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Across sleep and wakefulness, brain function requires inter-neuronal interactions lasting
beyond seconds. Yet, most studies of neural circuit connectivity focus on millisecond-
scale interactions mediated by the classic fast transmitters, GABA and glutamate. In
contrast, neural circuit roles of the largest transmitter family in the brain–the slow-
acting peptide transmitters–remain relatively overlooked, or described as “modulatory.”
Neuropeptides may efficiently implement sustained neural circuit connectivity, since
they are not rapidly removed from the extracellular space, and their prolonged
action does not require continuous presynaptic firing. From this perspective, we
review actions of evolutionarily-conserved neuropeptides made by brain-wide-projecting
hypothalamic neurons, focusing on lateral hypothalamus (LH) neuropeptides essential
for stable consciousness: the orexins/hypocretins. Action potential-dependent orexin
release inside and outside the hypothalamus evokes slow postsynaptic excitation. This
excitation does not arise from modulation of classic neurotransmission, but involves
direct action of orexins on their specific G-protein coupled receptors (GPCRs) coupled to
ion channels. While millisecond-scale, GABA/glutamate connectivity within the LH may
not be strong, re-assessing LH microcircuits from the peptidergic viewpoint is consistent
with slow local microcircuits. The sustained actions of neuropeptides on neuronal
membrane potential may enable core brain functions, such as temporal integration
and the creation of lasting permissive signals that act as “eligibility traces” for context-
dependent information routing and plasticity. The slowness of neuropeptides has unique
advantages for efficient neuronal processing and feedback control of consciousness.
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FUNCTIONAL CIRCUIT CONNECTIVITY, FAST AND SLOW

In modern neuroscience textbooks, coverage of functional interactions between neurons and their
postsynaptic targets remains biased toward fast (millisecond-level on/off) interactions mediated
by small-molecule neurotransmitters such as ACh, GABA, and glutamate (Bear et al., 2015). This
is presumably due to the enduring influence of the insightful electrophysiological studies of fast
neurotransmission by giants of 20th century neuroscience, such as Bernard Katz and John Eccles,
which attracted a number of Nobel prizes.

While these fast interactions are undoubtedly one fundamental aspect of brain function,
most neurotransmitters in the brain do not operate on these rapid timescales. For example,
neuropeptides–which are the largest known class of neurotransmitters (>100)–alter postsynaptic
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neuronal activity at timescales more similar to typical behaviors
and important sensory associations, typically seconds to minutes
(Hokfelt et al., 2003; Burdakov, 2004; Salio et al., 2006; Burbach,
2011; Svensson et al., 2018).

These slower actions of neuropeptide transmitters are often
described as “modulatory.” This term is not clearly defined,
but implies a qualitative difference, or that the main role of
the peptides is to change the action of fast neurotransmitters
(van den Pol, 2012). However, at the level of neural circuit
functional connectivity and control of neuronal spiking, the
actions of at least some behaviorally-vital neuropeptides are
not conceptually different from fast transmitters: they are
simply slower.

The role of neuropeptides in behavioral control, and more
specifically, in sleep regulation and vigilance state switching, and
their impact on the sleep electroencephalogram has been long
known (Steiger and Holsboer, 1997). Instead of reviewing the
current knowledge of the role of those peptides in sleep and
sedation, we will focus on a few proof-of-concept examples to
illustrate their role in neural circuit connectivity–and therefore in
brain and behavioral states–beyond the merely modulatory roles
which they are often attributed.

As an illustration of this, consider the actions of the
prototypical fast transmitter glutamate vs. those of the
neuropeptide transmitter orexin/hypocretin (de Lecea et al.,
1998; Matsuki and Sakurai, 2008; Schöne et al., 2014). Both
are stored in vesicles located in presynaptic axonal terminals,
and released upon electrical stimulation of the axons (de Lecea
et al., 1998; Torrealba et al., 2003; Schöne and Burdakov,
2012; Schöne et al., 2014). Both bind to specific postsynaptic
receptors coupled, either directly or via cytosolic messengers,
to the opening of ion channels in the postsynaptic membrane
(Sakurai, 2007; Kukkonen and Leonard, 2014; Bear et al.,
2015). However, glutamate release is typically initiated very
rapidly, by one or a few presynaptic action potentials; its action
is also terminated similarly promptly by a combination of
extracellular diffusion and glutamate reuptake by neurons
and glia, resulting in a millisecond-level on/off dynamics for
ionotropic glutamate signals (Bear et al., 2015). In contrast,
orexin release seems to require more prolonged presynaptic
firing, and orexin-evoked postsynaptic depolarization can
persist for many seconds or even minutes, presumably due to
slow orexin diffusion and/or breakdown, no known reuptake
mechanisms, and the long half-lives of intracellular messengers
generated by orexin G-protein coupled receptors (GPCRs)
(Schöne et al., 2014).

Thus, functional neural circuits in the brain can be created
either by slowly-acting neurotransmitters such as neuropeptides,
or by fast-acting classic neurotransmitters. In the rest of this
short review, specific examples of neuropeptidergic brain circuits
will be presented from the above-mentioned perspective. Our
focus will be narrow and somewhat subjective, concentrating
on recent insights from studies of lateral hypothalamic
neuropeptidergic neurons linked to control of arousal and
vigilance state switching. However, some general concepts will
be proposed and experiments for probing them further will
be outlined.

BRAIN-WIDE PROJECTING
PEPTIDERGIC NEURONS OF THE
NON-NEUROENDOCRINE
HYPOTHALAMUS

Functionally-speaking, the hypothalamus is usually thought of
as comprising two parts: the endocrine hypothalamus consisting
of neurons controlling pituitary hormone release, and the
non-neuroendocrine hypothalamus, which represents most of
the hypothalamus in terms of volume and contains large
and heterogeneous neurons that mono-synaptically innervate
much of the brain (Peyron et al., 1998; Bittencourt, 2011;
Bear et al., 2015).

It is the latter, non-neuroendocrine, hypothalamus that is the
focus of this review. It is a complex confederation of neuronal
clusters (nuclei). Most of the non-neuroendocrine hypothalamic
neurons examined so far appear to synthesize and/or use classic
neurotransmitters such as GABA and glutamate (Atasoy et al.,
2012; Dicken et al., 2012; Schöne and Burdakov, 2012; Jego
et al., 2013; Romanov et al., 2017; Mickelsen et al., 2019).
In addition, most (if not all) hypothalamic neurons express
a peptide neurotransmitter. Many of these neuropeptides are
generally thought to be made only in the hypothalamus, for
example orexin, discussed in our earlier example, is made
exclusively by neurons of the lateral hypothalamus (LH) (de
Lecea et al., 1998; Sakurai et al., 1998). This makes hypothalamic
neuropeptidergic-producing neurons a very attractive “model
system” for studying the role of neuropeptide transmission
in brain-wide neural computation, brain state control, and
behavior. This is because, in contrast to brain-wide synthesized
transmitters such as glutamate, the origin of hypothalamus-
unique neuropeptide signals is always known. This solves a
major problem of interpretation in systems neuroscience, by
allowing neuropeptidergic influences to be interpreted with
precise knowledge of their normal origin. For example, if changes
in neuronal firing in a particular brain area are observed upon
exogenous application of orexin neuropeptide in brain slices,
specific hypotheses can be formulated about LH interactions with
these areas (Burdakov et al., 2003; van den Top et al., 2004;
Sakurai, 2007; Burdakov and Gonzalez, 2009; Belle et al., 2014;
Hay et al., 2014; Burdakov, 2020).

INFORMATION REPRESENTED BY LH
NEUROPEPTIDERGIC NEURONS

Here we choose once more the LH neuropeptide orexin to
exemplify some emerging concepts in neuropeptide-mediated
function and neuronal connectivity, given that the LH has been
long-known to be crucial for normal behavioral and brain state
control. Orexin neurons play a key role in sleep/wake regulation
(Inutsuka and Yamanaka, 2013) and a rather large body of
evidence supports their critical role in stabilizing behavioral
states (Chemelli et al., 1999; Lin et al., 1999; Hara et al., 2001;
Mochizuki et al., 2004; Ma et al., 2018). Importantly, the role
of orexin neurons in sleep/wake and behavioral state regulation
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has been shown to be primarily linked to orexin peptide release–
rather than their “classic” co-transmitters (Ma et al., 2018).
The peptide orexin A is itself wake promoting (Hagan et al.,
1999), an effect possibly mediated via the histaminergic system
(Huang et al., 2001).

Lateral hypothalamus lesions, either at crude anatomical level
or more recently at cell-type-specific level, produce profound
motor, cognitive, and sleep-wake abnormalities [reviewed in
Saper et al. (2005)]. Changes in LH neuron firing are sufficient
to generate diverse and profound behavioral and brain state
alterations, from sleep-wake switching to specific goal-directed
behaviors (Bernardis and Bellinger, 1996; Adamantidis et al.,
2007; Jego et al., 2013; Mahler et al., 2014; Stuber and Wise, 2016;
Blomeley et al., 2018). The firing of orexin neurons is generally
higher during wake (especially active waking) and lower during
sleep (Lee et al., 2005). Their stimulation increases the probability
for mice to transition from sleep to wakefulness (Adamantidis
et al., 2007; Carter et al., 2009), while their inhibition during the
inactive (light) phase has the opposite effect in mice, promoting
NREM sleep (Tsunematsu et al., 2011). Specific lesions of LH
orexin neurons, such as orexin peptide knockout or orexin cell
ablation, can substantially alter normal timing of vigilance state
transitions in response to external context (narcolepsy) (Lin
et al., 1999; Ma et al., 2018), demonstrating the critical role of
orexin for moment-to-moment sensorimotor control (Chemelli
et al., 1999; Hara et al., 2001; Karnani et al., 2020). This crucial
role in vigilance state regulation is further supported by the
fact that orexin neurons send excitatory inputs to all known
wake-promoting brain regions (Scammell et al., 2017).

In vivo, the changes in LH orexin neuron firing rate can occur
both rapidly and slowly, and alter behaviors either quickly (sub-
second) or slowly (minutes to hours) (Adamantidis et al., 2007;
Karnani et al., 2019). The slow changes in activity of orexin
neurons are thought to represent changes in the internal body
state. The LH is historically known as a glucose-sensing brain
area (Oomura et al., 1969). LH glucose-sensing has more recently
been mapped onto neurochemical cell types, such as orexin and
melanin-concentrating hormone (MCH) neurons (Yamanaka
et al., 2003; Burdakov et al., 2005; Gonzalez et al., 2008; Karnani
et al., 2011; Venner et al., 2011). The LH also contains cellular
and molecular sensing pathways for numerous other indicators of
body state, including hormones such as leptin and ghrelin, as well
as dietary amino acids (Yamanaka et al., 2003; Leinninger et al.,
2009; Karnani et al., 2011; Lam et al., 2011; Burdakov et al., 2013).
In addition to nutrients and hormones, orexin neurons also sense
acid and CO2 levels, which may assist in respiratory control
(Williams et al., 2007; Williams and Burdakov, 2008; Sunanaga
et al., 2009). These inputs usually change LH neural firing on
slow timescales, from seconds to minutes (e.g., Yamanaka et al.,
2003; Williams et al., 2008). In contrast, external sensory inputs
such as sound and light can alter orexin cell firing on subsecond
timescales, presumably via direct synaptic inputs that orexin
neurons receive from the rest of the brain (Mileykovskiy et al.,
2005; Gonzalez et al., 2016; Karnani et al., 2020).

Lateral hypothalamus orexin cell firing may thus
communicate a combined representation of fast and slow
sensory variables. The consequent control of fast and slow

behaviors and brain state transitions by orexin neurons has been
recently reviewed elsewhere (Kosse et al., 2015; Herrera et al.,
2017; Burdakov, 2019, 2020; Adamantidis et al., 2020). Below,
we focus on circuit effects of endogenous orexin peptide release
that may lie between orexin cell firing and behaviors or brain
state transitions.

OREXINERGIC VS. GLUTAMATERGIC
REPRESENTATIONS OF OREXIN CELL
FIRING IN DOWNSTREAM NEURONS

Orexin neurons co-express several neurotransmitters in
addition to orexins, such as the fast transmitter glutamate
and the neuropeptide dynorphin (Chou et al., 2001; Schöne
and Burdakov, 2012). Upon selective optogenetic stimulation
of orexin neurons, the membrane potential responses of
postsynaptic neurons have been analyzed using brain slice
patch-clamp recordings in several brain regions.

Inside the hypothalamus, the neural circuit between LH orexin
and tuberomammillary histamine neurons has been examined.
During constant-frequency optogenetic stimulation of orexin
cells, histamine cell firing did not follow the temporal pattern
of orexin cell stimulation (i.e., a square wave), but responded
with a temporal dynamics reminiscent of the sum of a first order
derivative and an integral of the presynaptic orexin cell activity
(Schöne et al., 2014; Figure 1A). Pharmacological dissection
of these responses indicated that glutamate mediated only the
initial transient component of the postsynaptic response, with
glutamate transmission seemingly “running out of steam” after
a couple of seconds of sustained orexin cell firing. In turn,
the integrative sustained component of the responses, which
accounted for most downstream spikes in the orexin→histamine
circuit, was mediated by orexin neuropeptide transmission,
specifically by orexin type-2 GPCRs (Schöne et al., 2014).
Pharmacological blockade of glutamate-driven spiking did not
affect orexin-driven spiking and vice versa, suggesting that
each co-transmitter acts in an isolated manner, without orexin-
glutamate cross-modulation. This ability of orexin and glutamate
to translate distinct features of orexin cell firing activity into
sustained integrative, and transient derivative-like responses,
respectively, illustrates how neuropeptides can create functional
slow neural circuits that are operationally distinct from classic
fast neural circuits. The integral-like nature of orexin-induced
postsynaptic firing has been compared to integral feedback
control signals, which are likely to be essential for stable feedback
control of brain states (Kosse and Burdakov, 2014; Schone and
Burdakov, 2017).

In several other hypothalamic regions, orexin-induced
postsynaptic excitatory responses have also been reported,
although they were created by exogenous application of orexin to
brain slices rather than by endogenous orexin neurotransmission
as in the above-described study (Follwell and Ferguson, 2002;
Burdakov, 2004; van den Top et al., 2004; Sakurai, 2007).
Interestingly, in some cases, only weak or non-existent “classic”
(i.e., fast glutamatergic or GABAergic) orexin→target circuit
connectivity was found in targets that display robust responses
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FIGURE 1 | Optogenetic evidence for neuropeptide-mediated neural circuit connectivity. (A) Hypothalamic orexin neuron (OHN) → histamine neuron (HAN) circuit.
Top left, example of HAN firing response to optogenetic stimulation of OHNs (blue bar), in the presence and absence of orexin receptor blockers (TCS/SB = OX1 and
OX2 receptor antagonists SB334867 and TCS-OX2-29). Top right, the same data plotted across many trials, illustrating glutamate (green) and orexin (red) circuit
connectivity (AP/s = action potentials per second). Bottom, a conceptualization of the orexin and glutamate transmission as integral-like and derivative-like parallel
signals. Source: Schöne et al., 2014. (B) Circuit between hypothalamic orexin neurons and accumbal D2 neurons. Stimulation of orexin cell axons (blue bar) creates
orexin-receptor-blockade-sensitive excitation in the postsynaptic D2 neurons (left column, membrane potential recordings; right column, membrane current
recordings). Source: Blomeley et al., 2018. (C) Circuit between hypothalamic orexin neurons and LC noradrenaline neurons, in the presence and absence of
glutamate (CNQX = AMPA receptor blocker) and orexin (SB = SB334867 orexin receptor blocker) receptor transmission. Adapted from Sears et al., 2013.

to exogenous orexin. One of such targets is LH GAD65 neurons,
which are robustly excited by orexin and are required for
generating normal locomotion in mice (Kosse et al., 2017).
This example is interesting, because based on traditional
“gold standard” connectivity mapping–i.e., simultaneous pre-
and postsynaptic patch-clamp recordings or channelrhodopsin-
assisted circuit mapping which focus on fast connectivity
and ignore slow connectivity–it would be concluded that the
orexin→GAD65 LH microcircuit does not exist (Burdakov and
Karnani, 2020). Yet, when examined from a neuropeptidergic
perspective, the LH GAD65 neurons display robust machinery
for strong orexin→GAD65 neuropeptidergic coupling, which

appears important for activation of LH GAD65 neurons in vivo
(Kosse et al., 2017).

Outside the hypothalamus, there is also considerable evidence
that neuroexcitatory orexin transmission forms functional
peptidergic circuits. One example is the recently described circuit
between orexin neurons and dopamine-inhibited D2 receptor-
expressing medium spiny neurons of the nucleus accumbens
shell (Blomeley et al., 2018). Optogenetic excitation of orexin
neurons creates depolarization waves in these D2 neurons,
and these waves are blocked by orexin receptor antagonists
demonstrating a functional LHorexin→NAcD2 neuropeptidergic
circuit (Figure 1B). This circuit is proposed to control
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NAc-dependent action-selection, in particular risk taking, based
on orexin cell activity (Blomeley et al., 2018). In contrast to
the strong effects of endogenously-released orexin, glutamatergic
transmission in the same circuit appears rather weak (Blomeley
et al., 2018). Similar neuropeptide-mediated circuits, albeit with a
stronger glutamatergic component, have been reported between
orexin neurons and locus coeruleus neurons (Sears et al., 2013;
Figure 1C).

From such studies, it can be concluded that orexin
neuropeptide transmission is able to create functional intra- and
extra-hypothalamic neural circuits in its own right, beyond a
mere modulation of fast neurotransmitters.

HOW UNIQUE ARE NEUROPEPTIDES IN
THE SLOWNESS OF THEIR ACTIONS?

Describing transmitters as fast and slow is a concise way to
capture their important operational characteristics. Yet, the
dichotomy between fast and slow transmitters can also be viewed
as somewhat artificial. Canonical “fast” transmitters, such as
GABA/glutamate, also have “slow” receptors (typically GPCRs)
that exert well-characterized long-lasting effects on neuronal
function (Bormann, 2000; Niswender and Conn, 2010). Non-
neuropeptide, intermediate-sized transmitters such as amines
and acetylcholine also act on a plethora of neuronal GPCRs
coupled, among other effectors, to plasmalemmal ion channels
and thus to membrane excitability (Bear et al., 2015). Since non-
neuropeptide transmitters are capable of slow and lasting control
of neuronal excitability via such mechanisms, one may justifiably
ask: Why does the brain need neuropeptides? What is unique
about neuropeptides that other transmitters cannot achieve?

The resources invested by the brain into making
neuropeptides (transcription, translation, and trafficking)
are presumably not trivial. Thus, it is tempting to speculate
that the 100 + neuropeptides in the brain play some unique
functions, and did not evolve solely to serve as a “redundant
safeguard” should something go awry with the other transmitters
(or as convenient molecular markers for neuroscientists).
We speculate that their unique function does not arise at the
receptor level, since, as alluded above, other transmitters have
similar types of receptors, namely GPCRs linked to long-lasting
postsynaptic effects. It could, instead, stem from what happens to
neuropeptides in the extracellular space, during the time between
release and receptor binding. Unlike other neurotransmitters,
which are rapidly cleared from the extracellular space by uptake
into neurons and glia by specialized membrane transporters
(Bear et al., 2015), neuropeptides have no known specific
clearance mechanisms. Neuropeptide diffusion from their release
sites will also be slower than the other transmitters, due to
their larger size. While there is little quantitative information
yet about how far neuropeptides spread from their natural
release sites in different brain areas, and how long they stay
in the extracellular space following release, we speculate that
the spatiotemporal scales involved are likely to be longer
than for other neurotransmitters. This may contribute to the
unique reasons why neuropeptides have evolved among other

transmitters. Alternatively, or in addition, these unique reasons
could relate to certain advantages of neuropeptides for evolution
itself. The 1 gene/1 (prepro)peptide encoding relationship of
peptides vs. the enzymatic multistep synthetic pathways of other
neurotransmitters might offer the evolutionary advantage of
single gene duplication for generation of new neuronal identities.

EMERGING CONCEPTS AND FUTURE
DIRECTIONS

In order to gain a broader understanding of functional neural
circuits, we propose that neuropeptide-mediated postsynaptic
signals should be routinely analyzed alongside the classic small-
molecule neurotransmitters in circuit connectivity screens. While
such broader analysis is becoming commonplace in functional
dissections of hypothalamic circuits, it is still relatively unusual in
other neural circuits, e.g., in cerebral cortex where neuropeptides
such as NPY and somatostatin are also abundantly expressed
(Karnani et al., 2016). Thanks to the current genetic tools,
studies are able to focus on neuronal populations that express
a given neuropeptide. And yet, in most cases, the exact role
of the neuropeptidergic release vs. that of the co-released
classic neurotransmitter(s) is rarely unraveled. For example,
the role of galaninergic neurons in sleep regulation has been
rather extensively studied, in particular the sleep-promoting role
of galanin-expressing GABAergic neurons of the ventrolateral
preoptic area (Steiger and Holsboer, 1997; Sherin et al., 1998).
A more recent study also showed that galaninergic neurons of
the dorsomedial hypothalamus can be divided into two distinctly-
projecting subsets: one suppressed during REM sleep and whose
activation promotes NREM sleep and opposes REM sleep, the
other with exact opposite patterns and effects (Chen et al., 2018).
But these studies fail to clarify which of GABA or galanin–that
these neurons co-express–mediates the reported effect on sleep
regulation (Sherin et al., 1998; Chen et al., 2018). Thus, expanding
circuit connectivity screens to neuropeptides and their specific
actions may shed light on the mechanisms through which neural
circuits solve the challenging task of exerting stable control over
the brain and body in a rapidly changing world (Kosse and
Burdakov, 2014).

Several emerging features of peptidergic neurotransmission
should be kept in mind while probing neuropeptidergic
connectivity of a neural circuit. First, there may be a presynaptic
frequency threshold for neuropeptide release that is higher than
that for small transmitters such as GABA or glutamate (Verhage
et al., 1991; Schöne et al., 2014). It is therefore important to
screen a range of presynaptic frequencies. Second, neuropeptide
release and/or action seems to build-up slowly during steady
presynaptic stimulation, and also decays slowly, sometimes over
many seconds, rather than a few milliseconds as in the case
of glutamate or GABA fast transmission (Schöne et al., 2014;
Blomeley et al., 2018). It is therefore important to screen the
effects of prolonged presynaptic firing trains (especially where
prolonged firing is normally displayed by the presynaptic neurons
in vivo), and to allow sufficient time for the postsynaptic response
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to appear. Third, while the above-chosen example of orexin
illustrates how it directly creates postsynaptic excitation, this is
not the case of all neuropeptides. Even within the LH, the MCH
neuropeptide, which is made by neurons intermixed with (but
distinct from) orexin neurons, does not appear to have direct
effects on postsynaptic membrane potential but rather seems to
act by altering GABA or glutamate signaling, which could supply
a lasting permissive signal [akin to an eligibility trace (Gerstner
et al., 2018)] for creating or erasing certain kinds of memory
(Adamantidis and de Lecea, 2009; Izawa et al., 2019; Kosse and
Burdakov, 2019; Burdakov and Peleg-Raibstein, 2020; Concetti
et al., 2020). Thus, “modulatory” actions of neuropeptides should
continue to be examined, even though some neuropeptides such
as orexin do not require them to form functional neural circuits.

In summary, the ability of neuropeptidergic postsynaptic
effects to substantially outlast presynaptic firing may bind

together fast and slow brain functions in a way that cannot be
achieved by fast transmitters alone. Slow on/off neuropeptide
signals may thus enable core brain functions, such as creating
temporal eligibility traces for memory formation and information
routing. Neuropeptides that directly affect the firing of
postsynaptic neurons can, in addition, create functional neural
circuits able to perform control-relevant computations such as
signal integration. This gives peptidergic neural circuits unique
advantages for efficient neuronal processing and feedback control
of consciousness.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

DB and MG wrote this review. Both authors contributed to the
article and approved the submitted version.

REFERENCES
Adamantidis, A., and de Lecea, L. (2009). A role for melanin-concentrating

hormone in learning and memory. Peptides 30, 2066–2070. doi: 10.1016/j.
peptides.2009.06.024

Adamantidis, A. R., Schmidt, M. H., Carter, M. E., Burdakov, D., Peyron, C., and
Scammell, T. E. (2020). A circuit perspective on narcolepsy. Sleep 43:zsz296.
doi: 10.1093/sleep/zsz296

Adamantidis, A. R., Zhang, F., Aravanis, A. M., Deisseroth, K., and De Lecea,
L. (2007). Neural substrates of awakening probed with optogenetic control of
hypocretin neurons. Nature 450, 420–424. doi: 10.1038/nature06310

Atasoy, D., Betley, J. N., Su, H. H., and Sternson, S. M. (2012). Deconstruction of a
neural circuit for hunger. Nature 488, 172–177. doi: 10.1038/nature11270

Bear, M. F., Connors, B. W., and Paradiso, M. A. (2015). Neuroscience: Exploring
the Brain. Boston, MA: Jones & Barlett Pub Inc.

Belle, M. D., Hughes, A. T., Bechtold, D. A., Cunningham, P., Pierucci, M.,
Burdakov, D., et al. (2014). Acute suppressive and long-term phase modulation
actions of orexin on the mammalian circadian clock. J. Neurosci. 34, 3607–3621.
doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3388-13.2014

Bernardis, L. L., and Bellinger, L. L. (1996). The lateral hypothalamic area revisited:
ingestive behavior. Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 20, 189–287. doi: 10.1016/0149-
7634(95)00015-1

Bittencourt, J. C. (2011). Anatomical organization of the melanin-concentrating
hormone peptide family in the mammalian brain. Gen. Comp. Endocrinol. 172,
185–197. doi: 10.1016/j.ygcen.2011.03.028

Blomeley, C., Garau, C., and Burdakov, D. (2018). Accumbal D2 cells orchestrate
innate risk-avoidance according to orexin signals. Nat. Neurosci. 21, 29–32.
doi: 10.1038/s41593-017-0023-y

Bormann, J. (2000). The ‘ABC’ of GABA receptors. Trends Pharmacol. Sci. 21,
16–19. doi: 10.1016/S0165-6147(99)01413-3

Burbach, J. (2011). What are neuropeptides? Methods Mol. Biol. 789, 1–36. doi:
10.1007/978-1-61779-310-3_1

Burdakov, D. (2004). Electrical signaling in central orexin/hypocretin circuits:
tuning arousal and appetite to fit the environment. Neuroscientist 10, 286–291.
doi: 10.1177/1073858404263597

Burdakov, D. (2019). Reactive and predictive homeostasis: roles of
orexin/hypocretin neurons. Neuropharmacology 154, 61–67. doi:
10.1016/j.neuropharm.2018.10.024

Burdakov, D. (2020). How orexin signals bias action: Hypothalamic and accumbal
circuits. Brain Res. 1731:145943. doi: 10.1016/j.brainres.2018.09.011

Burdakov, D., Gerasimenko, O., and Verkhratsky, A. (2005). Physiological changes
in glucose differentially modulate the excitability of hypothalamic melanin-
concentrating hormone and orexin neurons in situ. J. Neurosci. 25, 2429–2433.
doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4925-04.2005

Burdakov, D., and Gonzalez, J. A. (2009). Physiological functions of glucose-
inhibited neurones. Acta Physiol. (Oxf.) 195, 71–78. doi: 10.1111/j.1748-1716.
2008.01922.x

Burdakov, D., and Karnani, M. M. (2020). Ultra-sparse connectivity within the
lateral hypothalamus. Curr. Biol. 30, 4063.e–4070.e2. doi: 10.1016/j.cub.2020.
07.061

Burdakov, D., Karnani, M. M., and Gonzalez, A. (2013). Lateral hypothalamus as
a sensor-regulator in respiratory and metabolic control. Physiol. Behav. 121,
117–124. doi: 10.1016/j.physbeh.2013.03.023

Burdakov, D., Liss, B., and Ashcroft, F. M. (2003). Orexin excites GABAergic
neurons of the arcuate nucleus by activating the sodium–calcium
exchanger. J. Neurosci. 23, 4951–4957. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.23-12-049
51.2003

Burdakov, D., and Peleg-Raibstein, D. (2020). The hypothalamus as a primary
coordinator of memory updating. Physiol. Behav. 223:112988. doi: 10.1016/j.
physbeh.2020.112988

Carter, M. E., Adamantidis, A., Ohtsu, H., Deisseroth, K., and De Lecea, L. (2009).
Sleep homeostasis modulates hypocretin-mediated sleep-to-wake transitions.
J. Neurosci. 29, 10939–10949. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1205-09.2009

Chemelli, R. M., Willie, J. T., Sinton, C. M., Elmquist, J. K., Scammell, T., Lee, C.,
et al. (1999). Narcolepsy in orexin knockout mice: molecular genetics of sleep
regulation. Cell 98, 437–451. doi: 10.1016/S0092-8674(00)81973-X

Chen, K. S., Xu, M., Zhang, Z., Chang, W. C., Gaj, T., Schaffer, D. V., et al. (2018). A
hypothalamic switch for REM and Non-REM sleep. Neuron 97, 1168–1176.e4.
doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2018.02.005

Chou, T. C., Lee, C. E., Lu, J., Elmquist, J. K., Hara, J., Willie, J. T., et al. (2001).
Orexin (hypocretin) neurons contain dynorphin. J. Neurosci. 21:RC168. doi:
10.1523/JNEUROSCI.21-19-j0003.2001

Concetti, C., Bracey, E. F., Peleg-Raibstein, D., and Burdakov, D. (2020). Control
of fear extinction by hypothalamic melanin-concentrating hormone-expressing
neurons. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 117, 22514–22521. doi: 10.1073/pnas.
2007993117

de Lecea, L., Kilduff, T. S., Peyron, C., Gao, X., Foye, P. E., Danielson, P. E., et al.
(1998). The hypocretins: hypothalamus-specific peptides with neuroexcitatory
activity. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 95, 322–327. doi: 10.1073/pnas.95.
1.322

Dicken, M. S., Tooker, R. E., and Hentges, S. T. (2012). Regulation of GABA
and glutamate release from proopiomelanocortin neuron terminals in intact
hypothalamic networks. J. Neurosci. 32, 4042–4048. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.
6032-11.2012

Follwell, M. J., and Ferguson, A. V. (2002). Cellular mechanisms of orexin actions
on paraventricular nucleus neurones in rat hypothalamus. J. Physiol. 545,
855–867. doi: 10.1113/jphysiol.2002.030049

Gerstner, W., Lehmann, M., Liakoni, V., Corneil, D., and Brea, J. (2018).
Eligibility traces and plasticity on behavioral time scales: experimental support
of neohebbian three-factor learning rules. Front. Neural Circuits 12:53. doi:
10.3389/fncir.2018.00053

Gonzalez, J. A., Iordanidou, P., Strom, M., Adamantidis, A., and Burdakov, D.
(2016). Awake dynamics and brain-wide direct inputs of hypothalamic MCH
and orexin networks. Nat. Commun. 7:11395. doi: 10.1038/ncomms11395

Frontiers in Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 6 March 2021 | Volume 15 | Article 644313

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.peptides.2009.06.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.peptides.2009.06.024
https://doi.org/10.1093/sleep/zsz296
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature06310
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11270
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3388-13.2014
https://doi.org/10.1016/0149-7634(95)00015-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0149-7634(95)00015-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ygcen.2011.03.028
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41593-017-0023-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0165-6147(99)01413-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-61779-310-3_1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-61779-310-3_1
https://doi.org/10.1177/1073858404263597
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropharm.2018.10.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropharm.2018.10.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainres.2018.09.011
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4925-04.2005
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1748-1716.2008.01922.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1748-1716.2008.01922.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2020.07.061
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2020.07.061
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2013.03.023
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.23-12-04951.2003
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.23-12-04951.2003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2020.112988
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2020.112988
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1205-09.2009
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(00)81973-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2018.02.005
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.21-19-j0003.2001
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.21-19-j0003.2001
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2007993117
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2007993117
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.95.1.322
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.95.1.322
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.6032-11.2012
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.6032-11.2012
https://doi.org/10.1113/jphysiol.2002.030049
https://doi.org/10.3389/fncir.2018.00053
https://doi.org/10.3389/fncir.2018.00053
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms11395
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neuroscience
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neuroscience#articles


fnins-15-644313 March 7, 2021 Time: 16:22 # 7

Guillaumin and Burdakov Neuropeptides Form Brain Circuits

Gonzalez, J. A., Jensen, L. T., Fugger, L., and Burdakov, D. (2008). Metabolism-
independent sugar sensing in central orexin neurons. Diabetes 57, 2569–2576.
doi: 10.2337/db08-0548

Hagan, J. J., Leslie, R. A., Patel, S., Evans, M. L., Wattam, T. A., Holmes, S., et al.
(1999). Orexin A activates locus coeruleus cell firing and increases arousal in
the rat. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 96, 10911–10916. doi: 10.1073/pnas.96.19.
10911

Hara, J., Beuckmann, C. T., Nambu, T., Willie, J. T., Chemelli, R. M., Sinton, C. M.,
et al. (2001). Genetic ablation of orexin neurons in mice results in narcolepsy,
hypophagia, and obesity. Neuron 30, 345–354. doi: 10.1016/S0896-6273(01)
00293-8

Hay, Y. A., Andjelic, S., Badr, S., and Lambolez, B. (2014). Orexin-dependent
activation of layer VIb enhances cortical network activity and integration of
non-specific thalamocortical inputs. Brain Struct. Funct. 220, 3497–3512. doi:
10.1007/s00429-014-0869-7

Herrera, C. G., Ponomarenko, A., Korotkova, T., Burdakov, D., and Adamantidis,
A. (2017). Sleep & metabolism: the multitasking ability of lateral hypothalamic
inhibitory circuitries. Front. Neuroendocrinol. 44, 27–34. doi: 10.1016/j.yfrne.
2016.11.002

Hokfelt, T., Bartfai, T., and Bloom, F. (2003). Neuropeptides: opportunities for
drug discovery. Lancet Neurol 2, 463–472. doi: 10.1016/S1474-4422(03)00
482-4

Huang, Z. L., Qu, W. M., Li, W. D., Mochizuki, T., Eguchi, N., Watanabe,
T., et al. (2001). Arousal effect of orexin A depends on activation of the
histaminergic system. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 98, 9965–9970. doi: 10.1073/
pnas.181330998

Inutsuka, A., and Yamanaka, A. (2013). The regulation of sleep and wakefulness
by the hypothalamic neuropeptide orexin/hypocretin. Nagoya J. Med. Sci. 75,
29–36.

Izawa, S., Chowdhury, S., Miyazaki, T., Mukai, Y., Ono, D., Inoue, R., et al. (2019).
REM sleep-active MCH neurons are involved in forgetting hippocampus-
dependent memories. Science 365, 1308–1313. doi: 10.1126/science.aax9238

Jego, S., Glasgow, S. D., Herrera, C. G., Ekstrand, M., Reed, S. J., Boyce, R., et al.
(2013). Optogenetic identification of a rapid eye movement sleep modulatory
circuit in the hypothalamus. Nat. Neurosci. 16, 1637–1643. doi: 10.1038/nn.
3522

Karnani, M. M., Apergis-Schoute, J., Adamantidis, A., Jensen, L. T., De Lecea, L.,
Fugger, L., et al. (2011). Activation of central orexin/hypocretin neurons by
dietary amino acids. Neuron 72, 616–629. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2011.08.027

Karnani, M. M., Jackson, J., Ayzenshtat, I., Tucciarone, J., Manoocheri, K.,
Snider, W. G., et al. (2016). Cooperative subnetworks of molecularly similar
interneurons in mouse neocortex. Neuron 90, 86–100. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.
2016.02.037

Karnani, M. M., Schöne, C., Bracey, E. F., González, J. A., Viskaitis, P.,
Adamantidis, A., et al. (2019). Rapid sensory integration in orexin neurons
governs probability of future movements. bioRxiv [Preprint]. doi: 10.1101/
620096

Karnani, M. M., Schone, C., Bracey, E. F., Gonzalez, J. A., Viskaitis, P., Li, H. T.,
et al. (2020). Role of spontaneous and sensory orexin network dynamics in rapid
locomotion initiation. Prog. Neurobiol. 187:101771. doi: 10.1016/j.pneurobio.
2020.101771

Kosse, C., and Burdakov, D. (2014). A unifying computational framework for
stability and flexibility of arousal. Front. Syst. Neurosci. 8:192. doi: 10.3389/
fnsys.2014.00192

Kosse, C., and Burdakov, D. (2019). Natural hypothalamic circuit dynamics
underlying object memorization. Nat. Commun. 10:2505. doi: 10.1038/s41467-
019-10484-7

Kosse, C., Gonzalez, A., and Burdakov, D. (2015). Predictive models of glucose
control: roles for glucose-sensing neurones. Acta Physiol. (Oxf.) 231, 7–18.
doi: 10.1111/apha.12360

Kosse, C., Schone, C., Bracey, E., and Burdakov, D. (2017). Orexin-driven GAD65
network of the lateral hypothalamus sets physical activity in mice. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 114, 4525–4530. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1619700114

Kukkonen, J. P., and Leonard, C. S. (2014). Orexin/hypocretin receptor signalling
cascades. Br. J. Pharmacol. 171, 314–331. doi: 10.1111/bph.12324

Lam, D. D., Leinninger, G. M., Louis, G. W., Garfield, A. S., Marston, O. J., Leshan,
R. L., et al. (2011). Leptin does not directly affect CNS serotonin neurons to
influence appetite. Cell Metab. 13, 584–591. doi: 10.1016/j.cmet.2011.03.016

Lee, M. G., Hassani, O. K., and Jones, B. E. (2005). Discharge of identified
orexin/hypocretin neurons across the sleep-waking cycle. J. Neurosci. 25, 6716–
6720. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1887-05.2005

Leinninger, G. M., Jo, Y. H., Leshan, R. L., Louis, G. W., Yang, H., Barrera, J. G., et al.
(2009). Leptin acts via leptin receptor-expressing lateral hypothalamic neurons
to modulate the mesolimbic dopamine system and suppress feeding. Cell Metab.
10, 89–98. doi: 10.1016/j.cmet.2009.06.011

Lin, L., Faraco, J., Li, R., Kadotani, H., Rogers, W., Lin, X., et al. (1999). The sleep
disorder canine narcolepsy is caused by a mutation in the hypocretin (orexin)
receptor 2 gene. Cell 98, 365–376. doi: 10.1016/S0092-8674(00)81965-0

Ma, S., Hangya, B., Leonard, C. S., Wisden, W., and Gundlach, A. L. (2018).
Dual-transmitter systems regulating arousal, attention, learning and memory.
Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 85, 21–33. doi: 10.1016/j.neubiorev.2017.07.009

Mahler, S. V., Moorman, D. E., Smith, R. J., James, M. H., and Aston-Jones,
G. (2014). Motivational activation: a unifying hypothesis of orexin/hypocretin
function. Nat. Neurosci. 17, 1298–1303. doi: 10.1038/nn.3810

Matsuki, T., and Sakurai, T. (2008). Orexins and orexin receptors: from molecules
to integrative physiology. Results Probl. Cell Differ. 46, 27–55. doi: 10.1007/400_
2007_047

Mickelsen, L. E., Bolisetty, M., Chimileski, B. R., Fujita, A., Beltrami, E. J., Costanzo,
J. T., et al. (2019). Single-cell transcriptomic analysis of the lateral hypothalamic
area reveals molecularly distinct populations of inhibitory and excitatory
neurons. Nat. Neurosci. 22, 642–656. doi: 10.1038/s41593-019-0349-8

Mileykovskiy, B. Y., Kiyashchenko, L. I., and Siegel, J. M. (2005). Behavioral
correlates of activity in identified hypocretin/orexin neurons. Neuron 46, 787–
798. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2005.04.035

Mochizuki, T., Crocker, A., Mccormack, S., Yanagisawa, M., Sakurai, T., and
Scammell, T. E. (2004). Behavioral state instability in orexin knock-out mice.
J. Neurosci. 24, 6291–6300. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0586-04.2004

Niswender, C. M., and Conn, P. J. (2010). Metabotropic glutamate receptors:
physiology, pharmacology, and disease. Annu. Rev. Pharmacol. Toxicol. 50,
295–322. doi: 10.1146/annurev.pharmtox.011008.145533

Oomura, Y., Ono, T., Ooyama, H., and Wayner, M. J. (1969). Glucose and
osmosensitive neurones of the rat hypothalamus. Nature 222, 282–284. doi:
10.1038/222282a0

Peyron, C., Tighe, D. K., Van Den Pol, A. N., De Lecea, L., Heller, H. C., Sutcliffe,
J. G., et al. (1998). Neurons containing hypocretin (orexin) project to multiple
neuronal systems. J. Neurosci. 18, 9996–10015. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.18-
23-09996.1998

Romanov, R. A., Zeisel, A., Bakker, J., Girach, F., Hellysaz, A., Tomer, R., et al.
(2017). Molecular interrogation of hypothalamic organization reveals distinct
dopamine neuronal subtypes. Nat. Neurosci. 20, 176–188. doi: 10.1038/nn.4462

Sakurai, T. (2007). The neural circuit of orexin (hypocretin): maintaining sleep and
wakefulness. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 8, 171–181. doi: 10.1038/nrn2092

Sakurai, T., Amemiya, A., Ishii, M., Matsuzaki, I., Chemelli, R. M., Tanaka, H., et al.
(1998). Orexins and orexin receptors: a family of hypothalamic neuropeptides
and G protein-coupled receptors that regulate feeding behavior. Cell 92, 573–
585. doi: 10.1016/S0092-8674(00)80949-6

Salio, C., Lossi, L., Ferrini, F., and Merighi, A. (2006). Neuropeptides as synaptic
transmitters. Cell Tissue Res. 326, 583–598. doi: 10.1007/s00441-006-0268-3

Saper, C. B., Scammell, T. E., and Lu, J. (2005). Hypothalamic regulation of sleep
and circadian rhythms. Nature 437, 1257–1263. doi: 10.1038/nature04284

Scammell, T. E., Arrigoni, E., and Lipton, J. O. (2017). Neural circuitry of
wakefulness and sleep. Neuron 93, 747–765. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2017.01.014

Schöne, C., Apergis-Schoute, J., Sakurai, T., Adamantidis, A., and Burdakov, D.
(2014). Coreleased orexin and glutamate evoke nonredundant spike outputs
and computations in histamine neurons. Cell Rep. 7, 697–704. doi: 10.1016/
j.celrep.2014.03.055

Schöne, C., and Burdakov, D. (2012). Glutamate and GABA as rapid effectors of
hypothalamic “peptidergic” neurons. Front. Behav. Neurosci. 6:81. doi: 10.3389/
fnbeh.2012.00081

Schone, C., and Burdakov, D. (2017). Orexin/hypocretin and organizing principles
for a diversity of wake-promoting neurons in the brain. Curr. Top. Behav.
Neurosci. 33, 51–74. doi: 10.1007/7854_2016_45

Sears, R. M., Fink, A. E., Wigestrand, M. B., Farb, C. R., De Lecea, L., and
Ledoux, J. E. (2013). Orexin/hypocretin system modulates amygdala-dependent
threat learning through the locus coeruleus. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 110,
20260–20265. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1320325110

Frontiers in Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 7 March 2021 | Volume 15 | Article 644313

https://doi.org/10.2337/db08-0548
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.96.19.10911
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.96.19.10911
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(01)00293-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(01)00293-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00429-014-0869-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00429-014-0869-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yfrne.2016.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yfrne.2016.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1474-4422(03)00482-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1474-4422(03)00482-4
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.181330998
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.181330998
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aax9238
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.3522
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.3522
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2011.08.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2016.02.037
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2016.02.037
https://doi.org/10.1101/620096
https://doi.org/10.1101/620096
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pneurobio.2020.101771
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pneurobio.2020.101771
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnsys.2014.00192
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnsys.2014.00192
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-10484-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-10484-7
https://doi.org/10.1111/apha.12360
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1619700114
https://doi.org/10.1111/bph.12324
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cmet.2011.03.016
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1887-05.2005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cmet.2009.06.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(00)81965-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2017.07.009
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.3810
https://doi.org/10.1007/400_2007_047
https://doi.org/10.1007/400_2007_047
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41593-019-0349-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2005.04.035
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0586-04.2004
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.pharmtox.011008.145533
https://doi.org/10.1038/222282a0
https://doi.org/10.1038/222282a0
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.18-23-09996.1998
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.18-23-09996.1998
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.4462
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn2092
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(00)80949-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00441-006-0268-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature04284
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2017.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2014.03.055
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2014.03.055
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2012.00081
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2012.00081
https://doi.org/10.1007/7854_2016_45
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1320325110
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neuroscience
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neuroscience#articles


fnins-15-644313 March 7, 2021 Time: 16:22 # 8

Guillaumin and Burdakov Neuropeptides Form Brain Circuits

Sherin, J. E., Elmquist, J. K., Torrealba, F., and Saper, C. B. (1998). Innervation
of histaminergic tuberomammillary neurons by GABAergic and galaninergic
neurons in the ventrolateral preoptic nucleus of the rat. J. Neurosci. 18, 4705–
4721. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.18-12-04705.1998

Steiger, A., and Holsboer, F. (1997). Neuropeptides and human sleep. Sleep 20,
1038–1052.

Stuber, G. D., and Wise, R. A. (2016). Lateral hypothalamic circuits for feeding and
reward. Nat. Neurosci. 19, 198–205. doi: 10.1038/nn.4220

Sunanaga, J., Deng, B. S., Zhang, W., Kanmura, Y., and Kuwaki, T. (2009). CO2
activates orexin-containing neurons in mice. Respir. Physiol. Neurobiol. 166,
184–186. doi: 10.1016/j.resp.2009.03.006

Svensson, E., Apergis-Schoute, J., Burnstock, G., Nusbaum, M. P., Parker, D., and
Schioth, H. B. (2018). General principles of neuronal co-transmission: insights
from multiple model systems. Front. Neural. Circuits 12:117. doi: 10.3389/fncir.
2018.00117

Torrealba, F., Yanagisawa, M., and Saper, C. B. (2003). Colocalization of orexin a
and glutamate immunoreactivity in axon terminals in the tuberomammillary
nucleus in rats. Neuroscience 119, 1033–1044. doi: 10.1016/S0306-4522(03)
00238-0

Tsunematsu, T., Kilduff, T. S., Boyden, E. S., Takahashi, S., Tominaga, M., and
Yamanaka, A. (2011). Acute optogenetic silencing of orexin/hypocretin neurons
induces slow-wave sleep in mice. J. Neurosci. 31, 10529–10539. doi: 10.1523/
JNEUROSCI.0784-11.201

van den Pol, A. N. (2012). Neuropeptide transmission in brain circuits. Neuron 76,
98–115. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2012.09.014

van den Top, M., Lee, K., Whyment, A. D., Blanks, A. M., and Spanswick, D. (2004).
Orexigen-sensitive NPY/AgRP pacemaker neurons in the hypothalamic arcuate
nucleus. Nat. Neurosci. 7, 493–494. doi: 10.1038/nn1226

Venner, A., Karnani, M. M., Gonzalez, J. A., Jensen, L. T., Fugger, L., and Burdakov,
D. (2011). Orexin neurons as conditional glucosensors: paradoxical regulation
of sugar sensing by intracellular fuels. J. Physiol. 589, 5701–5708. doi: 10.1113/
jphysiol.2011.217000

Verhage, M., Mcmahon, H. T., Ghijsen, W. E., Boomsma, F., Scholten, G., Wiegant,
V. M., et al. (1991). Differential release of amino acids, neuropeptides, and
catecholamines from isolated nerve terminals. Neuron 6, 517–524. doi: 10.1016/
0896-6273(91)90054-4

Williams, R. H., Alexopoulos, H., Jensen, L. T., Fugger, L., and Burdakov, D. (2008).
Adaptive sugar sensors in hypothalamic feeding circuits. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.
U.S.A. 105, 11975–11980. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0802687105

Williams, R. H., and Burdakov, D. (2008). Hypothalamic orexins/hypocretins
as regulators of breathing. Expert Rev. Mol. Med. 10:e28. doi: 10.1017/
S1462399408000823

Williams, R. H., Jensen, L. T., Verkhratsky, A., Fugger, L., and Burdakov, D. (2007).
Control of hypothalamic orexin neurons by acid and CO2. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.
U.S.A. 104, 10685–10690. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0702676104

Yamanaka, A., Beuckmann, C. T., Willie, J. T., Hara, J., Tsujino, N., Mieda,
M., et al. (2003). Hypothalamic orexin neurons regulate arousal according to
energy balance in mice. Neuron 38, 701–713. doi: 10.1016/S0896-6273(03)
00331-3

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a
potential conflict of interest.

The reviewer WW declared a past co-authorship with one of the authors, DB, to
the handling editor.

Copyright © 2021 Guillaumin and Burdakov. This is an open-access article
distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY).
The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the
original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original
publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice.
No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with
these terms.

Frontiers in Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 8 March 2021 | Volume 15 | Article 644313

https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.18-12-04705.1998
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.4220
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resp.2009.03.006
https://doi.org/10.3389/fncir.2018.00117
https://doi.org/10.3389/fncir.2018.00117
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0306-4522(03)00238-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0306-4522(03)00238-0
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0784-11.201
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0784-11.201
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2012.09.014
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn1226
https://doi.org/10.1113/jphysiol.2011.217000
https://doi.org/10.1113/jphysiol.2011.217000
https://doi.org/10.1016/0896-6273(91)90054-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0896-6273(91)90054-4
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0802687105
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1462399408000823
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1462399408000823
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0702676104
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(03)00331-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(03)00331-3
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neuroscience
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neuroscience#articles

	Neuropeptides as Primary Mediators of Brain Circuit Connectivity
	Functional Circuit Connectivity, Fast and Slow
	Brain-Wide Projecting Peptidergic Neurons of the Non-Neuroendocrine Hypothalamus
	Information Represented by Lh Neuropeptidergic Neurons
	Orexinergic Vs. Glutamatergic Representations of Orexin Cell Firing in Downstream Neurons
	How Unique Are Neuropeptides in the Slowness of Their Actions?
	Emerging Concepts and Future Directions
	Author Contributions
	References


