470018860.500436.

Wise, Roy A. 2002. “Brain Reward Circuitry: Insights from Unsensed Incentives.” Neuron 36 (2):
229-40. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(02)00965-0.

Wise, Roy A. 2005. “Forebrain Substrates of Reward and Motivation.” Journal of Comparative Neu-
rology 493 (1): 115-21. https://doi.org/10.1002/cne.20689.

Witten, Ilana B., Elizabeth E. Steinberg, Soo Yeun Lee, Thomas J. Davidson, Kelly A. Zalocusky,
Matthew Brodsky, Ofer Yizhar, et al. 2011. “Recombinase-Driver Rat Lines: Tools, Techniques,
and Optogenetic Application to Dopamine-Mediated Reinforcement.” Neuron 72 (5): 721-33.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2011.10.028.

Wolpe, Joseph, and Joseph J. Plaud. 1997. “Pavlov’s Contributions to Behavior Therapy : The Obvi-
ous and the Not so Obvious.” American Psychologist 52 (9): 966—72.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.52.9.966.

Wood, Emma R., Paul A. Dudchenko, and Howard Eichenbaum. 1999. “The Global Record of
Memory in Hippocampal Neuronal Activity.” Nature 397 (6720): 613-16.
https://doi.org/10.1038/17605.

Wotjak, Carsten T. 2019. “Sound Check, Stage Design and Screen Plot — How to Increase the Compa-
rability of Fear Conditioning and Fear Extinction Experiments.” Psychopharmacology 236 (1):
33-48. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-018-5111-5.

Wu, Chun Ting, Daniel Haggerty, Caleb Kemere, and Daoyun Ji. 2017. “Hippocampal Awake Replay
in Fear Memory Retrieval.” Nature Neuroscience 20 (4): 571-80.
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.4507.

Wu, Xiaojing, and David J. Foster. 2014. “Hippocampal Replay Captures the Unique Topological
Structure of a Novel Environment.” Journal of Neuroscience 34 (19): 6459-69.
https://doi.org/10.1523/INEUROSCI.3414-13.2014.

Xu, Haibing, Peter Baracskay, Joseph O’Neill, and Jozsef Csicsvari. 2019. “Assembly Responses of
Hippocampal CA1 Place Cells Predict Learned Behavior in Goal-Directed Spatial Tasks on the

159



Radial Eight-Arm Maze.” Neuron 101 (1): 119-132.e4. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neu-
ron.2018.11.015.

Yang, Z. R., and Z. Yang. 2014. Artificial Neural Networks. Comprehensive Biomedical Physics. Vol.
6. Elsevier B.V. https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-444-53632-7.01101-1.

Yartsev, M. M., and N. Ulanovsky. 2013. “Representation of Three-Dimensional Space in the Hippo-
campus of Flying Bats (Science (367)).” Science 342 (6158): 559. https://doi.org/10.1126/sci-
ence.342.6158.559-b.

Yeomans, J. S., N. T. Maidment, and B. S. Bunney. 1988. “Excitability Properties of Medial Forebrain
Bundle Axons of A9 and A10 Dopamine Cells.” Brain Research 450 (1-2): 86-93.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0006-8993(88)91547-8.

Zhang, Kechen, Iris Ginzburg, B L McNaughton, and Terrence J Sejnowski. 1998. “Interpreting Neu-
ronal Population Activity by Reconstruction: Unified Framework with Application to Hippocam-
pal Place Cells.” Journal of Neurophysiology 79 (2): 1017-44.
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9463459.

Zhang, Shi Ping, Richard Bandler, and Pascal Carrive. 1990. “Flight and Immobility Evoked by Excit-
atory Amino Acid Microinjection within Distinct Parts of the Subtentorial Midbrain Periaque-
ductal Gray of the Cat.” Brain Research 520 (1-2): 73-82. https://doi.org/10.1016/0006-
8993(90)91692-A.

Zielinski, Mark C, Justin D Shin, and Shantanu P Jadhav. 2021. “Hippocampal Theta Sequences in
REM Sleep during Spatial Learning.” BioRxiv, 2021.04.15.439854.
https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.15.439854.

160



RESUME

L'hippocampe est nécessaire a I'encodage et a la consolidation des souvenirs déclaratifs chez I'homme. Chez
les animaux, les souvenirs dépendant de I'hippocampe sont souvent étudiés dans le paradigme de la navigation spa-
tiale.

Les cellules de lieu sont des neurones de I'hippocampe qui présentent une excitation spécifique a un lieu.
Dans les états de calme, tels que le sommeil et I'éveil a faible vitesse, les cellules de lieu rétablissent les schémas
observés pendant I'exploration active - un phénomeéne appelé "réactivations". Il existe de nombreuses preuves que
les réactivations hippocampiques sont le corrélat neuronal de la consolidation de la mémoire spatiale. Cependant, on
ne sait toujours pas si I'hippocampe code pour des informations purement spatiales ou s'il code également pour des
parametres non spatiaux tels que la valence émotionnelle.

Il est connu dans la littérature que les lieux de récompense sont plus souvent réactivés dans le sommeil apres
un comportement actif que les autres. Deux hypotheses concurrentes pourraient expliquer ce fait. Selon I'une d'elles,
les lieux associés a certaines valeurs motivationnelles et émotionnelles sont davantage réactivés. L'autre hypotheése
postule que I'augmentation du taux de réactivation de I'environnement récompensé est simplement due a I'augmen-
tation du temps passé dans I'emplacement de la récompense.

Pour répondre a cette question, nous avons réalisé deux expériences paralléles utilisant I'apprentissage par
I'aversion et larécompense. Dans I'une d'elles, nous avons utilisé une stimulation intracranienne aversive de la matiere
grise périaqueducale pour créer une association spatiale aversive, et dans la seconde, nous avons utilisé une stimula-
tion récompensante du faisceau médian du cerveau antérieur pour créer une association spatiale appétitif.

D'un point de vue comportemental, les emplacements émotionnellement importants présentaient une diffé-
rence massive en termes d'occupation apres I'apprentissage. Cependant, dans le sommeil suivant les sessions d'ap-
prentissage, nous avons trouvé des réactivations a la fois pour les associations aversives et pour les associations gra-
tifiantes, ce qui confirme I'hypothese selon laquelle les variables motivationnelles et émotionnelles de la tache affec-
tent le codage hippocampique. Nous avons démontré que les patterns neuronaux actifs pendant I'apprentissage aver-
sif sont réactivés pendant le sommeil suivant la tache plus fortement que I'activité enregistrée pendant I'exploration
libre. Etant donné que les cartes cognitives dans notre tiche étaient principalement stables, nous avons conclu que
I'activité hippocampique pendant la tache et dans les réactivations enregistrées apreés la tache ne code pas pour des
informations spatiales pures mais aussi pour la saillance motivationnelle associée a I'espace. A |'appui de cette affir-
mation, nous avons constaté que la force des réactivations pendant le sommeil était en corrélation avec I'ampleur du
comportement d'évitement. En outre, nous avons montré qu'aprées |'apprentissage de |'aversion, malgré une diminu-
tion significative du temps passé dans la zone d'aversion, les réactivations consistaient principalement en des repré-
sentations de lazone aversive et des emplacements adjacents, reflétant probablement un comportement d'évitement.

En outre, nous avons tenté d'inverser |'association spatiale aversive en utilisant une stimulation intracra-
nienne gratifiante dans le sommeil qui suit I'apprentissage aversif. Pour atteindre cet objectif, nous avons développé
une interface cerveau-ordinateur qui repose sur I'empilement de réseaux de neurones artificiels convolutifs et récur-
rents. En d'autres termes, nous avons congu le décodeur de position, qui sera capable de décoder quelle position est
réactivée a partir de Il'activité hippocampique en ligne. Ce décodeur ne nécessite pas de tri des pointes comme la
plupart des méthodes de décodage publiées et, plus important encore, il possede une mesure de confiance qui permet

a l'utilisateur de filtrer les fausses positions décodées.

MOTS CLES

Mémoire — Peur — Sommeil — Hippocampe — L'apprentissage profond — Réseaux neuronaux artificiels




ABSTRACT

Hippocampus is required for encoding and consolidation of declarative memories in humans. In
animals, hippocampus-dependent memories are often studied in the paradigm of spatial navigation.

Place cells are hippocampal neurons that exhibit location-specific firing. In calm states, such as sleep
and low-speed wakefulness, place cells are reinstating patterns that were observed during active explora-
tion - a phenomenon termed 'reactivations'. There is ample evidence that hippocampal reactivations are
neural correlate of spatial memory consolidation. However, it is still not clear whether hippocampus codes
for purely spatial information, or it also encodes non-spatial parameters such as emotional valence.

Itis known from the literature that rewarded locations are reactivated more often in sleep following
active behavior than the others. There are two competing hypotheses that could explain this fact. According
to one of them, locations that are associated with certain motivational and emotional values are reactivated
more. Other hypothesis postulates that increase in reactivation rate of rewarded environment is caused
simply by increased time spent in the reward location.

To tackle this question, we performed two parallel experiments employing aversive and rewarding
learning. In one of them, we used aversive intracranial stimulation of periaqueductal gray matter to create
aversive spatial association, and in the second one, we used rewarding stimulation of medial forebrain bun-
dle to create appetitive spatial association.

Behaviorally, emotionally important locations had massive difference in terms of occupancy after
learning. However, in sleep following learning sessions we have found reactivations both for aversive and
for rewarding experience, which confirms the hypothesis that motivational and emotional variables of the
task affect hippocampal coding. We have demonstrated that neuronal patterns active during aversive learn-
ing are reactivated during sleep following the task stronger than the activity recorded during free explora-
tion. Given that cognitive maps in our task were predominantly stable, we concluded that hippocampal
activity during the task and in reactivations registered after the task does not code for pure spatial infor-
mation but also for motivational salience associated with space. Supporting this claim, we have found that
strength of sleep reactivations correlated with the magnitude of avoidance behavior. In addition, we have
shown that after aversive learning, despite significantly decreasing time spent in the aversive zone, reacti-
vations mostly consisted of representations of the aversive zone and adjacent locations, possibly reflecting
avoidance behavior.

In addition, we have attempted to reverse aversive spatial association by using rewarding intracra-
nial stimulation in the sleep that follows aversive learning. To achieve this goal, we have developed brain-
computer interface that is based on the stack of convolutional and recurrent artificial neural networks. In
other words, we have designed the position decoder, that will be able to decode which position is reac-
tivated from hippocampal activity online. This decoder does not require spike sorting as most published
decoding methods, and more importantly has a confidence measure that allows the user to filter out spu-

riously decoded positions.
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