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Genetics 4

w hy does one person become dependent on drugs while
another, exposed to the same environment and
experiences, does not? As progress in understanding
the role of genetics in various conditions and diseases

increases, there has been a realization that there is likely to be a
genetic component to substance abuse and addiction. That is,
inherited differences among individuals affect their response to
drugs. To date, much of the work done in this field is related to
alcoholism, less is known about the genetics of other drugs of
abuse.

Studies in both humans and animals contribute to the
understanding of genetic factors in substance abuse and depend-
ence. Human studies shed light on the question of whether drug
dependency is transmitted between generations. In addition, the
study of individuals with substance abuse problems as well as
animal studies provide information about what is actually
inherited. For example, are there genetic differences in sensitiv-
ity and responsiveness to drugs? And, if yes, are the differences
drug-specific, or are they related to general mechanisms associ-
ated with the actions of all abused drugs? Finally, the tools of
modern molecular biology can be used to identify the specific
genes that control various cellular and biochemical functions
possibly involved in an inherited component of substance abuse
and addiction.

While the existence of inherited differences seems likely, a
genetic component alone probably is insufficient to precipitate
substance abuse and addiction. Unlike disorders such as Hunt-
ington’s disease and cystic fibrosis, which result from the
presence of alterations in a single gene, substance abuse is likely
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to involve multiple genes that control various
aspects of the biological response to drugs. In
addition, the complex nature of drug dependency,
involving many behavioral and environmental
factors, indicates that any genetic component acts
in consort with other nongenetic risk factors to
contribute to the development of substance abuse
and addiction. Thus, neither the presence nor
absence of a genetic factor ensures development
of, or protection from, drug addiction.

DO INHERITED FACTORS EXIST?
A number of confounding factors complicates

the study of genetic transmission of substance
abuse liability in humans. One is the high
incidence of psychiatric conditions among sub-
stance abusers (104), which raises questions
about the role of psychiatric comorbidity in
liability to illicit drug addiction. In particular,
antisocial personality disorder (ASPD) is often
associated with substance abuse. One study
shows that 84 percent of individuals with ASPD
also have some form of substance abuse during
their lifetimes (104). Other psychiatric conditions
that may be associated with substance abuse are
depression, anxiety disorders, manic-depression,
and schizophrenia.

Another issue related to studies of the genetics
of liability to abuse of specific drugs is that many
drug abusers engage in multiple drug use, so exam-
ining any familial trends in the use of a particular
drug becomes difficult. Finally, rates of illicit
drug use show strong secular trends. Even assum-
ing a vulnerability to drug-specific addictions,
there might be tremendous variations in expres-
sion of addiction, simply because of differences
in drug availability over time: No matter how vul-
nerable an individual might be, addiction requires
exposure. Such issues often hamper studies on the
genetic transmission of drug liability.

I Family Studies

ALCOHOLISM
References to a familial tendency or hereditary

‘‘taint’ of alcoholism date back to classical times
(44); an observation repeatedly confirmed by
family studies. While not all cases axe familial,
the risk of alcoholism consistently has been found
to be higher among frost-degree relatives (i.e.,
parents, siblings, children) of alcoholics as com-
pared to the general population (79). Moreover,
while family studies can establish that a disorder
(or liability to a disorder) is transmitted; in
general, they are unable to distinguish between
biological and cultural transmission (though this
issue can be evaluated in large family studies by
analyzing multiple classes of relatives with differ-
ing degrees of genetic relatedness).

Results of numerous family studies indicate
that alcoholism segregates within families, with
male first-degree relatives of alcoholics having a
higher incidence (ranging from 27 to 54 percent)
than female first-degree relatives (6 to 17 percent)
as compared to first-degree relatives of nonalco-
holics (20 percent of males, 4 percent of females)
(49,103,133). In fitting models of inheritance to
family data, researchers concluded that observed
patterns of inheritance were consistent with the
hypothesis that familial factors predisposing to
alcoholism were the same in men and women, but
that nonfamilial environmental factors exerted
more influence in the development of alcoholism
in women (20). Familial alcoholics (those with at
least one relative with alcoholism) appear to have
earlier onset, more antisocial symptoms, more
social complications of alcohol use, and worse
treatment outcome than nonfamilial alcoholics
(38,93,111).

Familial is not identical to genetic, and in the
case of alcoholism, the familial patterns of
inheritance are not consistent with those of a
purely genetic condition (58,109). In addition,
evidence suggests that the transmissibility of
alcoholism has increased over time (102). Thus,
any genetic factors promoting the development of



Chapter 4-Genetics | 41

alcoholism are significantly
genetic influences.

OTHER DRUGS

moderated by non-

Fewer family studies have been conducted on
the genetic transmission of liability to other drugs
of abuse. Nonetheless, the evidence available
suggests that, as in the case of alcohol, addiction
to other psychoactive substances appears to run in
families.

One study found evidence for familial aggrega-
tion of drug use, based on family history obtained
from individuals admitted for substance abuse
treatment (78). However, this study also com-
bined use of all illicit drugs into one category and
relied on self-reports by the subject on his or her
drug use as well as that of family members. In a
large family interview study comparing 201
opiate addicts and 82 normal controls, as well as
interviews of 1,398 first-degree relatives of these

‘subjects, the relatives of opiate users had elevated
rates of drug addiction as compared with the
controls (105). In addition there was an associa-
tion between opiate use and the presence of
ASPD. Further analysis of these data revealed
that the incidence of both drug abuse and ASPD
was higher among the siblings of the opiate
subjects than among their parents (69,70).

Some studies note a familial association be-
tween opiate addiction and alcoholism (65).
However, another family history study (51),
comparing families of 32 alcoholics, 72 opiate
addicts, and 42 individuals addicted to both
substances, found that while both opiate addiction
and alcoholism clustered within families, co-
occurrence of the disorders within families oc-
curred no more frequently than expected by
chance, thus supporting the hypothesis of inde-
pendent transmission. However, a later study of
201 opioid addicts and 877 of their first-degree
relatives also showed familial aggregation of both
alcoholism and depressive illness suggesting a
possible co-occurence of the disorders (64).

Little research has been done to test hypotheses
regarding familial transmission of liability to
addiction to specific substances other than opiates
or alcohol. One study involving 350 treated drug
abusers and 1,478 relatives, found that alcoholism
was equally common among relatives of individ-
uals who preferentially abused opiates, cocaine,
or sedative-hypnotics (27 percent, 31 percent, and
24 percent of male relatives, respectively), whereas
relatives of sedative-hypnotic users were subject
to diagnoses of other substance abuses (2 percent
of male relatives, versus 11 percent of male
relatives of opiate abusers and 16 percent of male
relatives of cocaine abusers) (80).

I Twin and Adoption Studies
While family studies can establish that a

disorder (or liability to a disorder) runs in a
family, they generally are unable to distinguish
between biological and cultural transmission.
However, two other methods are used to help
disentangle the effects of genetic and nongenetic
factors. Adoption studies compare the presence of
a trait among biological versus adoptive family
members or other control groups. In this way
individuals that share the same environment but
different genetic heritages, or vice versa, can be
compared. Twin studies, by contrast, involve
siblings raised in the same environment, but
compare how often identical twins, who are
genetically identical, and fraternal twins,1 who
are not, are similar, or concordant, for a trait. A
high concordance rate for a trait among identical
twins versus fraternal twins usually indicates a
genetic component for the trait.

TWIN STUDIES
Evidence fromn twin studies suggests genetic

influences on ‘ drinking patterns as well as alcohol-
related problems. Results from twin studies
demonstrate genetic influences on measures of
alcohol consumption such as abstention, average

1 Fraternal twins share the same in utero environment but are genetically no more similar than any two siblings,



42 | Biological Components of Substance Abuse and Addiction

alcohol intake, and heavy alcohol use (50,60,92).
Twin studies also indicate an inherited risk for
smoking (24).

When evaluating how alcoholism develops,
twin studies generally support the existence of
genetic influences on the development of the
disorder. One study found a higher concordance
rate for alcohol abuse between identical twins (54
percent) versus fraternal twins (28 percent) (57),
while two subsequent studies found no such
relationship (48,92,). A 1991 study (94) examined
50 male and 31 female identical twin pairs and 64
male and 24 female fraternal twin pairs, with 1
member of the pair meeting alcohol abuse or
dependence criteria. The study found that identi-
cal male twins differed fromn fraternal male twins
in the frequencies of both alcohol abuse and
dependence as well as other substance abuse
and/or dependence. On the other hand, female
identical and fraternal twins were equally likely to
abuse alcohol and/or become dependent on other
substances, but identical female twins were more
likely to become alcohol dependent. Another
study of 356 twin pairs also found higher identical
than fraternal rates of concordance for problems
related to alcohol and drug use as well as conduct
disorder (77). The same study also noted that
among men, heritability was greater for early
rather than late onset of alcohol problems, whereas
no such effect was seen for women. Finally, a
study of 1,030 female twin pairs found evidence
for substantial heritability of liability to alcohol-
ism, ranging from 50 to 60 percent (61).

Thus, twin studies provide general agreement
that genetic factors influences certain aspects of

. .
drinking. Most twin studies also show genetic
influence over pathological “drinking, including
the diagnosis of alcoholism, which appears (like
many psychiatric disorders) to be moderately
heritable. Whether genetic factors operate compa-
rably in men and women, and whether severity of
alcoholism influences twin concordance is less
clear. How psychiatric comorbidity may affect
heritability of alcoholism also remains to be
studied.

ADOPTION STUDIES
Adoption studies have supported the role of

heritable factors in risk for alcoholism (1 1,18,1 17).
The results from a series of studies conducted in
Denmark during the 1970s are typical. Of 5,483
nonfamily adoption cases from the copenhagen
area between 1924 and 1947, the researchers
studied 55 male adoptees, and later compared 20
adoptees with 30 nonadopted brothers. They also
studied 49 female adoptees, comparing them with
81 nonadopted daughters of alcoholics. Compari-
sons also were made with matched control
adoptees. The Copenhagen study revealed that
adopted-away sons of alcoholic parents were four
times as likely as adopted-away sons of nonalco-
holics to have developed alcoholism; evidence
also suggested that the alcoholism in these cases
was more severe. The groups differed little on
other variables, including prevalence of other
psychiatric illness or “heavy drinking.” Being
raised by an alcoholic biological parent did not
further increase the likelihood of developing
alcoholism. That is, rates of alcoholism did not
differ between the adopted-away children and
their nonadopted brothers. In contrast, daughters
of alcoholics were not at elevated risk of alcohol-
ism. Among adoptees, 2 percent had alcoholism
(and another 2 percent serious drinking prob-
lems), compared with 4 percent of alcoholism
among the adopted controls and 3 percent among
nonadopted daughters (44).

Another analysis examined factors promoting
drug abuse as well as alcoholism (17). In this
study, all classes of illicit drug use were collapsed
into a single category of ‘‘drug abuse. ” Most of
the 40 adopted drug abusers examined had
coexisting ASPD and alcoholism; the presence of
ASPD correlated highly with drug abuse. Among
those without ASPD, a biological background of
alcoholism (i.e., alcoholism in a biological par-
ent) was associated with drug abuse. Also,
turmoil in the adoptive family (divorce or psychi-
atric disturbance) was also associated with in-
creased odds for drug abuse in the adoptee.
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Finally, results from other adoption studies
suggest two possible forms of alcohol abuse
(12,19). The two forms have been classified as
“milieu-limited” or type 1 alcohol abuse and
“male-limited” or type 2 alcohol abuse (21).
Type 1 alcohol abuse characterized by mild
alcohol problems and minimal criminal behavior
in the parents, is generally mild, but occasionally
severe, depending on presence of a provocative
environment. Type 2 is associated with severe
alcohol abuse and criminality in the biological
fathers. In the adoptees, it was associated with
recurrent problems and appeared to be unaffected
by postnatal environment.

I n summary, adoption studies of alcoholism
clearly indicate the role of biological, presumably
genetic, factors in the genesis of alcoholism. They
do not exclude, however, a possible role for
nongenetic, environmental factors as well. More-
over, evidence suggests more than one kind of
biological background conducive to alcoholism.
In particular, one pattern of inheritance suggests
a relationship between parental antisocial behav-
ior and alcoholism in the next generation. Thus,

adoption studies, like other
even at the genetic level,
homogeneous construct.

designs, suggest that
alcoholism is not a

WHAT IS INHERITED?
Although studies indicate that genetics contrib-

utes to alcoholism and probably other drug abuse,
they lack information about what exactly is
inherited. For example, do individuals with a
family history of drug abuse have an increased
susceptibility or sensitivity to the effects of drugs
with reinforcing properties? If a susceptibility
exists, what are the biological mechanisms that
underlie it? To understand what might be inher-
ited, both individuals who have a substance abuse
problem and animals models of substance abuse
are studied. Various types of information can be
derived from these studies. As with family, twin,
and adoption studies, much more information is

available about alcoholism as compared with
other drugs of abuse.

First, specific inherited risk markers for alco-
holism and other substance abuse can be identi-
fied. A risk marker is a biological trait or
characteristic that is associated with a given
condition. Thus, if an individual is found to have
an identified marker for substance abuse, he or
she is at risk for developing a drug dependency.
To date, no biological characteristic has been
clearly identified as being a risk marker for either
alcoholism or substance abuse, although evidence
suggests some possible candidates. The identif-
cation of a valid and reliable risk marker could
provide important information about the funda-
mental mechanisms underlying substance abuse
and addiction and would be an invaluable aid in
diagnosis and treatment.

Second, inherited differences in biochemical,
physiological, and anatomical processes related
to differences in drug responses might be identi-
fied and studied. Thorough biological assays can
be performed using animal models of substance
abuse. Animal models of substance abuse consist
of strains of animals (usually rodents) that have
been selectively bred to either exhibit a prefer-
ence for taking a drug, exhibit a preference for not
taking a drug, or differ in some way in their
behavioral or physiological response to a drug.
Thus, such differences represent inherited traits
related to drug-taking behavior, and these animals
can be studied to determine what biological
mechanisms are involved in the expression of
such traits.

Finally, the genetic technique of linkage analy-
sis can narrow the area on a chromosome where
a gene may be located. It can lead to the
identification of the gene itself, which, in turn,
can improve the understanding of the molecular
events that underlie the expression of the gene.
There have been few genetic linkage studies
related to substance abuse since few specific
biological traits associated with drug dependency
have been identified. Some studies in humans
have been carried out related to alcoholism but the
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findings of these studies are contradictory and
inconclusive (see later discussion).

Specific Risk Markers

ELECTROPHYSIOLOGICAL ACTIVITY
Attempts to correlate distinctive patterns of

spontaneous electrical activity of the brain with
alcoholism and substance abuse have been equiv-
ocal. A few studies have found distinctive electro-
encephalograph (EEG) patterns in individuals at
risk for alcoholism (32,39), but others have not
(31,59,101). Similarly, the use of alcohol chal-
lenge (i.e., giving the subject alcohol and then
recording EEG) on subjects at high risk for
alcoholism has likewise yielded inconclusive
results. The rationale for challenge studies rests
on the observation that alcohol has been shown to
affect resting EEG, and thus might have a
differential effect on those at low and high risk for
alcoholism (100). Again, some studies have seen
distinctive responses (100,101), while other have
not (39,59).

A logical extension of studying resting EEG
activity is examining event-related potentials
(ERPs). ERPs are patterns of brain electrical
activity produced in response to a particular
stimulus (e.g., auditory, visual); they can reflect
a variety of sensory and cognitive processes.
Since ERPs may reflect heritable differences in
cognitive function or capability that may in turn
contribute to liability to alcoholism, some have
suggested that ERP changes may allow discrimin-
ation between those at low and high genetic risk
for alcoholism. The results of these studies have
also been equivocal. Some have found character-
istic responses among individuals at risk for
alcoholism (3,4,33,52,53,89,90,125) while others
have not (95,96,97,98). In addition to being
equivocal, the specificity for alcoholism of such
findings is unclear. In particular, it is not yet
known whether similar findings might be identi-
fied in subjects with (or at risk for) illicit drug
abuse.

Currently, both EEG
best viewed as possible

and ERP findings seem
markers. Further studies

are needed to confirm or refute the positive results
that have been observed. In addition, while ERP
findings in particular might relate to aspects of
sensory, perceptual, or cognitive functioning that
may differ among those at risk for alcoholism,
how such differences contribute to risk for
alcoholism and perhaps substance abuse is not
well understood.

BIOCHEMICAL ASSAYS
Serotonin—Results over the last two decades

from both human and animal studies have sup-
ported a relationship between low levels of
central nervous system (CNS) (i.e., brain and
spinal cord) serotonin and impulsive and violent
behavior (130,131). Since problematic use of
alcohol (as well as other drugs) has long been
associated with a wide range of violent behavior,
scientists have examined the relationship be-
tween alcoholism and serotonergic abnormalities.
While a consistent relationship between alcohol-
ism and low CNS levels of serotonin and its
metabolizes is lacking, mounting evidence sup-
ports the presence of such abnormalities in a
subgroup of alcoholics with early-onset problems
and a history of violence (16,67,68,107,130).

Because measures of serotonin activity are
difficult to obtain, researchers have used pharma-
cologic probes of serotonin function, such as
hormonal response to drugs that affect serotonin.
These indirect measures have also indicated a
relationship between impulsivity, substance abuse,
and abnormal serotonin function (37,42,71,83).

For alcoholism, given that early-onset alcohol-
ism and ASPD overlap substantially (16), the
specificity of the serotonin findings is unclear,
especially as similar results have been found in
substance abusers with ASPD (71). However, at
least one report has indicated that, even after
controlling for the presence or absence of ASPD
and illicit drug abuse, other neurochernical fin-
dings remained significantly associated with alco-
holism (106). While further work might delineate
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the relationship between decreased  CNS sero-
tonin levels and Specific psychiatric syndromes,
current evidence suggests relatively specific bio-
logical differences may exist between early- and
late-onset alcoholics; raising the possibility of
defining biologically homogeneous subgroups.

Aldehyde and alcohol dehydrogenase en-
zymes-Many Asians rapidly develop a promi-
nent facial flush following ingestion of a small
amount of alcohol. Continued drinking leads to
nausea, dizziness, palpitations, and faintness.
This reaction is due to inactivity in individuals’
aldehyde dehydrogenase, an enzyme that helps
metabolize (i.e., break down) alcohol in the body.
Ineffective enzyme activity results in a buildup of
the chemical acetaldehyde in the blood following
alcohol consumption. Clinicians have taken ad-
vantage of the aversive properties of acetaldehyde
buildup by using the drug Antabuse to inhibit
aldehyde dehydrogenase, thus inducing a severe
form of the adverse reaction in abstinent alcohol-
ics who begin to drink (30,135).

Alcohol dehydrogenase is another enzyme
involved in the metabolism of alcohol. A mutant
form of alcohol dehydrogenase also produces a
transient increase in the acetaldehyde concentra-
tion after alcohol ingestion. This form of the
enzyme also has been reported in Asian popula-
tions.

The two enzymes, aldehyde and alcohol dehy -
drogenase, probably interact in some individuals
to amplify the adverse reaction to alcohol con-
sumption (129). Since this reaction discourages
heavy “drinking, the observation that it commonly
occurs in some populations where alcoholism is
relatively rare suggests that alcohol and aldehyde
dehydrogenase mutations might be a major deter-
minant of alcohol consumption, abuse, and de-
pendence. This would seem to hold true for
Taiwan and Japan where the reaction occurs in 30
to 50 percent of individuals.

The genetics of the aldehyde and alcohol
dehydrogenases are well described. The produc-
tion of the different forms of these enzymes is
caused by variations of their normal genes. The

presence of these gene variations in an individual
accounts for variations in the metabolism of
alcohol (54). Thus, the presence of these genes
can also effect alcohol consumption. For exam-
ple, the gene variations that code for the ineffec-
tive form of aldehyde dehydrogenase is not only
less common in alcoholics, but also is rare in
Japanese patients with alcoholic liver disease
(27, 121,135). Despite identification of such genes,
the relationship between their inheritance and the
familial transmission of alcoholism remains un-
studied.

Alcohol challenge-A number of studies have
been conducted investigating the effect of admin-
istering alcohol to young adult sons of alcoholics
(99). These studies indicate that, despite similar-
ity of blood alcohol levels, sons of alcoholics
demonstrate less intense subjective responses to
alcohol, as well as less intense upper body sway
(110,111,113,114). Thus, one mechanism by
which alcoholism might develop is that since
these individuals have less of a reaction to
alcohol, they would find it more difilcult to
self-regulate alcohol consumption, thus increas-
ing the risk of developing dependence. In con-
junction with these findings, other studies have
found that sons of alcoholics demonstrate slightly
lower levels of certain hormones (i.e., prolactin,
cortisol, adrenocorticotropin hormone (ACTH))
after ingesting alcohol as compared to controls
(82,1 14,115,116,1 18). The relationship, if any, of
these decreased hormonal levels to alcohol con-
sumption is unclear.

COGNITIVE DIFFERENCES
Study of high-risk populations (e.g., sons of

alcoholics) has revealed temperamental, as well
as biological, differences between high-risk and
control subjects, leading to the suggestion that
vulnerability to alcoholism can be conceptualized
from a behavior-genetic perspective (127). Heri-
table, constitutional differences, in other words,
might affect temperament and, hence, risk for
alcoholism and addiction to other drugs. In
particular, these differences might influence cog-



46 | Biological Components of Substance Abuse and Addiction

nitive  styles,  learning ability, and capability to
control one’s own behavior.

In general, it appears that sons of alcoholics
demonstrate group differences from low-risk
populations in that the former tend to have
impairment on tests of cognitive development,
academic achievement, and neuropsychological
function (34,12,8). However, the magnitude of
these differences may depend greatly on how the
population is ascertained. To date, little is known
of what specific psychological, temperamental, or
cognitive factors might distinguish between high-
risk subjects who actually go on to develop
alcoholism from those who do not (128).

I Biological Mechanisms
.Animals that have been bred for specific

characteristics are a valuable tool in drug use and
abuse research. For example, certain strains of
rodents differ in their response to the analgesic
and body temperature regulating effects of mor-
phine, the motor activating effects of stimulant
drugs, and the convulsant producing properties of
benzodiazepines (28,122). Since the essential
characteristic of human drug abuse and addiction
is persistent drug-seeking behavior, the most
salient models are those of genetic differences in
drug self-administration and the factors associ-
ated with it (e.g., tolerance). While there are some
genetic models of self-administration or prefer-
ence for different drugs (i.e., alcohol, opiates,
cocaine) (28,41), more information is available
about the hereditary biological mechanisms that
underlie the self-administration of alcohol than
other drugs.

ALCOHOL
A general working hypothesis is that alcoholics

are sensitive to the low-dose rewarding properties
of alcohol, are less sensitive to the high-dose
actions of ethanol (i.e., have a higher aversive
threshold) and develop tolerance to the aversive
effects of alcohol. The fact that rats can be
selectively bred to have such alcohol drinking

characteristics supports a genetic link to these
traits.

Dopamine and alcohol intake-Studies of
dopamine content in the brains of two different
strains of rats bred for either preference or
nonpreference for alcohol have found 25 to 30
percent lower levels of dopamine in the nucleus
accumbens and the olfactory tubercle of the
alcohol-preferring rats (45,74,86). No other dif-
ferences in dopamine content have been observed
in other brain areas. These data suggest an
abnormality in the dopamine system projecting
from the ventral tegmental area to limbic regions
(nucleus accumbens and/or olfactory tubercle) of
the alcohol-preferring rats. Since this system is
thought to be involved in mediating the actions of
various drugs of abuse (see ch. 2) and alcohol is
thought to increase dopamine levels in the system
(see ch. 3), it may indicate that an abnormal
functioning of the mesocorticolimbic dopamine
system might be involved in promoting high
alcohol “drinking behavior. That is, the alcohol
preference may be related to the ability of alcohol
to compensate for the abnormality. The nature of
this abnormality is unknown but may be due to
one or more of the following factors: decreased
dopamine synthesis, a lower number of dopamine
neurofibers, and/or reduced functional activity of
dopamine neurons.

Some evidence exists that the mesocortico-
limbic dopamine system may respond to systemic
ethanol administration to a greater degree in the
alcohol-preferring strains than in the nonprefer-
ring strains. Studies have found that levels of
dopamine metabolizes were higher in areas of this
system (i.e., caudate nucleus, medial prefrontal
cortex, and olfactory tubercle) after ingestion of
alcohol in alcohol-preferring rats as compared to
nonpreferring rats (35,36). Also, one study has
reported that the oral self-administration of alco-
hol, under experimental conditions where the
animal was allowed to receive alcohol as a reward
for performing a task, increased the synaptic
levels of dopamine significantly more in the
nucleus accumbens of these alcohol-preferring



rats than in nonpreferring rats (132). It was also
established that the alcohol-preferring strain of
rats will self-administer alcohol directly into the
ventral tegmental area (73,74). These studies
suggest that the mesocorticolimbic dopamine
system is involved in regulating alcohol drinking
behavior and that alcohol may be a stronger
positive reinforcer in alcohol-preferring rats than
in the nonpreferring rats.

Differences in dop amine receptor populations
have also been reported. Two genetically deter-
mined high-alcohol seeking lines of rats have
been reported to have fewer of one type of
dopamine receptor (i.e., the D2 receptor) in their
limbic system compared with the nonalcoholic
rats (74,124), Twenty percent fewer D2 receptors

were observed in the olfactory tubercle and
nucleus accumbens of these rats. These studies,
along with genetic linkage studies (see later
discussion), provide support for the involvement
of the D2 receptor in alcohol-preference.

Serotonin and alcohol intake--Examination
of alcohol-preferring and nonpreferring rats has
indicated a relationship between high alcohol
preference and a deficiency in the CNS serotonin
system. A number of studies have reported 10 to
30 percent lower levels of serotonin and its
metabolizes in the brains of alcohol-preferring
rats as compared with alcohol nonprefening rats
(45,66,74,84,85,86). Only one study, using a
strain of rats not used in any of the others, did not
find lower brain serotonin levels (63). Areas of
the brain found to have low serotonin levels
include the cerebral cortex, frontal cortex, nu-
cleus accumbens, anterior and corpus striatum,
septal nuclei, hippocampus, olfactory tubercle,
thalamus, and hypothalamus.

Since several of these CNS regions may be
involved in mediating the rewarding properties of
drugs of abuse, including alcohol, these findings
suggest a relationship between lower contents of
serotonin in the brain and high alcohol preference.
Evidence suggests that the serotonin system is
involved in regulating the activity of the dopa-
mine mesocorticolimbic system ( 136). Also, some

. . . . . . . . -- — .
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of the areas found to have low serotonin levels
(i.e., hypothalamus, hippocampus) may be in-
volved in mediating the aversive effects of
alcohol. Since the development of tolerance to the
aversive actions of alcohol is one possible charac-
teristic of alcoholic abuse, a deficiency in sero-
tonin in these areas may be an innate factor
promoting tolerance to the aversive effects of
ethanol in alcohol-preferring lines of rodents.

Further study of one of the rat strains used in
these studies showed that low serotonin in the
alcohol-preferring line compared with the non-
preferring line was due to fewer serotonin con-
taining axons (137). This study found fewer
serotonin presynaptic fibers forming synapses in
the nucleus accumbens, frontal cortex, cingulate
cortex, and hippocampus of alcohol-preferring
rats. These results suggest that the low serotonin
is the result of structural differences in the CNS
serotonin system rather than lower production of
serotonin. Examination of this same strain of rats
found that there were increased numbers of one
type of post-synaptic serotonin receptor in areas
of the frontal cortex and hippocampus (73,76,134).
This increase in the number of serotonin postsyn-
aptic receptors may represent a compensation for
the lower number of presynaptic serotonin fibers.
No such increase in receptors was found in the
strain of rats with normal levels of brain serotonin
activity discussed earlier (62).

Overall, the animal data favors an inverse
relationship between the functioning of the CNS
serotonin system and alcohol drinking behavior.
Thus, innate low functioning of the serotonin
system may be associated with high alcohol
preference. In support of this concept, some
studies have found lower cerebrospinal fluid
serotonin metabolize concentrations in alcoholics
than in various control populations (2,14).

GABA and the actions of alcohol—Evidence
indicates that alcohol can exert some of its
antianxiety and intoxicating effects by potenti-
ating the actions of the neurotransmitter gamma
amino butyric acid (GABA) at the G A B AA

receptor (see ch. 3) and that this receptor might be
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involved in mediating alcohol drinking behavior
of alcohol-preferring rats (75). However, little has
been published that indicates an innate abnormal-
ity may exist in the GABA system that could be
associated with alcohol preference. A recent
study examined the densities of GABA contain-
ing fibers in the nucleus accumbens and other
brain areas of two different strains of alcohol-
preferring and nonprefering rats (55). The results
of this study indicated a higher density of GABA
fibers in the nucleus accumbens of the alcohol-
preferring rats compared with the nonpreferring
rats. There were no differences between the
respective lines in the other regions. These results
suggest alcohol preference may involve an innate,
abnormal GABA system within the nucleus
accumbens.

The experimental drug RO 15-4513 binds to
the GABAA-BDZ-Chloride channel receptor com-
plex (see ch. 3) and is known to block the actions
of alcohol at this receptor (126). The administra-
tion of RO 15-4513 reduced alcohol but not water
intake in a study using one of the alcohol-
preferring line of rats (75). The blocking effect of
RO 15-4513 on alcohol intake could itself be
blocked by administration of a drug that blocks
the benzodiazepine receptor. These results indi-
cate that the GABAA-BDZ-chloride channel re-
ceptor complex may be involved in mediating the
reinforcing actions of ethanol that promote alco-
hol drinking  behavior in these rats. The observa-
tion that RO 15-4513 blocks oral self-adminis-
tration of alcohol supports this idea (56,108).
Furthermore, treatment with a drug that activates
the GABAA receptor was shown to markedly
increase the acquisition of voluntary ethanol
consumption in laboratory rats (123). Also,
GABAA receptor function is enhanced by alcohol
in animals selected for sensitivity to alcohol
intoxication, but alcohol has little effect on
GABAA receptors of animals selected for resis-
tance to alcohol intoxication (28). Overall, these
results are consistent with the involvement of the
GABAA receptor in regulating alcohol consump-
tion. (See also ch. 3).

Alcohol withdrawal severity—Animal mod-
els have been developed for differential genetic
susceptibility to alcohol withdrawal. For exam-
ple, withdrawal seizure-prone mice display a
higher incidence of convulsions than do seizure-
resistant mice when exposed to identical alcohol
concentrations (29). Other studies suggest that
this alcohol withdrawal reaction is mediated by
an increased sensitivity of channels for calcium
ions, coupled to receptors for excitatory amino
acids (46,47). Several results have emerged in
studies of these mouse lines that are potentially
important for understanding drug abuse. For
example, studies indicate that independent ge-
netic factors control alcohol sensitivity, toler-
ance, and dependence, suggesting that these
features of drug abuse are maintained by different
neurobiological mechanisms (28). In addition, the
alcohol withdrawal seizure-prone mice have more
severe withdrawal to other depressant drugs (i.e.,
diazepam, phenobarbital, nitrous oxide) (6,7,8)
suggesting that a group of genes acts to influence
drug withdrawal severity not only to alcohol, but
also to a number of other depressant drugs.

OTHER DRUGS
A variety of strains of rats and mice has been

developed that exhibit genetic variations in their
sensitivity to the reinforcing effects of drugs of
abuse and in their drug-seeking behavior (28). In
addition, genetic differences in various biological
and neurochemical mechanisms have been ob-
served in these animals.

For example, strains of rats and mice that differ
in their sensitivity to the reinforcing properties of
cocaine and in their cocaine-seeking behavior
have also been observed to have differences in the
number of dopamine containing neurons and
receptors in certain brain areas (120). While the
role of these biological findings in the expression
of the behavioral traits is unclear, given that
dopamine is the key neurotransmitter in cocaine’s
action, it is likely that a link may exist. Other
studies have shown that the development of
nicotine tolerance is genetically related. Strains of
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mice that differ in the rate at which they develop
tolerance to nicotine have also been found to
differ in nicotine receptor changes following
chronic administration of the drug (72). Thus,
inherited differences in nicotine receptor mecha-
nisms may underlie inherited differences in the
development of nicotine tolerance.

A recent study indicates that inherited differ-
ences in the intracellular mechanisms of the
neurons in the mesocorticolimbic pathway could
contribute to a genetic predilection to drug
addiction (87). In a comparison of rats with either
high or low rates of self-administering drugs of
abuse, the higher self-administering strain exhib-
ited differences in the intracellular mechanisms
that control activity in the neurons of the ventral
tegmental area and nucleus accumbens (5).

The further examination of causative relation-
ships between inherited neurochemical altera-
tions and inherited behavioral traits would pro-
duce valuable information about the biological
mechanism that underlies genetic factors related
to substance abuse and addiction. The recent
development of new and more sensitive tech-
niques to analyze brain activity and processes will
facilitate such studies.

I Linkage Studies
Genetic linkage studies establish an associa-

tion between an area of a specific chromosome
and the expression of a trait. Linkage analysis
uses specific markers that identify the area on a
chromosome that might contain the gene of
interest. If the marker consistently occurs in
association with the expressed trait, then it is
likely that the gene interest is in chromosomal
region.

In the area of substance abuse and addiction,
genetic linkage studies have purported to show a
linkage between the gene for the dopamine D2

receptor and alcoholism. The gene for the D2

receptor has two forms associated with two
markers, the A 1 and A2 alleles. The Al allele
occurs in about 20 percent of the population,

while the AZ allele is found in the remaining 80
percent (l). Two separate studies (9,10) reported
that the frequency of the Al allele for the D2

dopamin e receptor was significantly greater in
severe alcoholics compared with nonalcoholics.
Furthermore, another study (88) found that indi-
viduals with the Al allele had fewer D2 receptors
than those with the A2 allele. In agreement with
these findings, another study (91) observed a
significant association between the Al allele of
the D2 receptor and alcoholism. An association of
the Al allele with alcoholism and decreased
numbers of D2 dopamin e receptors implies a role
for an inherited deficit in the dopamine system in
alcoholism. However, in contrast to these results,
other studies have not found an association
between the frequency of the Al allele of the D2

receptor and alcoholism (13,26,40,1 19). The dis-
crepancies between these studies has called into
question the validity of the association of the Al
allele with alcoholism.

Moreover, the report of a higher prevalence of
the Al allele not only in alcoholics, but also in
other disorders such as autism, attention deficit
hyperactivity disorder, and Tourette’s syndrome
(25), suggests that the presence of the Al allele is
not specific for alcoholism, but that it has a more
diffuse effect that can contribute to the occurrence
of other conditions. Also, recent findings indicate
that the frequency of the Al allele varies mark-
edly among different populations (e.g., it is high
in some Native Americans) but there does not
appear to be an association with its increased
frequency and the occurence of alcoholism (43).
This complexity, coupled with the heterogeneous
and complex nature of alcoholism, could account
for the disagreements among these studies. Such
complexity makes construction of appropriate
control groups difficult, which in turn can affect
study results. Additional research is needed to
unravel the disagreement and establish the impor-
tance of these findings. It might be that the
presence of the Al allele is not unique to
alcoholism, but rather, causes a general alteration
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in the brain dopamine system that then exacer-
bates or contributes to alcohol abuse.

SUMMARY
The existence of heritable influences on normal

and pathological consumption of alcohol is sup-
ported by results from family studies, twin
studies, and adoption studies as well as research
on animal models. Animal studies have estab-
lished that alcohol preference and the reinforcing
actions of alcohol are influenced by genetic
factors. While there have been fewer studies
examining the genetic component of vulnerabil-
ity to the addictive properties of other drugs of
abuse, evidence from animal studies supports a
genetic influence on the use and abuse of drugs
other than alcohol. The study of nonalcohol drug
abuse in humans is more difficult because of
substantially smaller populations that use or
abuse these drugs and marked changes in availa-
bility and, hence, exposure to these agents.
Investigation in this area is further hampered by
the complexity of subjects’ drug use: Most drug
abusers have used multiple agents. This has led
researchers either to concentrate on one class of
drug or to treat all illicit drug use as equivalent.
The tendency to lump all illicit drugs into one
category makes results difficult to interpret or
compare.

In the case of alcohol, studies indicate that low
doses of alcohol are stimulating and produce a
strong positive reward in animals susceptible to
the addictive properties of alcohol. Another
component of excessive alcohol consumption
might be that alcoholics have a high threshold to
the aversive effects of ethanol. This could be a
result of an innate low sensitivity to medium and
high doses of alcohol and/or acute tolerance to its
aversive effects. Results from animal studies
suggest an association between high alcohol
preference and acute tolerance to the medium-and
high-dose effects of ethanol. These animal exper-
iments need to be extended and consideration
should be given to related studies in humans.

Findings with animals selectively bred for alco-
hol preference need to be extended to studies of
sensitivity, tolerance, and preference for other
drugs of abuse.

Neurobiological evidence points to common
pathways mediating the positive reinforcing ac-
tions of alcohol and other drugs of abuse. Most
evidence is consistent with the involvement of the
mesocorticolimbic dopamine system in drug rein-
forcement mechanisms. Other neuronal pathways
that regulate the activity of the mesocorticolimbic
dopamine system may also be involved in mediat-
ing the rewarding properties of ethanol and other
drugs of abuse. In the case of serotonin, innate,
genetically determined factors appear to reduce
CNS activity of serotonin, which is associated
with heavy alcohol drinking. In addition, animal
and human studies suggest an inherited difference
in dopamine response to alcohol consumption
and possibly an anomaly in the D2 receptor for
Dopamine associated with alcohol abuse. Addi-
tional studies with animals and humans are
needed to clarify these differences and to explore
the relationship of other neurobiological mecha-
nisms related to the inherited components of other
drugs of abuse.

Alcoholism and drug abuse are complex condi-
tions that are the result of multiple causal factors.
Alcoholism and other forms of addiction repre-
sent entities that have a genetic component but
require specific (but as yet poorly understood)
environmental influences to manifest. Thus, con-
sideration of the impact of genetic factors must
also take into account general social conditions
such as availability and cost of substances,
acceptability of use, and specific environmental
influences on initiation of use, maintenance or
cessation of use, and development of use-related
problems. A major goal of addiction research in
clinical populations is to determine who is
vulnerable under what conditions. Understanding
this interaction might lead to better prediction of
relapse as well as improved matching of patients
and treatments.



Chapter 4-Genetics 151

CHAPTER 4 REFERENCES
1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

Ackerman, S., “Research on the Genetics of
Alcholism Is Still in Ferment,” Journal of NIH
Research 4:61-66, 1992.
Ballenger, J., Goodwin, F., Major, L., et al.,
“Alcohol and Central Serotonin  Metabolism in
Man,” Archives of General Psychiatry 36:
224-227, 1979.
Begleiter, H., Porjesz,  B., and Bihari, B., “Audi-
tory Brainstem Potentials in Sons of Alcoholic
Fathers,’ Alcohol and Clinical Experimental
Research 11(5):477480, 1987.
Begleiter, H., Porjesz,  B., Bihari, B., et al.,
“Event-Related Brain Potentials in Boys at Risk
for Alcoholism,” Science 225: 1493-1496, 1984.
Beitner-Johnson, D., Guitart,  X., and Nestler,
E. J., “Doparninergic  Brain Reward Regions of
~wis and Fischer Rats Display Different I_xwels
of Tyrosine Hydroxylase and Other Morphine-
and Cocaine-Regulated Phosphoproteins, Brain
Research 561:146-149,  1991.
Belknap, J. K., Danielson, P.W., Lame, M., et al.,
“Ethanol and Barbiturate Withdrawal Convul-
sion Are Extensively Codetermined in Mice, ’
Alcohol 5:167-171, 1988.
Belknap, J.K., Laursen,  S. E., Crabbe, J. C., ‘ ‘Eth-
anol and Nitrous Oxide Produce Withdrawal-
Induced Convulsions by Similar Mechanisms in
Mice,” Lfe Science 41:2033-2040,  1987.
Belknap,  J. K., Laursen, S. E., Danielson, P. W., et
al., “Ethanol and Diazepam Withdrawal Con-
vulsions Are Extensively Codetermined  in WSP
and WSR Mice, ’ Life Sciences 44:2075-2080,
1989.
Blum, K., Noble, E.P. Sheridan, P. J., et al.
“Allelic  Association of Human Dopamine  Dz
Receptor Gene in Alcoholism,” Journal of the
American Medical Association 263: 2055-2060,
1990.
Blum, K., Noble, E.P, Sheridan, P. J., et al,,
“Association of the Al Allele of the Dz Dopa-
mine Receptor Gene With Severe Alcoholism, ’
Alcohol  8: 409-416, 1991.
Bohman, M., “Some Genetic Aspects of Alco-
holism and Crirninality: A Population of Adopt-
ees,”  Archives of General Psychiatry 35:269-
276, 1978.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16

17.

18.

19.

20.

21

Bohm.an,  M., Sigvardsson, S., and Cloninger,
C.R. “Maternal Inheritance of Alcohol Abuse.
Cross-Fostering Analysis of Adopted Women,’
Archives of General Psychiatry 38:965-%9,
1981.
Bolos, A. M., Dean, M., Lucas-Derse, S., et al.,
‘‘Population and Pedigree Studies Reveal a Lack
of Association Between the Dopa.mi.ne  D2 Re-
ceptor Gene and Alcoholism,” JournaZ of the
American Medical Association 264: 3156-3160,
1990.
Borg, S., Kvande, H., Liljeberg, P., et al.,
“5-Hydroxyindoleacetic  Acid in Cerebrospinal
Fluid in Alcoholic Patients Under Different
Conditions,” AZcohoZ 2:415-418, 1985.
Brown, G.L., and Linnoila, M. I., “CSF Sero-
tonin Metabolize (5-HIAA)  Studies in Depres-
sion, Impulsivity, and Violence, ’ Journal of
Clinical Psychiatry 51:31-41, 1990.
Buydens-Branchey, L., Branchey, M. H.,
Noumair, D., et al., ‘‘Age of Alcoholism Onset.
II. Relationship to Susceptibility to Serotonin
Precursor Availability,” Archives of General
Psychiatry 46:231-236,  1989.
Cadoret, R.J., Troughton, E., O’German, TW.,
et al., “An Adoption Study of Genetic and
Environmental Factors in Drug Abuse,” Ar-
chives of General Psychiatry 43:1131-1  136,
1986.
Cadoret, R., Troughton, E., and Widmer, R.,
“Clinical Differences Between Antisocial and
primary Alcoholics,” Comprehensive Psychia-
try 25:1-8,  1984.
Cloninger,  C. R., Bohman, M., and Sigvardsson,
s., “Inheritance of Alcohol Abuse. Cross-
Fostering Analysis of Adopted Men,” Archives
of General Psychiatry 38:861-868,  1981.
Cloninger, C.R., Christiansen, K, O., Reich, T., et
al., “Implications of Sex Differences in the
prevalence of Antisocial PersonaMy, Alcohol-
ism, and Criminality for Familial Transmis-
sion,” Archives of General Psychiatry 35:941-
951, 1978.
Cloninger, C. R., Sigvardsson, S., Gilligan, S. B.,
et al., “Genetic Heterogeneity and the Classifi-
cation of Alcoholism, Advances in Alcohol and
Substance Abuse 7:3-16,  1988.



52 I Biological Components of Substance Abuse and Addiction

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31,

32.

33.

Coccaro, E. F., “Central Serotonin and Impulsive
Aggression, ’’BritishJownal  ofPsychiatry  155:52-
62, 1989.
Coccaro, E.F., Siever,  L.J., Klar,  H.M., et al.,
“Serotonergic  Studies in Patients With Affec-
tive and Personality Disorders,” Archives @
General Psychiatry 46:587-599,  1989.
Collins, A. C., and Marks, M.J., “Genetic Studies
of Nicutinic  and Mus tic Agents,’ J.C. Cmbbe,
and R.A. Marks (eds.),  The Genetic Basis of
Alcohol and Drug Actions (New York NY:
Plenum Press, 1991).
Comings, D.E., Comings, B.G., Muhleman, D.,
et al., “me Dopa.mine  DzReceptor  Imcus  as a
Modifying Gene in Neuropsychiatric  Disor-
ders,” Journal of the American A4edical Associ-
ation 266:1793-1800,  1991.
Cook B.L., Wang, Z.W., Crowe,  R.R., et al.,
“Alcoholism and the Dz Receptor Gene,” Alco-
holism: Clinical and Experimental Research 16:
806-809, 1992.
Crabb, D.W., Edenberg, H.J., Bosron, W.F., et
al., “Genotypes for Aldehyde Dehydrogenase
Deficiency and Alcohol Sensitivity. The Inactive
ALDH22 Allele is Dominant,” Journal of CJini-
cal Investigation 83:314-316, 1987.
Crabbe, J. C., and Harris, R.A. (eds.),  The Genetic
Basis of Alcohol and Drug Actions (New York,
NY: Plenum Publishing, 1991).
Crabbe, J.C., Kosobud, A., Young, E.R., et al.,
“Bidirectional Selection for Susceptibility to
Ethanol Withdrawal Seizures in Mus Muscu-
Ius,”  Behavioral Genetics 15:521-536,  1985.
Day, C.P., Bashir,  R., James, O. F. W., et al.,
“Investigation of the Role of Polymorphisms at
the Alcohol and Aldehyde Dehydrogenase  Imch
in Genetic Predisposition to Alcohol-Related
End-Organ Darnage,” Hematology 14:798-801,
1991.
Ehlers, C.L., and Schuckit, M.A., “MEG Fast
Frequency Activity in the Sons of Alcoholics,”
Biological Psychiatry 27:631 -til, 1990.
Ehlers, C.L., and Schuckit, M. A., “Evaluation of
MEG Alpha Activity in Sons of Alcoholics,”
Neuropsychopharmacology  4:199-205, 1991.
Elrnasian, R., Seville, H., Woods, D., et al.,
“Event-Related Brain Potentials Are Different
in Individuals at High and Low Risk for Devel-

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

oping Alcoholism,’ Proceedings of the National
Aca&my  Sciences 79:7900-’7903,  1982.
Ervin, C., Little, R., Streissguth, A., et al.,
“Alcoholic Fathering and Its Relation to Child’s
Intellectual Development,” Alcoholism: CZini-
cal  and Experimental Research 8:362-
365, 1984.
Fadda, F., Mosca, E., Colombo,  G., et al.,
“Effect of Spontaneous Ingestion of Ethanol on
Brain Dopamine  Metabolism,” Life Sciences
44:281-287, 1989.
Fadda, F., Mosca, E., Colombo,  G., et al.,
“Alcohol-Preferring Rats: Genetic Sensitivity to
Alcohol-Induced Stimulation of Doparnine  Me-
tabolism,’ Physiology and Behavior 47:727-
729, 1990.
Fishbein, D.H., Imzovsky,  D., and Jaffe, J.H.,
“Impulsivity,  Aggression, and Neuroendocrine
Responses to Serotonergic Stimulation in Sub-
stance Abusers,’ Biological Psychiatry 25: 1049-
1066, 1989.
Frances, R.J., Bucky, S., and Alexopoulos,  G. S.,
“Outcome Study of Familial and Nonfamilial
Alcoholism,” American Journal of Psychiatry
141:1469-1471, 1984.
Gabrielli,  W.F., Mednick,  S.A., Volavka,  J., et
al., “Electroencephalograms in Children of Al-
coholic Fathers,’ Psychophysiology 19404-
407, 1982.
Gelertner, J., O’Malley, S., Risch, N., et al., “No
Association B&ween  an Allele at the Dz Dopa-

mine Receptor Gene (’DR D> and Alcoholism, ’
Journal of the American Medical Association
266:1801-1807,  1991.
George, F. R., and Goldberg, S. R., “Genetic
Approaches to the Analysis of Addiction Proc-
esses, ” Trends in Pharmacological Sciences
10:78-83,  1989.
Golden, R.N., Gilrnore,  J.H., Corrigan, M.H.N.,
et al., “Serotonin, Suicide, and Aggression:
Clinical Studies,” Journal of Clinical Psychia-
try 52:61-69, 1991.
Goldman, D., Brown, G.L., Albaugh, B., et al.,
‘‘DRD2 Dopamine Receptor Genotype, Linkage
Disequilibrium, and Alcoholism in American
Indians and Other Populations,” Alcoholism
17:199-204,  1993.



Chapter 4-Genetics ! 53

44. Goodwin, D.W. “Alcoholism and Heredity. A
Review and Hypothesis,” Archives of General
Psychiatry 36:57-61,  1979.

45. Gowangwer, M. A., Murphy, J. M., McBride,
W.J,, et al., “Regional Brain Contents of Sero-
tonin, Doparnine  and Their Metabolizes in the
Sel@ively  Bred High- and Low-Alcohol Drink-
ing Lines of Rats, “ Alcohol 6:317-320, 1989.

46. Grant, K. A., Snell, L. D., Rogawski, M.A., et al.,
“Comparison of the Effects of the Uncompeti-
tive N-Methyl-D-Aspartate Antagonist (+)-5-
Aminocarbonyl-10,1  l-Dihydre5H-Dibenzo[a,d]
Cyclohepten-5,10-Imine  (ADCI)  With Its Struc-
tural Analogs Dizocilpine  (MK-801)  and Car-
barnezepine  on Ethanol Withdrawal Seizures,”
Journal of Pharmacology and Experimental
Therapeutics, 260:1017-1022,  1992.

47. Gulya, K., Grant, K. A., Valverius, P., et al.,
‘‘Brain Regional Specificity and Time-Course of
Changes in the NMDA Receptor-Ionophore
Complex During Ethanol Withdrawal,” Brain
Research 547:129-134, 1991.

48. Gurling, H. M.D., Oppenheim,  B. E., and Murray,
R. M., “Depression, Criminality and Psychopa-
thology Associated With Alcoholism: Evidence
From a Twin Study,” Acta Genetics Medica
33:333-339,  1984.

49. Guze, S. B., Cloninger,  C. R., Martin, R., et al.,
“Alcoholism as a Medical Disorder,’ Compre-
hensive Psychiatry 27:501-510, 1986.

50. Heath, A. C., and Martin, N.G., “Teenage Alco-
hol Use in the Australian Twin Register: Genetic
and Social Detetints of Starting To Dri&’
Alcoholism: Clinical and Expen”mentalResearch
12:735-741,  1988.

51. Hill, S. Y., Cloninger, C.R., and Ayre, F.R.,
“Independent Familial Transmission of Alco-
holism and Opiate Abuse,” Alcoholism: Clinical
and Experimental Research 1:335-342,  1977.

52. Hill, S.Y, Park, J., and Zubin, J., “Event-
Related Potential Characteristics in Children of
Alcoholics From High Density Families,’ Alco-
holism: Clinical and Experimental Research
14:6-16,  1990.

53. Hill, S.Y, Steinhauer, S. R., Zubi.n, J., et al,,
“Event-Related Potentials as Markers for Alco-
holism Risk in High Density Families,” Alco-

holism: Clinical and Experimental Research
12;545-554,  1988.

54. I-Me, J. B., and Cmbb, D.W., “The Molecular
Biology of Alcohol Dehydrogenase: Implica-
tions for the Control of Alcohol Metabolism, ”
Journal of Laboratory and Clinical Medicine
112(1):7-15,  1988.

55. Hwang, B.H., Lumeng, L., Wu, J. Y., et al.,
“Increased Number of GABAergic Terminals in
the Nucleus Accumbens  Is Associated With
Alcohol Preference in Rats, ’ Alcoholism: Clini-
cal and Experimental Research 14:503-507,
1990.

56. June, H.L., Cocker, R.E., Domangue, K.R., etal.,
‘‘Ethanol Self-Administration in Deprived Rats:
Effwts  of RO 154513  Alone and in Combina-
tion With Flumazenil  (RO 15-1788 ),” AZcohoZ-
ism: Clinical and Experimental Research 16:1 1-
16, 1992.

57. Kaij, J., “Studies on the Etiology and Sequels of
Abuse of Alcohol,” Lund, Sweden: University
of Lund, Department of Psychiatry, 1960 (Cited
in D.W. Goodwin, “Genetic Determinants of
Alcoholism,” J.H. Mendelson, and N.K. Mello
(eds.), Medical Diagnosis and Treatment of
AZcohoZism  (St Ixmis: McGraw-Hill, 1992).

58. Kaij, L., and Dock J., “Grandsons of Alcohol-
ics: A Test of Sex-Linked Transmission of
Alcohol Abuse,” Archives of Genera/ Psychia-
try 32:1379-1381,  1975.

59. Kaplan, R. F., HesselbrocL  V. M., O’Connor, S.,
et al., “Behavioral and EEG Responses to
Alcohol in Nonalcoholic Men With a Family
History of Alcoholism,’ Progress in Neuropsy -
chopharrnacology  and Biological Psychiatry
12:873-885,  1988.

60. Kaprio,  J., Koskenvuo, M., Langinvainio, H., et
al., “Genetic Influences on Use and Abuse of
Alcohol: A Study of 5,638 Adult Finnish Twin
Brothers,’ Alcoholism: Clinical and Experimen-
tal Research 11:349-356,  1987.

61. Kendler,  K. S., Heath, A. C., Neale, M. C., et al.,
“A Population-Based Twin Study of Alcohol-
ism in Women, ” Journal of the American
Medical Association 268:1877-1882,  1992.

62. Korpi, E. R., Paivarinta, P., Abi-Dargham, A., et
al., “Binding of Serotonergic Ligands to Bmin
Membranes of Alcohol-Preferring AA and Alco-



54 I Biological Components of Substance Abuse and Addiction

hol Avoiding ANA Rats” Alcohol 9:369-374,
1992.

63. Korpi,  E.R., Sinclair, J.D., Kaheinen, P., et al.,
“Brain Regional and Adrenal Monoamine Con-
centrations and Behavioral Responses to Stress
in Alcohol-Preferring AA and Alcohol-
Avoiding ANA Rats, “ Alcohol 5:417425,  1988.

W Kosten,  T.R., Kosten,  T.A., Rounsaville, B.J.,
“Alcoholism and Depressive Disorders in Opioid
Addicts and Their Family Members,” Compre-
hensive Psychiatry 32:521-527, 1991.

65. Lewis, C. E., Rice, J. P., Andreason,  N., et al.,
“The Antisocial and the Nonantisocial Male
~COhOliC-~,” Alcohol and Akoholisrn  ~ :379-
383, 1987.

66. Li, TK.,  Lumeng,  L., Doolittle, D.P., et al., “Be-
havioral and Neurochemical Associations of
&ohol&4d.ng  Behavkx,”  Kuriy~  K, ‘E&a@
A., and Ishii, H. (eds.),  Biomedical and Social
Aspects of Alcohol and Alcoholism (Amsterdam:
Elsevier,  1988).

67. Limson, R., Goldman, D., Roy, A., et al.,
“Personality and Cerebrospinal Fluid Monoam-
ine Metabolizes in Alcoholics and Controls, ’
Archives of General Psychiatry 48:437-441,
1991.

68. Linnoil~  M., DeJong, J., and Virkkunen,  M.,
“Family History of Alcoholism in Violent
Offenders and Impulsive Fire Setters,’ Archives
of General Psychiatry 46:613-616,  1989,

69. Luthar, S. S,, Anton, S. F., Merikangas, K, R., et
al., “Vulnerability to Substance Abuse and
Psychopathology Among Siblings of Opioid
Abusers,” Journal of Nervous and Mental Dis -
ordkrs  180:153-161,  1992.

70. Luthar, S. S., Anton, S.F., Merikangas, K. R., et
al., ‘Vtierabilityto Drug Abuse Among Opioid
Addicts’ Siblings: Individual, Familial, and Peer
Influences,” Comprehensive Psychiatry 33: 190-
1%, 1992.

71. Mare, J.J,, McBride, P.A., Brown, R,P., et al.,
“Relationship Between Central and Peripheral
Serotonin  Indexes in Depressed and Suicidal
Psychiatric Inpatients,” Archives of General
Psychiat~  49:442446,  1992.

72. Marley, R.J., Collins, A. C., Elmer, G. I., et al.,
“Gentic  Approaches to Understanding the Ac-
tions of Drugs of Abuse,” L. Harris (wI.), NIDA

Research Monograph 132-Problems of Drug
Dependence, 1992: Proceedings of the 54th
Annual Scientljic Meeting of the College on
Problems of Drug Dependence, Inc., National
Institute on Drug Abuse, NIH Publication No.
93-3505, 1993.

73. McBride, W. J., Murphy, J. M., Gatto, G.J., et al.,
Serotonin  and Dopamine Systems Regulating
Alcohol Intake,” Alcohol and Alcoholism 1 :41 1-
416, 1991.

74. McBride, W.J., Murphy, J.M., Gatto, G.J., et al.,
“CNS Mechanisms of Alcohol Drinking in
Genetically Selected Lines of Rats,” AZcohoZ
and Alcoholism 27 (supplement 2) 16, 1992.

75. McBride, W.J., Murphy, J.M., Lumeng,  L., et al.,
“Effects of RO 15-4513, Fluoxetine and De-
sipramine on the Intake of Ethanol, Water and
Food by the AIcohol-Preferring  (P) and Non-
preferring (NP) Lines of Rats,” Pharmacology,
Biochemistry, and Behavior 30:1045-1050,  1988.

76. McBride, W.J., Murphy, J.M., Lumeng,  L., et al.,
‘‘Serotonin, Doparnine and GABA Involvement
in Alcohol “Drinking of Selectively Bred Rats,”
Alcohol 7:199-205, 1990.

77. McGue, M., Pickens,  R.W., and Svikis, D. S.,
“Sex and Age Effects on the Inheritance of
Alcohol Problems: A Twin Study,” Journal of
Abnormal Psychology 101:3-117,  1992.

78. Meller, W.H., Rinehart, R.R., Cadoret,  R.J,, et
al., Speciilc Familial Transmission in Substance
Abuse,” International Journal of Addiction
23:1029-1039,  1988.

79, Merikangas, K.R., ‘‘The Genetic Epidemiology
of Alcoholism,’ Psychological Medicine, 20: 11-
22, 1990.

80. Mirin, S.M., Weiss, R.D., Griffin, M.L., et al.,
“Psychopathology in Drug Abusers and Their
Families,” Comprehensive Pychiatry 32:36-51,
1991.

81. MoSS, H. B,, “Serotonergic Activity and Disin-
hibitory  Psychopathy in Alcoholism,” Medical
Hypnotism 23:353-361, 1987.

82. Moss, H. B., Yao, J.K., and Maddoclq  J. M.,
“Responses by Sons of Alcoholic Fathers to
Alcoholic and Placebo Drinks: Perceived Mood,
Intoxication, and Plasma Prolactin,”  AZcohoZ-
ism: Clinical and Experimental Research 13:
252-257, 1989.



. —

Chapter 4-Genetics 155

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

90.

91.

92.

93.

Moss, H. B., Yao, J. K,, and Panzi.k, G, L., “Sero-
tonergic Responsivity and Behavioral Dimens-
ions in Antisocial Personality Disorder With
Substance Abuse,” Biological Psychiatry 28:325-
338, 1990.
Murphy, J.M., McBride, W.J., Lumeng,  L., et al.,
“Regional Brain Levels of Monoamine in
Alcohol-Preferring and Nonpreferring  Lines of
Rats,’ ‘ Pharmacology, Biochemistry, and Be-
havior 16:145-149,  1982.
Murphy, J. M., McBride, W. J., Lumeng, L., et al.,
‘‘Alcohol Preference and Regional Brain Mono-
amine Contents of N/Nih Heterogeneous Stock
Rats,’ Alcohol  and Drug Research 7:33-39,
1986.
Murphy, J. M., McBride, W. J., Lumeng, L., et al.,
‘‘Contents of Monoamine in Forebrain Regions
of Alcohol-Preferring (P) and Nonpreferring
(NP) Lines of Rats,” Pharmacology, Biochemis-
try, and Behavior 26:389-392, 1987.
Nestler, E. J., “Molecular Mechanisms of Drug
Addiction,” The Journal of Neuroscience 12:
2439-2450, 1992.
Noble, E.P. Blum, K., Ritchie, T., et al., “Allelic
Association of the DQ Doparnine  Receptor Gene
with Receptor-Binding Characteristics in Alco-
holism,” Archives of General Psychiatry 48:648-
654, 1991.
O’Connor, S., Hesselbroc~  V., and Tasman, A.,
“Correlates of Increased Risk for Alcoholism in
Young Men,” Progress in Neuropsychophar-
rnacology and Biological Psychiatry 10:21 1-
218, 1986.

O’Connor,  S., Hesselbroclq  V., Tasman, A., et
al., “P3 Amplitudes in Two Distinct Tasks Are
Decreased in Young Men With a History of
Paternal Alcoholism, ’ AZcohoZ 4:323-
330, 1987.
Parsian, A., Tbdd, R. D., Devor, E. J., et al.,
“Alcoholism and Alleles of the Human Dz
Dopamine Receptor Locus,” Archives of Gen-
eral Psychiatry 48:655463,  1991.
Partanen, J., Bruun, K., and Markkanen, T.,
Inheritance of Drinking Behavior, Helsinki,
Finnish Foundation for Alcohol Studies, 1966.
Penick, E. C., Nickel, E.J., Powell, B.J., et al., ‘A
Comparison of Familial and Nonfamilial Alco-
holic Patients Without a Coexisting Psychiatric

94.

95.

%.

97.

98.

99.

100.

101.

102,

103.

Disorder,” Jownal of Studies on Alcoholism
51:443-447, 1990.
Pickens,  R.W., Svikis, D. S., McGue, M., et al.,
“Heterogeneity in the Inheritance of Alcohol-
ism,’ Archives of General Psychiatry 48:19-28,
1991.
Polich, J., and Bloom, F.E., “P300 and Alcohol
Consumption in Normals and Individuals at Risk
for Alcoholism. A preliminary Report,” Prog-
ress in Neuropsychopharma coiogy and Biologi-
cal P~chiatry  10:201-210,  1986.
Polich, J., and Bloom, F.E., “P300 From Nor-
mals and Adult Children of Alcoholics,” Alco-
hol 4:301405,  1987.
Polich, J., and Bloom, F.E., “Event-Related
Brain Potentials in Individuals at High and LQW
Risk for Developing Alcoholism: Failure to
Replicate,” Alcoholism: Clim”cal and Experi-
mental Research 12:368-373, 1988.
Polich, J., Haier,  R.J., Buchsbaum, M., et al.,
“Assessment of Young Men at Risk for Alcohol-
ism With P300 From a Visual Discrimination
Task” Journal of Stti”es  on Alcoholism 49:
186-190, 1988.
Poi.loclq V.E., “Meta-Analysis of Subjective
Sensitivity to Alcohol in Sons of Alcoholics,”
American Journal of Psychiatry 149:1534-1538,
1992.
Polloc~ V. E., GabrielIi, W. F., Mednic~  S. A., et
al., ‘EEG Identification of Subgroups of Men at
Risk for Alcoholism?” Psychiatn’c  Research
26:101-114, 1988.
polk~ V.E., Vobvka, J., GOOdWiIl, D.W., et
d., “me EEG After Alcohol Administration in
Men at Risk for Alcoholism,” Archives of
General Psychiatry 40:857-861,  1983.
Reich, T., Cloninger,  C.R., van Eerdewegh, P.,
et al., “SecularTrends in the Familial Transmis-
sion of Alcoholism,” Alcoholism: Clinical and
Experimental Research 12:458-464, 1988.
Reich, T., Rice, J., Cloninger,  C.R., et al., “The
Contribution of Affected Parents to the Pool of
Affected Individuals: Path Analysis of the Segre-
gation Distribution of Alcoholism,” L. Robins,
P. Clayton, and J. Wing (eds.),  SociaZ  Conse-
quences of Psychiatric Illness (New Yorlq NY:
Brunner/Mazel. 1980).



56 I Biological Components of Substance Abuse and Addiction

104. Regier, D. A., Farmer, M.E., Rae, D. S., et al.,
“Comorbidity  of Mental Disorders With Alco-
hol and Other Drug Abuse,” Journal of the
American Medical Association 264:2511-2518,
1990.

105. Rounsaville, B. J., Kosten,TR., Weissman, M.M.,
et al., “Psychiatric Disorders in Relatives of
Probands With Opiate Addiction,” Archives of
General Psychiatry 48:3342,  1991.

106. Roy, A., DeJong, J., Lamparski,  D., et al.,
“Mental Disorders Among Alcoholics: Rela-
tionship to Age of Onset and Cerebrospimd  Fluid
Neuropeptides,” Archives of General Psychiatry
48:423427,  1991.

107. Roy, A., Virkkunen,  M., and Lirmoila, M.,
“Reduced Central Serotonin  lbrnover  in a
Subgroup of Alcoholics?’ Progress in Neurop-
sychopharrnacology  and Biological Psychiatry
11:173-177,  1987.

108. Samson, H.H., Tolliver, G.A., Pfeffer, A. O., et
id., “H Ethanol Reinforcement in the Rat:
Effect of the Partial Inverse Benzodiazepine
Agonist RO 15-4513,” Pharmacology, Bio-
chemist~,  and Behavior 27:517-519, 1987.

109. Saunders, J. B., and Williams, R., “TheGenetics
of Alcoholism: Is There an Inherited Susceptibil-
ity to Alcohol-Related Problems?’ AZcohoZ  and
Alcoholism 18:189-217,  1983.

110. Schuckit, M.A., “Self-Rating of Alcohol Intoxi-
cation by Young Men With and Without Family
Histories of Alcoholism,’ Journal of Studz”es on
Alcoholism 41:242-249,  1980.

111. Schuckit, M.A., “Relationship Between the
Course of Primary Alcoholism in Men and
Family History,’ Journal of Studies on Alcohol-
ism 45:334-338, 1984.

112. Schuckit, M. A., “SubjectiveResponses to Alco-
hol in Sons of Alcoholics and Control Subjects,’
Archives of General Psychiatry 41:879-884,
1984.

113. Schuckit, M. A., “Biological Markers in Alco-
holism,” Progress in Neuropsychopharmacol-
ogy and Biological Psychiatry 10: 191-
199, 1986.

114. Schuckit, M.A., and Gold, E. O., “A Simulta-
neous Evaluation of Multiple Markers of Ethanol/
P~cebo Challenges in Sons of Alcoholics and

Controls, ’’Archives ofGeneral Psychiatry 45:21  1-
216, 1988.

115. Schuckit,  M.A., Gold, E., andRisch,  C., “Plasma
Cortisol Levels Following Ethanol in Sons of
Alcoholics and Controls,” Archives of General
Psychiatry 44:942-945,  1987.

116. Schuckit,  M.A., Gol~E.,  andRisch,  C., “Serum
Prolactin Levels in Sons of Alcoholics and
Control Subjects,” American Journal of Psychi-
a~ 144:854-859, 1987.

117. Schuckit,  M.A., Goodwin, D. A., and Winokur,
G., “A Study of Alcoholism in Half Siblings,”
American Journal of Psychiatry 128:122-126,
1972.

118. Schuckit, M.A., Risch, S. C., and Gold, E.O.,
“Alcohol Consumption, ACTH Ixwel, and Fami-
ly History of Alcoholism,” American JournaZ
of Psychiatry 145:1391-1395, 1988.

119, Schwab, S., Soyka, M., Niederecker, M., “Alle-
lic Association of Human Doparnine Dz-
Receptor DNA Polymorphism Ruled Out in 45
Alcoholics,” American Journal of Human Ge-
netics 49:203, 1991.

120. Scale, T. W., “Genetic DiiTerences  in Response
to Cocaine and Stimulant Drugs,” J.C. Crabbe,
Jr., and R.A., Harris (eds.),  The Genetic Basis of
Alcohol and Drug Actions (New York, NY:
Plenum Press, 1991).

121. Shibuya,  A., and Yoshi~A.,  “Frequencyofthe
Atypical Dehydrogenase-2 Gene (ALDH2/2)  in
Japanese and Caucasians,” AmericanJournal of
Human Genetics 43:741-743,  1988.

122. Shuster, L., “Genetics of Responses to Drugs of
Abuse,” The International Journal of Aalzlction
25:57-79, 1990.

123. Smith, B.R,Robi~J.,andAmit,Z.,  ’’Gabber-
gic Involvement in the Acquisition of Voluntary
Ethanol Intake in Laboratory Rats,’ AZcohoZand
Alcoholism 27:227-231,  1992.

124. Stefanini, E., Frau, M., Garau, M. G., et al.,
“Alcohol-Preferring Rats Have Fewer Dopa-
rnine Dz Receptors in the Limbic System,’
Alcohol and Alcoholism 27:127-130,  1992.

125. Steinhauer, S.R., Hill, S.Y, and Zubin, J.,
“Event-Related Potentials in Alcoholics and
Their First-Degree Relatives,” AlcohoZ 4:307-
314, 1987.



Chapter 4-Genetics 157

126. Suzdak,  P. D., Glowa,  J. R., Crawley,  J.N., et al.,
“A Selective Imidazobenzcxhaz“ epine Antago-
nist of Ethanol in the Rat,’ Science 234:
1243-1247, 1986.

127. Tarter, R. E., Alterrnan, A. I., and Edwards, K. L.,
“Vulnembility  to Alcoholism in Men: A Behavior-
Genetic Perspective,” Journal of Studies on
Alcoholism 46:329-356,  1985.

128. Tarter, R. E., and Edwards, K., “Psychological
Factors Associated With the Risk for Alcohol-
ism, ’ Alcoholism: Clinical and E~erimental
Research 12:471480,  1988.

129. Thomasson, H. R., Edenberg, H.J., Crabb, D.W.,
et al., “Alcohol and Aldehyde Dehydrogenase
Genotypes and Alcoholism in Chinese Men,”
American Journal of Human Genetics 48:677-
681, 1991,

130. Virkkunen,  M., and Linnoila, M., “Serotonin  in
Early Onset, Male Alcoholics With Violent
Behavior,’ Annals of Medicine 22:327-331,
1990.

131. Virkkunen,  M., Nuutila,  A., Goodwin, F.K., et
al., ‘Cerebrospinal  Fluid Monoamine Meta-
bolizes  in Male Arsonists,” Archives of General
Psychiatry 44:241-247,  1987.

132. Weiss, F., Hurd, YL., Ungerstedt,  U., et al.,
‘‘Neurochemical Correlates of Cocaine and Eth-

anol Self-Administration,” P.W. Kalivas, and
H.H. Samson (eds.), The Neurobiology of Drug
and Alcohol AaUiction, Annals of the Amen”can
Academy of Sciences 654:220-241,  1992.

133. Winokur, G., Reich, T, Rimmer, J., et al.,
“Alcoholism. III. Diagnosis and Familial Psy-
chiatric Illness in 259 Alcoholic Probands,”
Archives of General Psychiatry 23:104-111,
1970.

134. Wong, D.T, Threlkeld, P. G., Lumeng, L., et al.,
“Higher Density of Seroton.in 1-A Receptors in
the~PPoca’mPusandce~~  cortex of Al~ol-
Preferring Rats,” Life Sciences 46:231-235,
1990.

135. Yoshida, A., “Genetic Polymorphisms of Alco-
hol Metabolizing Enzymes and Their Signifi-
cance for Alcohol-Related Problems,” T.N.
Palmer (cd.), Alcoholism: A Molecular Perspec-
tive (New Yorlq NY: Plenum Press, 1991),

136. Yoshimoto,  K., and McBride, W.J., ‘‘Regulation
of Nucleus Accumbens  Doparnine  Release by
the Dorsal Raphe Nucleus in the Rat,” Neuro-
chemistry Research 17:401407, 1992.

137. Zhou, F.C,, Bledsoe,  S., Lumeng, L., et al.,
“Serotonergic  Immunostained Terminal Fibers
Are Lower in Selected Forebrain Areas of
Alcohol-Preferring Rats,” AZcohoZ 8:1-7,  1991.


