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m Abstract The neurons of the cochlear ganglion transmit acoustic information
between the inner ear and the brain. These placodally derived neurons must produce a
topographically precise pattern of connections in both the inner ear and the brain. In this
review, we consider the current state of knowledge concerning the development of these
neurons, their peripheral and central connections, and their influences on peripheral and
central target cells. Relatively little is known about the cellular and molecular regulation
of migration or the establishment of precise topographic connection to the hair cells
or cochlear nucleus (CN) neurons. Studies of mice with neurotrophin deletions are
beginning to yield increasing understanding of variations in ganglion cell survival and
resulting innervation patterns, however. Finally, existing evidence suggests that while
ganglion cells have little influence on the differentiation of their hair cell targets, quite
the opposite is true in the brain. Ganglion cell innervation and synaptic activity are
essential for normal development of neurons in the cochlear nucleus.

INTRODUCTION

The acoustico-vestibular ganglion neurons are derived from the otic placode. Early
in development, a group of premitotic and postmitotic neuronal precursors migrate
across the basal lamina delimiting the otic vesicle and acquire a position between
the developing inner ear and the closely apposed tissue of the rhombencephalon.
These neuroblasts form the primary neurons of the auditory and vestibular path-
ways, the cochlear and vestibular ganglia, linking the inner ear and the central
nervous system (CNS). Their development and the integrity of their descendants
in the mature animal are essential for processing of acoustic and vestibular infor-
mation. Moreover, maintaining the integrity of the cochlear ganglion cells follow-
ing congenital or postnatal hearing loss is critically important when we consider
current therapies such as cochlear implants, or future therapies such as hair cell
regeneration. In addition, studies of the interactions of cochlear ganglion cells with
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their central and peripheral targets may provide useful principles for understand-
ing cell-cell interactions in the developing nervous system. We limit this review
to studies of development of the cochlear ganglion neurons in birds and mammals
and the interactions of these neurons with their central and peripheral partners. For
more comprehensive reviews of inner ear development see several recent reviews:
Fritzsch et al. 1998, Pujol et al. 1998, Fekete 1999, Frago et al. 2000. Those inter-
ested in functional development and CNS auditory pathway development should
consult Rubel et al. 1998 and Friauf & Lohmann 1999.

ADULT ORGANIZATION

The mammalian cochlea consists of two types of receptor cells (the outer and
inner hair cells) and is innervated by at least two distinct ganglion neurons, the
Type | and Type Il spiral sensory (cochlear ganglion) neurons. The two types of
hair cells form a total of four rows (three rows of outer and one row of inner hair
cells; Figure 1). In the adult, inner hair cells are innervated by Type | cochlear
ganglion neurons, and outer hair cells are innervated by Type Il sensory neurons.
Innervation varies between species and along the apical-to-basal direction (Ryugo
1992). About three times more Type | afferents appear to converge on each inner
hair cell of the base than on the apex. In contrast, synaptic contacts between Type
Il cochlear ganglion neurons and outer hair cells is about two times higher in the
apex than in the base. Each Type | ganglion neuron contacts only a single inner
hair cell, but each Type Il cochlear ganglion neuron contacts about 30—60 outer
hair cells. Thus, 15-20 Type | cochlear ganglion neurons provide parallel channels
from a single inner hair cell to the CNS. In contrast, the small number of Type I
cochlear ganglion neurons integrate information from many outer hair cells.

DEVELOPMENT OF COCHLEAR GANGLION NEURONS
AND INNERVATION OF INNER EAR

Development of the Inner Ear

The inner ear begins as a placodal thickening that is induced in the ectoderm by
the nearby hindbrain and the underlying mesoderm (Fritzsch et al. 1998, Fekete
1999, Baker & Bronner-Fraser 2001). This placode undergoes invagination and
compartmentalization to form the inner ear. Further development of the ear can be
subdivided into a number of parallel and sequential processes with largely unknown
interrelationships. Very roughly and in chronological order, these processesinclude
placodal induction, placodal invagination, otocyst morphogenesis, sensory neuron
(cochlear ganglion neuron) and hair cell proliferation, cochlear elongation, and,

peculiar to mammals, coiling (Rubel 1978, Morsli et al. 1998, Hutson et al. 1999,

Cantos et al. 2000). The three-dimensional structure that emerges is uniquely
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Figure 1 Basic organization of hair cells, cochlear ganglion neurons, and cochlear nucleus
(CN) subdivisions in mammals. Ten to twenty Type | neurons converge on each inner hair
cell. In contrast, innervation of outer hair cells Type Il neurons is highly divergent and less
topographic. Innervation varies between species and along the apical-to-basal dimension but,
in general, there are at least four to five times more Type | neurons in the basal turn, and two
times more contacts are formed between Type Il neurons and apical outer hair cells. Central
axons of both Type | and Type Il neurons branch upon entering the brain to form a tonotopic
projection in each subregion of the CN complex.
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suited to extract specific components of the mechanical stimuli that reach the
ear. Morphological maturation of the otocyst is accompanied by the formation of
ganglion neurons and distinct sensory patches of hair cells and supporting cells.
These sensory patches are positioned so as to enable them to convert the specific
directional and frequency components of mechanical stimuli into electric signals
that are transmitted by the ganglion neurons of the ear to the brain. In mammals
and birds, this results in a cochlea designed to extract the spectral properties of
sound by way of variations in structure and in cellular functional attributes along its
longitudinal axis. The cochlea is also designed to provide a digital representation
in the pattern of ganglion cell unitary discharges sent to the brain.

The ear is connected to the brain via two different kinds of axons. The afferent
axons of otocyst-derived sensory neurons (vestibular and cochlear ganglion neu-
rons) connect the cochlea and vestibular organs with the auditory and vestibular
nuclei in the brainstem. The auditory components of this connection are organized
such that an orderly topography of frequency-selective responses to sound along
the cochlea is retained in the form of a frequency-specific map, the tonotopic
organization of cochlear ganglion cells, and their connections with the brain. In
addition, the ear is innervated by efferent fibers (Warr 1992, Berlin 1999).

The expression of many transcription factors and their effect on ear morpho-
genesis has been elucidated within recent years (Fekete 1999, Cantos et al. 2000,
Represa et al. 2000, Karis et al. 2001). However, how the region of ganglion
cell precursors is determined and delineated in the developing otocyst is not yet
clear. Understanding inner ear ganglion neuron development requires resolution
of ganglion neuron origin from the otocyst and knowledge of how the orderly
connection between these ganglion neurons and the cochlea is established. In
this context, recent data on insect development show that pathfinding properties
of insect-ciliated sensory neurons are determined by both the global and the lo-
cal patterning processes and are mediated by transcription factors that underly
the specific sensory-organ developmental program (Ghysen & Dambly-Chaudiere
2000). Many of the genes related to these global patterning programs in insects
(Sato & Saigo 2000) are also involved in vertebrate development (Cantos et al.
2000, Karis et al. 2001). This conservation extends from molecular homology to
several apparently developmentally conserved functions of these transcription fac-
tors (Adam et al. 1998, Fritzsch et al. 2000, Hassan & Bellen 2000, Eddison et al.
2001). Thorough understanding of the avian and mammalian inner ear innerva-
tion development requires much greater understanding in general of the molecular
programs of ear development.

Origin and Timing of Cochlear Ganglion Neuron Proliferation

Delamination of postmitotic ganglion neurons appears to happen at the level of the
placode and during invagination and cochlear elongation in mammals and birds
(Rubel 1978, Carney & Silver 1983, Adam et al. 1998). Various in vitro and in

vivo manipulations suggest that all ganglion neurons derive from the anteroventral
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guadrant of the otic vesicle (Noden & van de Water 1986). In mice, cells were found
to delaminate from the rostrolateral wall (Carney & Silver 1983), whereas data from
chicken suggest a somewhat more medial origin (Hemond & Morest 1991b, Adam
etal. 1998). Fromthe literature, however, itis usually not clear whether early delam-
inating neurons will contribute to the auditory or vestibular neuronal group. Itis also
unclear through what means the ganglion neurons find their way through the base-
ment membrane surrounding the otocyst (Legan & Richardson 1997). Ganglion
neurons do not derive from the same sites of the otic vesicle they later innervate
(Noden & van de Water 1986). However, this conclusion has not been verified us-
ing selective tracing and remains open to alternative interpretations. Observations
in mice suggest that cochlear ganglion neurons emigrate from the anlagen of the
cochlear epithelium (Altman & Bayer 1982) and project back to the same region of
the cochlea along the route of delamination and migration (Carney & Silver 1983).
But again, this suggestion has yet to be verified using modern labeling methods.

Some early suggestions on the origin of ganglion cells have been substantiated
recently using the expression of neurotrophin marker genes. Basal- and middle-
turn cochlear ganglion neurons transiently express the neurotrophin 3 (NT-3) at
the time of or soon after delamination from the developing sensory epithelium,
and the brain-derived neurotrophic factor (BDNF) is expressed in the develop-
ing apical turn neurons (Fards et al. 2001). In addition, these delaminating neu-
rons all express the neuronal developmental marker (NeuroD) (Ma et al. 1998,
Kim et al. 2001), a differentiation-regulating transcription factor. Delaminating
ganglion neurons can also be identified based on the early expression of the LIM-
gene islet 1 and other early neuronal markers (Adam et al. 1998). Most diagnostic
may be the early expression of the zinc finger gene GATA-3 in cochlear ganglion
neurons (Rivolta & Holley 1999). Karis et al. (2001) suggest that GATA-3 is exclu-
sively expressed in delaminating cochlear ganglion neurons, providing additional
evidence that these neurons do not derive from neural crest (which is GATA-3 neg-
ative) and indicating that they are molecularly distinct from the nearby vestibular
ganglion neurons at this early stage of development. Other genes, such as fibroblast
growth factor (FGF)3, FGF10, and BF1, also appear to be exclusively expressed in
delaminating inner ear—ganglion neurons (Hatini et al. 1999, Pirvola et al. 2000).
Conversely, all Schwann cells around the inner ear—ganglion neurons are derived
from neural crest (Noden & van de Water 1986). In summary, the in vivo evidence
in mice suggests multiple sites of delamination of ganglion neurons. It remains un-
clear whether delaminating ganglion neurons project precisely back to their place
of origin in an orderly fashion, thereby establishing the tonotopic organization of
cochlear ganglion cells.

The evidence from chicken and mice suggests that many of these delaminating
cells are neuroblasts that may undergo further divisions before they differentiate
and express neuron-specific markers (D’Amico-Martel 1982, Adam et al. 1998,
Farifias et al. 2001). However, judging from the expression of NeuroD, some cells
may become postmitotic inside the otocyst (Ma et al. 1998). Recent experimental
tracing studies have shown in mice an occasional differentiated cochlear ganglion
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neuron that projects to the brain while the cell body remains in the otocyst (Bruce
et al. 1997). It therefore remains unclear how many cochlear ganglion neurons
become postmitotic in the otocyst wall compared to the number that are derived
from the delaminated neuroblasts.

In mice, Ruben (1967) showed opposite spatial-temporal gradients of hair cell
and cochlear ganglion neuron proliferation (Figure 2). Auditory ganglion neurons
become postmitotic around embryonic day E11.5 to E15.5 (with peak at E13.5)
in a basal-to-apical gradient. In contrast, hair cells become postmitotic between
E11.5 and E15.5 (peak E13.5) in an apical-to-basal gradient. These data suggest
that the earliest maturing cochlear ganglion neurons in the basal turn project to the
latest forming hair cells, provided there is no radical change in the developmental
timetable. Specifically, at about E12.5, processes from the earliest differentiating
basal turn ganglion neurons (Tello 1931) reach an area of the cochlea that has no
postmitotic inner hair cells until about E13.5.
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Figure 2 The “birthdates” of cochlear ganglion neurons and cochlear hair cells are shown
for mice top) and chickensk{otton) as revealed witBH-thymidine.
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In chickens, proliferation of cochlear ganglion neurons is between E4 and E7
in an apical-to-basal gradient (D’Amico-Martel 1982). Proliferation of hair cells
in the cochlea is between E5 and E8 (Katayama & Corwin 1989). Thus some
early fiber outgrowth of ganglion neurons (day 3-5; Whitehead & Morest 1985)
may happen before hair cells are postmitotic, as may happen with the basal turn
in mice. The pattern of hair cell proliferation shows some gradients but not any
opposite to those of the ganglion cells. In addition, unlike the mouse there is a
largely nonoverlapping proliferation period of ganglion neurons and hair cells in
the chicken. Figure 2 describes these patterns graphically. Although they define
important developmental events and windows for cellular interactions, it remains
unclear whether the topography and timing of proliferation of ganglion neurons
relate to the topography of connections with the cochlea.

Proneuronal Genes and Development of
Cochlear Ganglion Neurons

In mice, formation of ganglion neuron precursors that express the proneuronal
gene neurogenin-1 (ngn-1) is an early event in ear development (Ma et al. 1998,
2000). Ngn-1 is expressed in delaminating ganglion neuron precursors from the
anteroventral quadrant of the E9 mouse otocyst. However, later expression of ngn-1
in the growing cochlea has not been investigated. Ngn-1 is rapidly followed by the
expression of NeuroD in the otocyst and in delaminating ganglion neurons as well
as the genes for delta and notch that are involved in further selection of the proneu-
ronal cells (Ma etal. 1998, Adam et al. 1998, Liu et al. 2000, Kim et al. 2001). Null
mutants of ngn-1 show absence of ganglion neurons at any stage in development
(Ma et al. 1998, 2000). In addition to the loss of all ganglion neurons, ngn-1-null
mutants show a variety of defects in the sensory epithelia, including loss of hair
cells; the saccule is most severely affected (Ma et al. 2000). In other systems such
as the neural crest, sensory neuron precursor cells die in the ngn-1-null mutants
(Ma et al. 1999); logical extension suggests that ganglion neuron precursor cells
also die in the ear of ngn-1-null mutants, but this has not been determined. Interest-
ingly, the zebrafish mutant mindbomb shows an exuberant formation of inner—ear
ganglion neurons and hair cells, likely owing to disregulation of the delta/notch
system (Eddison et al. 2001). However, more data on ngn-1 and Math1 expression
are needed in these mutants to fully understand if the delta/notch disregulation
affects the expression of these genes.

Are there homologies between insect sensory organs and the cochlear ganglion
cells in mammals and birds (Hassan & Bellen 2000)? The insect homolog of neu-
rogenins, tap, is not expressed in mechanosensory organs, but tap is expressed
in a small subset of gustatory sensory neurons (Goulding et al. 2000). Likewise,
the single known ancestral chordate homolog of neurogenins, Amphineurogenin
(Holland et al. 2000), is not expressed in the peripheral nervous system of the
lancelet Amphioxus, a chordate without an ear. It appears therefore that the in-
volvement of ngn-1 in the inner-ear ganglion neuron formation is a phylogenetic
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novelty that comes about by co-opting a novel bHLH gene, ngn-1, into the other-
wise conserved developmental program of a mechanosensor (Fritzsch et al. 2000).
Interestingly, this co-option coincides with the formation of a unique set of cells

in vertebrate ear development. These cells are the ganglion neurons that contact
the mechano-electric transducers, the hair cells. The unique dependence of inner—
ear ganglion neurons on ngn-1 (Ma et al. 1998, 2000), a gene not expressed in
any insect mechanosensory organ (Goulding et al. 2000), renders less likely the
idea of homology between the insect bristle mechanosensory neurons and the
vertebrate inner-ear ganglion neurons (Adam et al. 1998, Eddison et al. 2001).
Clearly, the entire problem of how ganglion cell dendrites find their hair cell
targets does not exist in insects, in which the dendrites contain the mechano-
electric transducers. Thus, in this case, mechanisms cannot be conserved across

phyla.

Establishing Polarity

During further differentiation, cochlear ganglion neurons must establish polarity
and produce one process growing toward the brain (an axon) and another process
growing toward the cochlea (a dendrite). The growing peripheral processes must
become sorted attheir targets according to at least two properties: i) They eventually
innervate only inner or outer hair cells (Figure 1). Type | ganglion cells project to
inner hair cells via the radial fiber bundle. Type Il ganglion cells innervate outer
hair cells and form the outer spiral fibers. ii) Cochlear ganglion neurons establish a
precise longitudinal cochleotopic projection with the hair cells that is maintained
in the connections with the cochlear nuclei. This cochleotopic projection is the
anatomical substrate for frequency-specific sound processing, one of the basic
principles of hearing (Dallos et al. 1996).

In birds there does not appear to be a strict segregation of ganglion cell types
and hence of differential innervation to hair cell types. Nevertheless, there is a
clear gradient of the density of afferent innervation across the superior-to-inferior
dimension of the cochlea (Takasaka & Smith 1971, Whitehead & Morest 1985,
Fisher 1992). How this gradient emerges during development and how it might
relate to molecular events are completely unknown. Most interesting is the fact that
some hair cells do not appear to receive any afferent innervation (Fischer 1992),
an observation that is hard to reconcile with a sensory function for these hair cells,
unless they are electrically coupled to other cochlear elements such as supporting
or hyaline cells.

Available neuroanatomical data suggest that the polarity of delaminating gan-
glion neurons may already be established inside the otic wall. In fact, it is con-
ceivable that polarity is retained during the asymmetric divisions that give rise to
these cells, as is suggested for neurons (Trimmer 1999). If that is the case, the
leading process of these delaminating cells could be viewed as the axon precursor,
whereas the trailing process would be the designated dendrite. Divergent views
also exist (Hemond & Morest 1991b).
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Anatomical studies of early cochlear ganglion neuron morphology suggest that
all ganglion neurons are bipolar, with one process directed toward the brain and
another toward the cochlea (Retzius 1893, Perkins & Morest 1975, Ginzberg &
Morest 1983, Whitehead & Morest 1985, Hemond & Morest 1991a). As noted
above, some cells may establish an axonal projection to the brainstem before they
actually delaminate (Bruce et al. 1997), but clearly they are a minority. Most
ganglion neurons extend processes into the developing sensory epithelia before
they have reached their adult position (Carney & Silver 1983) and prior to formation
of a central process. In chickens, available evidence suggests a uniform phase
of fiber outgrowth toward the cochlea, followed by a period of invasion into the
sensory epithelium (Whitehead & Morest 1985). Invasion of the sensory epithelium
by processes appears to start at the basal end of the sensory epithelium in both
birds and mammals (Tello 1931). In contrast to the progressive basal-to-apical
innervation pattern seen in mice, the apex and then the middle part of the cochlea
appear to follow innervation of the base in chickens (Hemond & Morest 1991a).

Establishing the precise time delays between mitosis, delamination, establishing
polarity, and initial process formation is necessary in order to evaluate the molec-
ular cues with which the ganglion neurons establish polarity and topographically
correct connections with the cochlea. Should the suggestions of Carney & Silver
(1983) prove correct, pathfinding of ganglion neuron projection into the sensory
epithelium would be a simple matter of the delaminating neuroblast process fol-
lowing already established “highways.” More recent evidence showing origin of
delaminating ganglion neurons from various areas of the otocyst is compatible
with the idea that ganglion neurons project back to their areas of origim@sari™
et al. 2001). However, a rigorous experimental evaluation of these ideas is needed.

Development of Types and Topography of
Afferent Innervation of the Cochlea

The development of individually labeled axons and small groups of afferent axons
to hair cells in the cochlea has been studied in a variety of species (Retzius 1893,
Perkins & Morest 1975, Ginzberg & Morest 1983, Echteler 1992, Sobkowicz
1992, Bruce et al. 1997, Pujol et al. 1998). In adult and neonatal mammals, gan-
glion neurons project via the radial fiber bundles to the cochlea. How neurons
select a given radial bundle during embryonic development is unclear. Ultimately,
this decision may determine what frequency region of the cochlea a given gan-
glion neuron axon enters in the sensory epithelium. As beautifully demonstrated
in the Golgi preparations of Lorente deoN1981), a fiber may either enter a
bundle ajacent to its ganglion neuron, or a bundle several radial bundles away. In
fact, classic work by Retzius (1893) suggests that single developing cochlear gan-
glion neurons may form multiple branches, each entering a different radial bundle
in neonatal rodents. To our knowledge, this has not been confirmed by modern
cell labeling methods. One view of development suggests that afferent fibers may
form a dense plexus that will be reduced upon reaching the cochlea by differential
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pruning (Sobkowicz 1992). If this view can be substantiated by experimental trac-
ing studies, it implies that pruning of afferent fibers is used to produce a precise
topographic distribution of ganglion cell to hair cell connections in embryos, prior
to the ontogeny of frequency-specific sound activation of ganglion cells that occurs
postnatally in most mammals (RSamen & Lippe 1998). The mechanism(s) by
which this pruning would be governed to achieve the appropriate topography of
connections remains unclear.

Irrespective of issues concerning the longitudinal topography of afferent in-
nervation of the cochlea, there is a major issue concerning the radial innervation.
At a given longitudinal position along the cochlea, how do Type | and Type I
ganglion cell innervation become segregated to inner and outer hair cells, respec-
tively? One view is that the determination of a ganglion cell to the Type | or
Type Il phenotype is not made until after its peripheral connections are established
(peripheral instruction hypothesis). Another view is that cell type is determined
upon completing the final mitotic division, well before innervation of hair cells
(cell-autonomous instruction hypothesis). Studies on neonatal kittens, gerbils, and
mice demonstrate that early in development some afferents branch more exten-
sively than in adults and are sometimes difficult to assign to either of the two re-
cognized cochlear ganglion neuron types. It is possible that each fiber branches to
both inner and outer hair cells (Perkins & Morest 1975, Echteler 1992, Sobkowicz
1992, Simmons 1994, Bruce et al. 1997, Wiechers et al. 1999). Some older studies
using Golgi techniques claimed that there are three types of terminals in neonatal
animals (Ryugo 1992). In neonatal cats and rats, so-called giant fibers projectto a
group of inner hair cells rather than to a single inner hair cell (Perkins & Morest
1975). Moreover, some investigators claim that three types of spiral neurons are
present in some pathological material (Rosbe et al. 1996), and some physiological
data also suggest that there are three distinct types of cochlear ganglion neurons
(Liberman & Oliver 1984). Likewise, others have identified a third, possibly tran-
sient, type of cochlear ganglion neurons that contribute fibers to the inner spiral
bundle for a short distance (Sobkowicz 1992).

The most detailed experimental studies of this issue suggest that cochlear gan-
glion neuron processes arrive simultaneously at a given radial position across the
cochlea and form arbors to both inner and outer hair cells (Simmons et al. 1991,
Pujol et al. 1998). Ultrastructural data suggest that development of afferent ter-
minals is, in fact, rather simultaneous for both inner and outer hair cells with a
very short delay to the outer hair cells (Pujol et al. 1998). Immunocytochemical
data using neurofilament immunocytochemistry suggest widespread distribution
of fibers in the developing cochlea (Chen & Segil 1999), which is also noted
in recent axon tracing studies (Bruce et al. 2000). Kainate sensitivity experiments
suggest that individual ganglion cells innervate both inner and outer hair cells early
in development (Pujol et al. 1998). Following this period of exuberant innervation
in the radial dimension, arbors mature over several days and appear to become
segregated to individual hair cell types by differential pruning (Echteler 1992).
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Some studies assigned a specific type of cochlear ganglion neuron to each fiber
investigated and suggest that each fiber type has additional side branches during
early development, which are eventually pruned in later neonatal stages (Perkins
& Morest 1975, Ginzberg & Morest 1984, Simmons 1994, Wiechers et al. 1999).
For example, those afferents projecting to inner hair cells first arborize among
several adjacent inner hair cells and later become restricted to a single inner hair
cell (Simmons etal. 1991). Some of these radial afferents to the inner hair cells may
develop temporary side branches that extend for several cells along the inner spiral
bundle (Ginzberg & Morest 1984) and to outer hair cells (Simmons 1994, Wiechers
et al. 1999).

The basal-to-apical gradient of ganglion neuron proliferation may be retained
as a basal-to-apical gradient of ganglion neuron differentiation in mammals (Rubel
1978). In contrast, differentiation appears to be more uniform along the chicken
cochlea (Hemond & Morest 1991b), with no discernable relationship to the known
proliferation gradient of ganglion neurons. Recentimmunocytochemical data sug-
gest correlations between the timing of expression of specific molecules and seg-
regation processes related to innervation of the cochlea (Whitlon et al. 1999b).
Tenascin-C, n-CAM, and other adhesion molecules have been found in the devel-
oping cochlea during this general time period (Legan & Richardson 1997). Other
data correlate fiber growth with laminin and fibronectin expression (Hemond &
Morest 1991a). However, no experimental evidence for causal relationships exists.
Furthermore, no molecular signals that may be responsible for early pathfinding of
cochlear ganglion neuron processes toward the cochlea have been experimentally
identified.

In summary, all cochlear ganglion neurons are identified by the unique mark-
ers BF1 (Hatini et al. 1999), GATA-3 (Karis et al. 2001), and FGF10 (Pirvola
et al. 2000). Speculations about differential origin of the two types of mammalian
cochlear ganglion neurons (Pujol et al. 1998) are not supported by these data. It
remains unclear whether the phenotype (Type | or Il) is determined prior to or
only after innervation of hair cells and if the innervation pattern plays a role in
this process. It is conceivable that there is excess branching and pruning during
early development to correct for innervation pattern “errors” in the radial or lon-
gitudinal dimensions, but the evidence for any major reorganization, particularly
along the longitudinal axis, is weak at best. Immunocytochemical data are thus far
of little help as they can distinguish the types of cochlear ganglion neurons only
after their peripheral innervation has acquired its distinct morphology in neonates
(Hafidi & Romand 1989, Pujol et al. 1998, Hafidi 1999a). Combined studies using
neuroanatomical tracing or immunocytochemistry in conjunction with birthdating
by ®H-thymidine or bromodeoxyuridine (BrdU) are needed to establish whether
or not birthdates along the length of the cochlear ganglion translate into ganglion
neuron phenotype. In this regard, it is interesting that possibly more Type Il gan-
glion neurons are present among the latest-forming cochlear ganglion neurons of
the apex (Ruben 1967, Ryugo 1992).



62

RUBEL = FRITZSCH

In Vitro Studies on Fiber Growth Mechanisms

In general, the process of axonal guidance appears to depend on interactions be-
tween the growth cones, extracellular matrix, and target epithelium (Hong et al.
2000). These interactions are controlled by adhesive and chemotropic influences
that mediate attraction, repulsion, and distinct checkpoints for turns. Of the many
neuronal guidance molecules identified in the last few years (e.g., semaphorins,
neuropilins, netrins, ephrins) and various adhesion molecules, few have been well
characterized in the developing inner ear. Studies of the distributions of ephrins
and eph receptors have yielded interesting distribution patterns, but targeted mu-
tations of EphB2 reveal only some delay in the onset of hair cell innervation
(Bianchi & Liu 1999, Cowan et al. 2000). An emerging picture of a temporo-
spatial map of adhesive molecules in the developing mouse cochlea (Legan &
Richardson 1997, Whitlon et al. 1999a,b) appears quite promising, but a causal
relation has yet to be established between any of these molecules and innervation
patterns.

Guidance by neurotrophins has been studied in great detail in chicken tissue
cultures. In fact, BDNF was the first factor to be linked to ganglion cell survival and
neuritogenesis in the developing chicken inner ear (Lindsay et al. 1985, Robinson
et al. 1996). FGFs, known to be expressed in developing ganglia (Pirvola et al.
2000), seem to enhance expression of the BDNF-specific receptor trkB (Brumwell
et al. 2000), and thereby promote neuritogenesis. In addition, evidence exists for
an as yet uncharacterized neurotropic factor (or factors) that attracts the growing
afferent neurites to the developing sensory epithelia (Hemond & Morest 1992,
Bianchi & Cohan 1993). These experiments also established that neither nerve
growth factor (NGF) nor BDNF plays this role (Bianchi & Cohan 1993).

Some information on the role of neurotrophins in ganglion cell development
also exists from in vitro experiments on mouse tissue (van de Water et al. 1992),
but the roles of murine neurotrophic factors are even less well characterized than
those in chickens. Early in vitro work suggested that NGF is released in the
murine inner ear and plays an important role in neuritogenesis but not in survival
of cochlear ganglion cells (van de Water et al. 1992). However, detailed examina-
tions using in situ hybridization for neurotrophins and their high-affinity receptors
could not detect any expression of NGF in the developing rodent ear (Pirvola et al.
1994) and only very transient expression of the NGF-specific receptor, trkA, in de-
laminating ganglion neuron precursors (Fritzsch et al. 1999). Itis unlikely that this
transient expression of trkA could mediate the reported neuritogenesis-promoting
activity. Like they may do in the chicken, FGFs may play an important role in neu-
ritogenesis and migration of cochlear ganglion neurons in the mouse (Hossain &
Morest 2000).

Cultures of mouse cochlea develop afferent arbors comparable to same-aged
littermates. This suggests that afferent fibers may be capable of innervating inner
hair cells located as far as 6@0n away (Sobkowicz 1992). In contrast to data
from chickens, organ culture experiments in mice in which hair cells have been
eliminated demonstrate that cochlear ganglion neurons nonetheless grow normally
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toward their target (Sobkowicz 1992), suggesting that pathfinding mechanisms for
ganglion neuron afferents are present within the developing spiral limbic tissue.
These data argue against a simple sorting mechanism via attraction toward hair
cells. Moreover, studies of ganglion cells from the Bronx-Waltzer mutant, which
loses inner hair cells, show that axons grow abundantly to the outer hair cells.
Conversely, destroying outer hair cells with gentamycin results in extensive looping
of what has been interpreted to be Type Il fibers around inner hair cells (Sobkowicz
1992).

Together, these in vitro studies suggest that some fiber outgrowth from gan-
glion neurons is independent of both a tropic and trophic signal from the hair
cells, but probably requires permissive (or even instructive) substrates for naviga-
tion toward specific cochlear targets. This conclusion is supported by the apparent
difference in timing of hair cell and sensory neuron proliferation, especially in
chickens (D’Amico-Martel 1982, Katayama & Corwin 1989). These in vitro data
also suggest that some properties of Type | and Type Il spiral neurons are intrinsic
to the neurons and only expressed during establishment of innervation with the
cochlea hair cells rather than being induced by the cochlea.

Pathfinding in Mutant Mammals

The availability of mutant mice with severely altered hair cell development and/or
afferent projection patterns to the cochlea allows exploration of some of these
issues for the first time in vivo. Two of these mutations belong to the POU family
of genes (Brn 3a and 3c, also known as Brn 3.0 and Brn 3.2). Initial data in Brn
3c—null mutants suggested absence of hair cells and loss of all innervation in
neonates (Erkman et al. 1996, Xiang et al. 1997). However, closer examination
revealed the presence of undifferentiated hair cells (Xiang et al. 1998) as well as a
rather normal supply of axons at birth (B. Fritzsch, unpublished observations).
These data suggest that either undifferentiated hair cells can provide the proper
cues for normal axon outgrowth or that hair cells are not necessary for appropriate
axon outgrowth. Preliminary data in Math1-null mutants, which never develop any
hair cells (Bermingham et al. 1999), also support the notion that some pathfinding
by ganglion neurons is not mediated by hair cells.

Early evidence suggested that Brn 3a has a direct effect on migration and survival
of cochlear ganglion cells (McEvilly et al. 1996, Ryan 1997). Closer examinations
have confirmed defects in projection and survival of inner-ear ganglion neurons
but suggest that Brn 3a regulates a single neurotrophin receptor, trkC (Huang et al.
1999), and that the innervation defects in the cochlea can be largely attributed to
the absence of this receptor (Huang et al. 2001). Additional innervation deficits
that cannot be correlated with neurotrophin-related defects exist in the vestibular
system and suggest direct involvement of Brn 3a in pathfinding of some but not
all inner-ear ganglion neurons (Huang et al. 2001). The neuronal differentiation
gene NeuroD also affects ganglion neuron migration, survival, and pathfinding
(Kim et al. 2001). Again, only the neurotrophin receptors have been identified as
immediate downstream genes thus far.
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The Role of Neurotrophins and Neurotrophin
Receptors in Ganglion Neuron Survival

The family of neurotrophin ligands and their receptors consists of four mammalian
ligands: NGF, BDNF, NT-3, and neurotrophin 4/5 (NT4/5). The three high-affinity
receptors are tyrosine kinase (trk)A, trkB, and trkC. Each neurotrophin forms a
homodimer that causes homodimerization of the specific receptor for appropriate
intracellular signaling (NGF with trkA; BDNF and NT4/5 with trkB; NT-3 with
trkC). In addition, the inner ear contains the low-affinity receptor, p75 (von Bartheld
etal. 1991). In general, neurotrophins are thought to provide molecular signals that
mediate survival of neurons (Reichardt & Fea§ 1999).

BDNF was the first neurotrophin associated with inner-ear ganglion neuron
development (Lindsay et al. 1985). In situ hybridization showed that BDNF and
NT-3 are synthesized in the sensory epithelium of the otic vesicle and their high-
affinity receptors, trkB and trkC, are synthesized in cochlear ganglion neurons of
mammals (Pirvola et al. 1992, 1994, Schecterson & Bothwell 1994, Wheeler et al.
1994) and birds (Pirvola etal. 1997, Cochran et al. 1999). Targeted deletions of the
appropriate gene alone or in combination have shown that the ligands, BDNF and
NT-3, and their cognate receptors, trkB and trkC, are essential for survival. For
example, in neonatal mice with targeted deletions of both the BDNF and NT-3
genes, there is a complete loss of all ganglion neurons (Ernfors et al. 1995, Liebl
et al. 1997). Likewise, neonatal mice in which both the trkB and trkC receptor
have been deleted lose all ganglion neurons (Fritzsch et al. 1995, Minichiello et al.
1995, Schimmang et al. 1997).

Variations in the patterns of innervation caused by each single receptor or ligand
deletion initially suggested a simple solution to many of the questions posed above
regarding innervation of the cochlea. Work by Ernfors et al. (1995) suggests that
BDNF supports innervation of outer hair cells, whereas NT-3 supports the inner-
vation of inner hair cells. The loss of about 85% of cochlear ganglion neurons
in NT-3-null mutants (Farias et al. 1994, Ernfors et al. 1995) and of about 15%
of cochlear ganglion neurons in BDNF-null mutants (Jones et al. 1994, Ernfors
etal. 1995) relate closely to the proportion of Type | and Type Il cochlear ganglion
neurons, around 92% and 8%, respectively (Romand & Romand 1987). Appar-
ently, confirming this conclusion were data claiming a complete loss of afferent
innervation of the inner hair cells in mice with deletion of the trkC gene and of
afferent innervation to outer hair cells in trkB-null mice (Schimmang et al. 1995).

Unfortunately, further analysis revealed that the segregation of Type | and Type
Il afferents on the basis of the specific neurotrophins is not that simple. Detailed
studies using in situ hybridization for neurotrophins and their receptors (Pirvola
etal. 1992, 1994; Wheeler et al. 1994), immunocytochemical investigations of neu-
rotrophin receptor distribution (Fauds et al. 2001), and analyses of neurotrophins
using the sensitive lacZ reporter technique (Fasiet al. 2001) all suggest com-
plete overlap of the two neurotrophin receptors, trkB and trkC, in all ganglion
cochlear neurons during the relevant phases in embryonic development. Likewise,
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whereas NT-3 becomes concentrated into inner hair cells in neonates (Ernfors et al.
1995, Fritzsch et al. 1999), neither BDNF nor NT-3 shows segregation into inner
and outer hair cells, respectively, during embryonic developmentn@aet al.
2001). TEM analysis showed afferent synapses on inner hair cells in trkC-null
mutants, and afferent and efferent synapses were found on basal-turn outer hair
cells in trkB-null mutants (Fritzsch et al. 1997a). This was recently confirmed
for mice with BDNF-null mutations using immunocytochemistry (Wiechers et al.
1999).

A different but equally interesting pattern of changes in ganglion cells and
innervation following manipulations of neurotrophin genes has recently emerged.
BDNF and trkB-null mutant mice show the most pronounced effect in the apex,
whereas the effects of either trkC or NT-3-null mutations are most severe at the
cochlear base (Fritzsch etal. 1995, 1999). In fact, in NT-3-null mutants all cochlear
ganglion neurons in the basal turn are absent at birth. Labeling of afferents using
Dil as a tracer reveals that afferent axons from more apical locations innervate
groups of inner hair cells while most outer hair cells of the basal turn remain
uninnervated (Fritzsch et al. 1997b). These data could not establish whether these
afferents are derived from Type | or Type Il ganglion cells.

In summary, the attraction of Type | and Type Il afferents to inner and outer hair
cells, respectively, is not simply related to the expression of specific neurotrophins.
Rather, it appears that a given neurotrophin always mediates the reduction or loss
of Type Il afferent innervation to outer hair cells. This reduction is most severe at
the base in the case of an NT-3 deletion and at the apex when BDNF is deleted. The
effects of both neurotrophins are not related simply to a radial influence but appear
to be related to a longitudinal gradient that is transformed into a radial effect at
each end of the cochlea.

Nevertheless, there appears to be some connection between neurotrophins and
the specificity of hair cell innervation in the cochlea. Type |l outer spiral fibers
always enter the outer hair cell region relatively apically and turn toward the base
to innervate a series of outer hair cells. In NT-3-null mutants this organization is
disrupted and axons turn in both directions (Fritzsch et al. 1997b). Itis possible that
a longitudinal-temporal (or spatial-temporal) gradient of neurotrophin expression
(Farifas et al. 2001) conveys this peculiar feature of outer spiral fibers. The mech-
anism could be opposing attractions of BDNF and NT-3 on axon growth (Song &
Poo 1999). In fact, the various disruptions of pathway selection found in mutant
mice missing a single neurotrophin gene suggest that at least two neurotrophins are
needed to establish the appropriate conditions for innervation and for the trajectory
of Type Il cochlear ganglion neuron axons (Figure 1).

Data from transgenic mice in which NT-3 has been replaced by BDNF fully sup-
portthe ideathatthe cellular specificity between cochlear ganglion neurons and hair
cellsis not mediated by specific neurotrophins. As expected by the well-established
uniform distribution of trkB and trkC in spiral neurons, expression of BDNF instead
of NT-3 leads to a complete rescue of the NT-3 phenotype in embryosésari™
et al. 2001). Expression of BDNF in place of NT-3 can rescue the BDNF-null
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phenotype in neonates, thereby establishing that the temporal dynamics of expres-
sion of these neurotrophins is critically important (Coppola et al. 2001).

As an aside, itis interesting to note that the apparently novel evolution of inner—
ear ganglion neurons (Fritzsch et al. 2000) is correlated with another evolutionary
novelty, neurotrophin-mediated cell survival (HaidX 1999). The most promi-
nent and evolutionary-conserved receptor expressed in the ear is trkB, which also
may be the ancestral trk receptor gene (Hailh1999). It appears that among
land vertebrates NT-3 has evolved into the main supporting neurotrophin for the
cochlear ganglion neurons of the mammalian ear. In contrast, only limited expres-
sion of NT-3 has been found in chickens (Pirvola et al. 1997). Importantly, NT-3
dependent neurons innervate the unique high-frequency, basal, part of the mouse
cochlea, which represents a novel addition of ganglion neurons with numerous
features not shared with nonmammalian vertebrates.

Inthe foregoing descriptions we have been considering neurotrophin expression
during the early period of differentiation and process growth by cochlear ganglion
neurons. These interactions occur at approximately E14—18 in mice and E5-8 in
chicks. Later in developmentthere is a period of programmed cell death of cochlear
ganglion cells that may be mediated by neurotrophins as well. In neonatal rats
approximately 22% of cochlear ganglion neurons die between postnatal day (P)0
and P6 (Rueda et al. 1987) and 25%-33% of chicken cochlear ganglion cells die
at E8-14 (Ard & Morest 1984). Distinctive patterns of changes of neurotrophin
expression have been described in neonatal mice and gerbils both in vitro and in
vivo (Mou et al. 1997, 1998, Wiechers et al. 1999) that may be related to neuronal
survival (Hegarty et al. 1997) and may tie into the extensive fiber reorganization
noticed during that period in mammals (Pujol et al. 1998). Neurotrophins can also
rescue mature cochlear ganglion neurons following various insults (Agerman et al.
1999).

Synaptogenesis Between Hair Cells and Afferent Fibers

Both light- and electron-microscopic data suggest that processes of cochlear gan-
glion neurons reach the hair cells very early in development (Retzius 1893, Hafidi
& Romand 1989, Pujol et al. 1998). Afferent fibers of ganglion neurons have been
found so early in the vicinity of both outer and inner hair cells that speculations
have recurred many times suggesting a role for afferents in hair cell maturation
(Rubel 1978, Schimmang et al. 1995, Pujol et al. 1998). However, a variety of stud-
ies have shown that chick otocysts can develop morphologically normal hair cells
when transplanted in the absence of the cochlear ganglion neurons (Waddington
1937, Corwin & Cotanche 1989, Swanson et al. 1990). Waterman (1938), for ex-
ample, described rather normal development of hair cells in transplanted rabbit
ears. Furthermore, autonomous morphological differentiation of hair cells is ob-
served in organ culture of otocysts from chicks (Fell 1928; Friedmann 1956; Orr
1981, 1986; Sokolowski et al. 1993; Ard et al. 1985) and mammals (van de Water
1983, van de Water et al. 1992, Sobkowicz 1992) that were stripped of ganglion
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neurons. Data on various neurotrophin mutants as well as on ngn-1-null mutants
are consistent with this conclusion (Silos-Santiago et al. 1997, Ma et al. 2000).
Recent physiological studies suggest that auditory and vestibular hair cells can
acquire their normal specialized physiological properties in the absence of inner-
vation (He & Dallos 1997, RSch et al. 1998). An influence of innervation on
long-term maintenance of hair cells has been suggested (Walsh et al. 1998) and
awaits further stringent testing. Recent data suggest that hair cells can survive in
long-term denervated ears of NeuroD-null mutants in vivo (Kim et al. 2001).

Clearly, a major, as yet unexplored issue is how the over 10 Type | afferent
endings per inner hair cell manage to converge and compete for synaptic space on
a single inner hair cell. One idea is that Type | afferents arrive earlier and occupy
the available space on the inner hair cells, thus leaving synaptic space only on
the outer hair cells for the Type Il spiral afferents (Echteler 1992). More recently,
synaptic reorganization in neonates was studied in some detail (Knipper et al.
1995, Wiechers et al. 1999). These studies do not address the issue of how inner
hair cells receive multiple Type | afferents, since these are already in place at birth
(Echteler 1992, Simmons 1994, Bruce et al. 1997, Fritzsch et al. 1997b).

Little is known about the embryonic growth and development of afferents before
they reach the inner hair-cell region or about the mechanisms through which many
Type | afferents converge onto a single inner hair cell. This lack of knowledge is
due to a variety of factors. Most studies on this topic have used stains that label all
axons (Sobkowicz 1992), thereby being unable to distinguish between afferents
and efferents (Lorente ded\l'981). Others have focused on only a restricted area
of the cochlea such as the apex (Echteler 1992) or exclusively on postnatal ages
(Simmons 1994, Wiechers et al. 1999).

Detailed ultrastructural data suggest that cochlear ganglion neurons contact
both inner and outer hair cells almost at the same time and develop classic afferent
synapses prior to the formation of hair cell-specific apical specializations (Pujol
etal. 1998). In addition, both pioneering work (Pujol etal. 1998) and recent Dil data
suggest that a second type of ending, the efferent fibers of neurons that segregate
from facial branchial motoneurons (Fritzsch & Nichols 1993, Bruce et al. 1997,
Karis et al. 2001), reach the developing hair cells at about the same time. This
suggests that establishing functional contacts is mediated by factors unrelated to
the electrosensory properties of hair cells. Adult synapses appear after a period
during which afferents show numerous filopodia extending in the nearby greater
epithelial ridge and numerous presynaptic bodies are found in hair cells.

There is a large body of literature dealing with the predominantly postnatal
segregation of afferent and efferent contacts to outer and inner hair cells. These
discussions revolve around the possible role played by the changing topography
of afferent and efferent innervation to outer and inner hair cells (Pujol et al. 1998,
Wiechers et al. 1999, Liberman et al. 2000, Bruce et al. 2000). A clear picture has
notyet emerged and the reader is referred to the various positions held by the above
cited authors for detail. Two issues are important to keep in mind: The cochlea
shows a progressive basal-to-apical gradient of development and early contacts
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may not be readily identifiable as belonging to a specific fiber type. We summarize
here what has been confirmed by several studies and likely will not be modified
by future, more sophisticated analyses.

Data in other developing systems suggest that synapse formation and some
electrochemical transmission start within hours or a few days after initial contacts
are established. These early electrical events are often rhythmic and may not be
related to any external stimulus (Sanes & Walsh 1998). This suggests that the onset
of synaptic transmission has to happen in mice, for example, several days prior to
birth. In fact, recent studies suggest that the neurotransmitter receptor necessary
for the function of efferent fibers ending on hair cells is expressed prenatally
in mice, around the time the efferent fibers have first been seen near cochlear
hair cells (Bruce et al. 1997, 2000; Zuo et al. 1999). The temporal pattern of
expression of this receptor follows a base-to-apex and inner hair cell to outer hair
cell progression (Simmons & Morley 1998, Zuo et al. 1999). This upregulation
of expression starts at E16 in the base of the mouse cochlea and reaches the apex
by P4. This pattern of expression suggests that maturation of efferent synaptic
transmission, as evidenced by the expression of the main postsynaptic receptor,
extends over at least eight days of development. Consequently, future analyses
describing efferent development should specify in detail the area of the cochlea
examined.

The details of afferent transmitter and receptor development are not as well
worked out as those of the efferent transmission. Nevertheless, recent studies of
various glutamate receptors during development have shown a dynamic change of
their expression (Wiechers et al. 1999) and composition (Luo et al. 1995a), and
some synaptic vesicle release proteins have been analyzed (Knipper et al. 1995).
Minimally, we need more information on the development of synaptic transmission
from hair cells to afferent axons and the relationship of these events to changes in
the topography of connections. Such studies should be feasible with the discoveries
of specific proteins related to glutamatergic transmission (Jahndh& 1999,
Takamori et al. 2000, Fukuda et al. 2000, Verhage et al. 2000) and methods for
labeling individual axons.

DEVELOPMENT OF CENTRAL PROJECTIONS AND
TROPHIC REGULATION OF CNS TARGETS

The development of central projections of eighth-nerve ganglion cells has been
studied in a variety of ways, ranging from descriptive studies using classical sil-
ver staining or the Ramon y Cajal/Golgi methods to more contemporary methods
using cell-specific markers or axonal tracing. In this section, we summarize re-
cent descriptive and mechanistic studies on the development of the eighth-nerve
projection to the brainstem in avian and mammalian species. It is useful by way
of organization to consider the ontogenetic series of events that take place in the
ganglion cells and their surrounding environment.
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After the immature neuron has delaminated from the developing otocyst and
undergone its final mitotic division, it forms a centrally directed process that tra-
verses the basal lamina surrounding the lateral aspect of the rhombencephalon and
enters the brain parenchyma. This protoplasmic process, the eighth-nerve axon, bi-
furcates one or more times to send branches into the presumptive CN subdivisions
(Lorente de 1981, Fekete et al. 1984). In mammals, most eighth-nerve axons
are thought to provide afferents to all three major CN subdivisions, the anteroven-
tral cochlear nucleus (AVCN), the posteroventral cochlear nucleus (PVCN), and
the dorsal cochlear nucleus (DCN). In birds, a branch is sent to each of two sub-
nuclei, n. magnocellularis (NM) and n. angularis (NA). During development of
these projections, the axons must arrange themselves in precisely the same or-
der as their peripheral targets in the cochlea. In other words, the frequency/place
organization of the sensory epithelium that is mapped onto the population of gan-
glion cells must be exactly recreated in the organization of projections into each
division of the cochlear nucleus. This mapping of the receptor surface onto the
cells in each division of the CN establishes the precise tonotopic organization seen
physiologically and anatomically in the mature animal.

At the same time or shortly after entering the CN, the eighth-nerve axons
form different highly stereotyped synaptic specializations that are unique to each
target region. The morphology and physiology of the eighth-nerve synapse onto
postsynaptic cells in the AVCN become markedly different from those expressed
by a collateral of the same axon in the DCN or PVCN. The contacts and synaptic
activity transmitted by the cochlear nerve axons can have dramatic influences on
the development and maintenance of the target cells in the subnuclei of the cochlear
nuclear complex.

In the remainder of this review, we consider each of these topics in order:
i) eighth-nerve growth into the brain parenchyma; ii) development of synaptic
contacts between eighth-nerve axons and target cells in the cochlear nucleus; iii)
emergence of topographic (tonotopic) organization in the cochlear nucleus; and iv)
trophic interactions between the eighth-nerve and CN cells. In each topic area, we
consider the current descriptive information and the level of understanding of cellu-
lar and molecular mechanisms, and we offer suggestions for future investigations.

Axon Development

As early cochlear ganglion axons grow through peripheral connective tissue rich
in fibronectin and laminin (Hemond & Morest 1991a,b), they are thought to fas-
ciculate with axons of the vestibular nerve, which have already penetrated the
developing rhombencephalon. In the chick, the final mitosis of cochleo-vestibular
ganglion cells occurs between E2 and E7, with cochlear cells developing later than
vestibular cells (D’Amico-Martel 1982). While cell division is still occurring (i.e.,

by E3 or H & HStage 19), some axons enter the medulla (Windle & Austin 1936,
Hemond & Morest 1991a). The cochlear processes are probably delayed relative
to the vestibular processes by about one day. By Stage 25-26 (E5), many cochlear
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axons have penetrated the brain parenchyma (Knowlton 1967, Book & Morest
1990). However, itis not clear from the literature exactly when eighth-nerve axons
become intercalated among the developing NM and NA neurons (Knowlton 1967,
Rubel et al. 1976).

This same close association between the birthdate of ganglion cells and central
axon formation in birds is present in mammals. For example, in the mouse, most
cochlear ganglion cells are born at around E13.5 (Ruben 1967), but cochlear ax-
ons enter the brain by E13-14 (Willard 1993, 1995). While the precise timing of
ganglion cell birth dates has not been studied in many species, the age at which
eighth-nerve axons enter the brain has been examined in a variety of mammals,
including pig (Shaner 1934), rat (Angulo et al. 1990), human (Moore et al. 1997,
Ulatowska-Blaszyk & Bruska 1999), and the marsupianodelphis domestica
(Willard 1993).

The growth of axons into the brain occurs well before the onset of hearing as
defined by physiological responses to acoustic stimuli. In the E16 rat, axons from
ganglion cells originating at the basal turn of the cochlea invade both the AVCN
and the PVCN (Angulo et al. 1990). Over the next two to three days, axons from
the middle and apical turns enter the nuclear subdivisions. This is approximately
two weeks before the rat hears airborne sounds. Similar data are available for the
ferret (Moore 1991), opossum (Willard & Martin 1986, Willard 1990), and hamster
(Schweitzer & Cant 1984). In the human embryo, cochlear nerve fibers invade the
VCN by 16 weeks of gestation, whereas physiological and behavioral responses
to sound are not apparent until about 26 weeks (Moore et al. 1997). These studies
suggest that innervation forms independently of auditory input.

When the axons enter the brain, collaterals form to innervate the subdivisions
of the cochlear nucleus. These collaterals must grow, and must stop growing when
they encounter the appropriate target. The cellular and molecular mechanisms
underlying the growth and fasciculation, targeting, -branching and cessation of
growth of these axons are almost completely unknown. In spite of the emerging
wealth of information on axonal pathfinding cues in other systems (Flanagan &
Vanderhaeghen 1998, Mueller 1999, Brose & Tessier-Lavigne 2000, Raper 2000),
the molecules that alter the pathway selection of auditory nerve axons in the brain
have not been identified. Similarly, the cellular interactions that induce growing
eighth-nerve axons to bifurcate once or twice upon entering the brainstem and
to stop upon entering their targets are also unknown. In fact, in most species, it
is not agreed upon whether auditory nerve axons grow into their final position
and provide the attractive signals for postmitotic neuronal precursors to coalesce
around them (e.g., see Morest 1969) or the neuronal precursors of the brainstem
auditory nuclei begin their migration and “attract” the growing eighth-nerve axonal
process. Willard (1990) argues that the auditory nerve grows into the brainstem
prior to the migration of auditory neurons. Migrating postmitotic neurons may
then be attracted to these axons and cease migrating. Some support for this view
is found in both experimental and descriptive studies of the developing chick
brainstem. Parks (1979) showed that NA cells migrated into ectopic positions in the
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brainstem following early otocyst removal at E2.5, which eliminated development
of the cochleo-vestibular ganglion cell. Inthe mouse, neuroblasts forming the main
targets of the cochlear nerve leave mitosis on days 10-14 (Taber Pierce 1967,
Martin & Rickets 1981). These dates completely coincide with the generation of
ganglion cells (Ruben 1967). Therefore, migration of most CN neurons is likely to
be occurring at about the same time as most of the eighth-nerve axons are arriving.
Without experimental manipulations, it is difficult to understand the interactions
between migrating neuroblasts that form the CN and the growing cochlear nerve
axons. Some progress has been made toward identifying both intracellular and
secreted molecules that may be important for these interactions. For example,
Represa and colleagues (San Jose et al. 1997) have begun examining cytoskeletal
changesinthe growing axons of chicks. In this same species, Morestand colleagues
are examining the timing and spatial pattern of FGF-2 and its receptors in relation
to ganglion cell and brainstem development (e.g., Brumwell et al. 2000). Finally,
the developmental patterns of expression of neurotrophins and their receptors in
the mammalian and chick auditory brainstem are being examined (Hafidi et al.
1996, Hafidi 1999b, Cochran et al. 1999).

Itis now possible to experimentally address the key issues discussed above. We
are in need of studies combining careful descriptive, developmental methods with
experimental manipulations that eliminate either the eighth-nerve axons (Ma et al.
1998, 2000) or the hindbrain regions that form the anlagen of the auditory nuclei
(e.g., Studer et al. 1998, Cramer et al. 2000a). For example, the target cells within
the developing brainstem could be removed to test the role of targets in specifying
axonal branching patterns.

Development of Contacts Between Ganglion
Cell Axons and Cochlear Nucleus Neurons

As axons of the cochlear nerve arrive in the brainstem, they interact with the cell
bodies and processes of postmitotic neuroblasts in several important ways. For
example, they form synaptic connections to establish the information-processing
network of the auditory pathways. One fascinating property of this process is
that the different collaterals of the auditory nerve form synaptic connections with
very different morphologies. In the AVCN of mammals and NM of birds, the
predominant synaptic morphology is a calyx surrounding much of the cell body,
known as the end bulb of Held (Lorente de 8981). This presynaptic ending is
highly stereotyped and provides a phase-locked, powerful excitatory connection,
known to be important for temporal processing. In other regions of the cochlear
nuclear complex, more common boutonal synapses are made. Considerable work
has been done on the developmental dynamics of end bulb development in the
AVCN and NM. A comparison of the developmental changes seen in the chick
and mouse is shown in Figure 3.

Jhaveri & Morest (1982a,b) show rather elegantly that postsynaptic NM neu-
rons initially have extensively ramifying dendritic processes among which the
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Figure 3 Development of end bulb of Held in mouse AVCt) and chick NM potton).

In each series the structure of the postsynaptic cell and afferent axon is shown before the
onset of auditory functiori¢ft drawing in each sequence), during the early stages of synaptic
and auditory functionrfiddle3 panels), and when hearing is relatively matuighf-most
drawings). Note that while the end bulbs look very similar by maturity, the proposed sequences
of development appear quite different. Some caution in this conclusion is warranted, however,
as different methods were used to evaluate end bulb development in the two species. Mouse
drawings from HRP filled axons by Limb & Ryugo (2000); chick drawings from neurons
stained by the Golgi-Kopsch method by Jhaveri & Morest (1982a).

ingrowing auditory nerve axons branch and form at least transient synaptic con-
nections. Then, coincident with the early stages of auditory function, the dendritic
arbors become resorbed (see also Parks & Jackson 1984, Young & Rubel 1986),
and 2-3 end bulbs form on the cell body of each NM neuron. Formation of the
end bulb may be due to coalescence of many terminal arbors or the dramatic ex-
pansion of a few of the initial presynaptic structures. Dendritic resorption and
end bulb formation begin at the rostromedial (high-frequency) area of NM and
progress caudolaterally along the tonotopic axis of the nucleus (Parks & Jackson
1984, Young & Rubel 1986). The divergence of eighth-nerve axons to neighbor-
ing cells in NM, and the convergence of axons onto single NM neurons have been
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examined in the chick (Jackson & Parks 1982). The large, complex dendritic ar-
bors of NM neurons at E9-12 (Young & Rubel 1986) make it difficult to draw
firm conclusions about divergence of presynaptic arbors at the age synaptic con-
nections are forming. But clearly, there is a modest decrease in preterminal axonal
branching between E14 and E17. In addition, physiological analyses have shown
a small decrease (from 4 to 2.4) in the number of unitary EPSPs excited by stim-
ulation of eighth-nerve inputs over the same age range (Jackson & Parks 1982).
While these results are often cited as supporting the idea of widespread exuberance
of axonal connections in the developing nervous system, there is little evidence
supporting such an interpretation. The decrease in convergence is quite limi-
ted, and there is no evidence that the one to two supernumerary axons come
from different cochlear regions. In the next section, we provide evidence that,
from the outset, connections appear to form precisely in the brainstem auditory
pathways.

Developmental studies of the end bulbs of Held have also been carried out in the
mouse, rat, cat and barn owl (Mattox etal. 1982, Neises etal. 1982, Ryugo & Fekete
1982, Carr & Boudreau 1996, Limb & Ryugo 2000). While early development has
not been studied in detail, the abundance of synaptic profiles in the neuropil and
on somatic processes in newborn rats and barn owls suggests that the pattern is
quite similar to that described in the chick. On the other hand, the developmental
pattern has been described rather completely in the cat (Ryugo & Fekete 1982) and
mouse (Limb & Ryugo 2000, Figure 3). These papers describe a series of changes
in end bulb morphology, from a simple spoon-shaped ending to an elaborate series
of filopodia engulfing the somata of AVCN neurons. Interestingly, at all ages
described, the ending is elaborated on the somata of the developing AVCN neuron,
and the neuron itself is rather adendritic (see Figure 3).

The stereotyped structure of the end bulb of Held provides a unique opportu-
nity to consider the relative contributions of the axon collateral versus the target
cell in specifying this presynaptic phenotype. Since other collaterals of the same
axons—those terminating in DCN and PVCN—possess boutonal type endings,
it seems logical to speculate that the form is specified by the target. Parks et al.
(1990) addressed this question experimentally by taking advantage of the earlier
discovery that NM neurons make ectopic projections to contralateral NM when the
contralateral otocyst is removed. NM neurons normally make boutonal synapses
onto n. laminaris (NL), the third-order neurons in the avian auditory system. At
the light microscopic level, the ectopically projecting NM-to-NM axons form bou-
tons, which suggests that the cell of origin, not the target cell, specifies synaptic
morphology. However, some ultrastructural features resemble the eighth-nerve
synapse on NM neurons. Thus, it appears from the studies that both axons and
target cells determine synaptic morphology.

A second issue is whether eighth-nerve action potential generation and synaptic
activity influence the development of contacts between the nerve and CN neurons.
In the chick, electrophysiological studies have shown that NM neurons are respon-
sive to eighth-nerve stimulation at day 10-11 of embryogenesis (Jackson et al.
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1982, Pettigrew et al. 1988). Responses to sound are seen in brainstem recordings
by E12-13 (Saunders et al. 1973). Therefore, it is possible that the resorption of
dendritic arbors seen in NM neurons and/or the changes in end bulb morphology
are dependent on afferent activity. While end bulb morphology has not been stud-
ied carefully in the chick, neither the time course nor the tonotopic gradient of
dendritic changes appears influenced by the presence or activity of eighth-nerve
axons (Parks & Jackson 1984). In the kitten, however, there is considerable evi-
dence that the presence and activity of the eighth-nerve influence the complexity
and size of the end bulbs and their ultrastructural characteristics (Saada et al. 1996;
Ryugo et al. 1997, 1998; Niparko 1999; Redd et al. 2000).

The presence of spatial-temporal gradients in the relationship between eighth-
nerve axons and the developing CN has been observed in a variety of studies
(Rubel et al. 1976, Jackson et al. 1982, Schweitzer & Cant 1984, Kubke et al.
1999). For example, Schweitzer & Cant found that fibers from the basal portion
of the hamster cochlea are the first to enter the DCN, followed by axons from the
middle and apical turns, respectively. How such gradients among the axons or the
postsynaptic cells in the CN are established remains a mystery awaiting molecular
discovery. However, they do appear to be independent of sensory input from the
ear (Parks & Jackson 1984).

Finally, it is important to mention that during the time period when connections
are forming between cochlear nerve axons and CN neurons, both elements are
likely to be changing in a large variety of cellular and molecular respects, includ-
ing transmitter and modulator expression and release kinetics, neurotransmitter
receptor pharmacology (e.g., Zhou & Parks 1992, Code & McDaniel 1998, Kubke
& Carr 1998, Lawrence & Trussell 2000, Parks 2000, Zirpel et al. 2000a), ion
channel characteristics (Perney et al. 1992, Garcia-Diaz 1999), and other synaptic
specializations (e.g., Lurie et al. 1997, Hack et al. 2000). The intracellular and
intercellular molecular pathways influencing such changes await further research.

Development of Topographic (Tonotopic) Connections

In the visual, somatosensory, and auditory pathways of most organisms, there is a
highly stereotyped, topographic relationship between the receptor surface and the
collections of neurons in nuclei or specific brain areas at each level of the ascending
sensory pathways. These maps of the receptive surfaces of the organism are defined
anatomically by preservation of neighbor relationship projections to each brain
region. Physiologically, they are demonstrated by an orderly array of receptive
fields seenin postsynaptic responses as one moves an electrode in small increments
through a sensory area of the brain. Such maps represent physical space in the visual
and somatosensory systems. In the auditory systems of birds and mammals, the
maps provide a representation of a quite different stimulus/response attribute: the
“best frequency” or “characteristic frequency” of the neuronal response to acoustic
stimulation. This mapping property is a function of the remarkably precise coding

of frequency along the cochlea (voreEEsy 1960, Rhode 1978, Dallos 1992) and



AUDITORY GANGLION DEVELOPMENT 75

the precise topography of connections between cochlear ganglion cells and hair
cells along the sensory epithelium, discussed above.

When considering the development of topographic (tonotopic) organization of
ganglion cell projections to the cochlear nucleus, three issues need to be addressed.
First, does the map emerge from relatively indiscriminate connections, or is there a
degree of precision as soon as the projection is evident? If some precision is evident
from the onset of function, does the “grain” of the map change during further
development? Second, a popular belief is that rough characteristics initially form
and that these are refined during use. What role, if any, does auditory experience or
neuronal activity independent of sound-driven activity have on the development or
maintenance of this topography? Finally, and most important, what are the cellular
signals responsible for the establishment and maintenance of the tonotopic map?

In the developing auditory system of birds and mammals, available evidence
suggests that the topography of connections between the cochlea, the ganglion
cells, and the cochlear nuclei develops quite precisely, well before acoustic infor-
mation is processed by these cells. For results relevant to this issue, see anatomical
studies in the rat (Angulo et al. 1990, Friauf 1992, Friauf & Kandler 1993), mouse
(Fritzschetal. 1997b), opossum (Willard 1993), hamster (Schweitzer & Cant 1984,
Schweitzer & Cecil 1992), and cat (Snyder & Leake 1997). No single study has la-
beled neighboring cells in the spiral ganglion and examined the relative alignment
of terminal fields in the CN or done a similar analysis by retrograde transport (e.g.,
see Agmon et al. 1995). Demonstrations that terminal arbors in the CN are initially
small and precisely oriented provide indirect evidence for a great deal of initial
precision; terminal arbors grow as the nucleus expands in volume (Schweitzer &
Cecil 1992). Furthermore, well before hearing onset in opossum and cat, small
injections of HRP into the spiral ganglion label discrete bands of terminals in the
CN, and the size of these bands does not change with age (Willard 1993, Snyder
& Leake 1997). While it is impossible to state that the precision, or “grain”, of the
map does not change with experience, there is no compelling evidence for such a
viewpoint at this time.

Physiological studies that have addressed the development of tonotopic organi-
zation at the level of the CN or other brainstem nuclei lead to similar conclusions.
Physiological mapping studies invariably find a precise tonotopic organization
early during development (Lippe & Rubel 1985, Sanes et al. 1989, Sterbing et al.
1994, Lippe 1995). Similarly, studies using pure-tone acoustic stimuli to modulate
metabolic markers (c-FOS, 2-DG) have found discrete bands of label in the CN
as early as stimuli elicit a metabolic response (Ryan & Woolf 1988, Friauf 1992,
Friauf & Kandler 1993). It appears fashionable to propose that the early topo-
graphic organization is somewhat crude or rough (meaning less well ordered,
we presume) and that it is “fine tuned” by auditory experience (e.g., see Friauf &
Lohmann 1999). However, little evidence exists for any role of auditory experience
toward shaping the tonotopic organization of connections between the cochlea and
the cochlear nuclei. In both birds and mammals, this organization appears before
one can readily record responses to acoustic stimuli. There appear to be no gross
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“mistakes” in the orderly arrangement of connections, and the overall growth of the
brain regions can account for the changes that are seen in the degree of specificity
of axonal connections. Although the precision of the early eighth-nerve to CN
projections has not been studied in detail, the pattern has been studied at the next
synaptic level. Young & Rubel (1986) examined the topography of the ipsilateral
projection between NM and NL, and Sanes & Rubel (1988) studied the develop-
ment of bilateral connections to the lateral superior olive in the gerbil. Young &
Rubel used single cell reconstructions to show that by E9, which is well before
an auditory response can be found, the ipsilateral projections from NM to NL are
as precise as they will ever be. In fact, subsequent development causes a loss of
one dimension of specificity. Sanes & Rubel showed that at the age responses to
sound can first be recorded in the lateral superior olive (P14-15), the matching
of excitatory and inhibitory frequency tuning is virtually perfect. These results
suggest again that the tonotopy at the level of the CN must already be mature.

Having established that the tonotopic organization of projections from the
cochlear ganglion to the CN emerges prior to responsiveness to external acoustic
stimulation, it becomes important to ascertain whether activity that is indepen-
dent of acoustic stimulation (spontaneous activity) plays an important role in the
establishment and maintenance of appropriate connections. In this case, we are
considering spontaneous activity as action potential generation in the eighth nerve
or CN that is not driven by acoustic stimuli, but does not preclude hair cell origin.
As noted above, synaptic connections with the CN are formed and appear to be
precisely ordered before the onset of peripheral responses to sound in chicks and
mammals (Jackson et al. 1982, Kandler & Friauf 1995, Snyder & Leake 1997).
On the other hand, Leake et al. (2001) report a modest decrease in the relative
size (corrected for overall CN growth) of eighth-nerve axonal projections in the
CN from small groups of labeled spiral ganglion neurons between birth and P6 in
kittens. They hypothesize that spontaneous activity is involved in these changes.
Spontaneous activity can be recorded soon after synaptic connections are seen
physiologically or anatomically in chicks (Lippe 1994), wallabies (Gummer &
Mark 1994), kittens (Walsh & McGee 1988), and gerbils (W. R. Lippe, personal
communication). At this time, however, there are no convincing data suggesting
that the spontaneous activity plays a role in the establishment of topographic con-
nections. Lippe (1994) has described rhythmic activity that is of cochlear origin
and shows a gradient in its developmental properties along the tonotopic axis.
However, at E14, the age when this gradient is seen, the tonotopically organized
projection from the ganglion cells to NM is already well established (E. W. Rubel,
unpublished observations).

Virtually nothing is known about the molecules that determine the tonotopic
axis of the cochlear nuclei or guide the establishment of connections in an orderly
way along this axis. It is clear, however, that both the presynaptic axons and
the postsynaptic target cells must express some sort of signaling molecules that
specify the tonotopic axis. Two interesting experiments support this conclusion.
First, the resorption of dendrites in the chick NM takes place along a rostromedial
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to caudolateral spatial “gradient” that matches the tonotopic organization (Rubel &
Parks 1975). Remarkably, the dendritic resorption, its time course, and its spatial
organization appear independent of presynaptic input from the cochlear nerve
(Parks & Jackson 1984). Second, abnormal connections to NM will form a normal
orderly array along the tonotopic axis. This was shown by mapping the ectopic
connection that forms between the two NMs when a unilateral otocyst removal is
performed very early in development (Jackson & Parks 1988). Lippe et al. (1992)
recorded from NM neurons while stimulating the contralateral ear in animals
in which this projection was induced. Normally, NM axons innervate only NL
neurons on the ipsilateral and contralateral sides of the brain (Young & Rubel
1983). When these axons are induced to innervate the contralateral NM, they
produce a tonotopic organization indistinguishable from the normal ipsilateral
eighth-nerve input. This finding suggests again that the tonotopic axis is somehow
encoded by the NM neurons and can be communicated to ectopic auditory afferents
as well as its normal ipsilateral afferents from the eighth nerve.

While there is little known about the molecules or cellular interactions par-
ticipating in the establishment of the tonotopic organization of the CN in birds
or mammals, developmental gradients in the ingrowth of eighth-nerve fibers and
of CN properties appear to correspond to the tonotopic axis (Rubel et al. 1976,
Rubel 1978, Jackson et al. 1982, Schweitzer & Cant 1984, Willard 1993, Kubke
et al. 1999). Timing alone is unlikely to provide the signal (Holt 1984; Holt &
Harris 1993, 1998), but these gradients may provide clues to discover candidate
molecules. Several growth factors and receptors have been examined in the gan-
glion cells and CN. Some of those growth factors and receptors appear to be
expressed at approximately the time that connections are being established or that
auditory function matures (e.g., see Luo et al. 1995b, Riedel et al. 1995). However,
gradients of expression that match the tonotopic axis at the time topographic con-
nections are forming have not been reported. Understanding gradients of molecules
alongtopographic axesis animportantand timely problemin developmental neuro-
biology, in general, and the auditory pathways may be particularly advantageous
for experimentally examining it. Eighth-nerve ganglion and cochlear nuclei are
derived from entirely separated epithelial compartments that can be separately
manipulated. Further, there is a single, functionally defined, axis of orientation.

To adequately address the molecular identities responsible for the establish-
ment of topography in the auditory pathways, two areas of research are initially
needed. First, we need detailed analyses of the timing of the development of to-
pographic connections at a single cell level in a few “model” species. Second,
detailed analyses of the spatial and temporal distribution of candidate molecules
that have provided important new information in other systems (e.g., Eph receptors
and ephrins) are likely to prove important (e.g., see O’Leary & Wilkinson 1999,
Wilkinson 2000). For example, recent studies of the developmental distribution
of trkB and EphA4 show remarkable and provocative patterns of expression that
are likely to be important for determining the laminar specificity of connections
between NM and NL (Cochran et al. 1999, Cramer et al. 2000b). Further study of
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these classes of molecules may be helpful for understanding the development of
tonotopy in the cochlear nuclei.

Influence of Cochlear Nerve on Development of
Cochlear Nucleus

In this final section, we see that the trophic relationships between the cochlear nerve
and its central targets, the cochlear nucleus, are fundamentally different from the
peripheral interactions with hair cells. Whereas hair cell development appears
largely independent of innervation by ganglion cells, the cells of the cochlear
nuclei are dramatically influenced by manipulations of the developing inner ear
and ganglion cells.

The classic study by Levi-Montalcini (1949) provided one set of fundamental
observations underlying our approach to this problem. Levi-Montalcini removed
the otocyst, the origin of the sensory cells and ganglion cells of the inner ear, at
2-2 1/2 days of development in chick embryos. This manipulation deprived the
embryos of normal input to the developing cochlear and vestibular nuclei of the
brainstem. By studying the brainstem in silver-stained sections at various develop-
mental time points, she discovered that the cochlear nuclei (NM and NA) develop
normally until approximately E11. After this time, however, the overall volume and
the number of neurons in both nuclei decrease dramatically. These observations
were later replicated and extended in Rubel’s lab. Parks (1979) carefully followed
the progression of events after otocyst removal and found that both NA and NM
displayed normal nuclear volume, cell size, and neuron number until E11, after
which they rapidly deteriorated. Jackson et al. (1982) then determined that E11
was the first age at which postsynaptic action potentials in NM could be evoked by
eighth-nerve stimulation. This pair of results has two important implications. The
firstis that most developmental events take place independently of excitatory affer-
ent activity, even though the eighth-nerve fibers are in the vicinity of the cells of the
CN early in development. Proliferation, early migration and the establishment of
afferent and efferent topographic connections all occur before functional afferent
synaptic connections are made. The second implication is that, at the time normal
synaptic input occurs, the postsynaptic neurons suddenly become metabolically
dependent on the establishment of functional synapses. Without afferent stimula-
tion, there is cell death, atrophy of the remaining neurons, abnormal migration,
and a variety of other abnormalities.

The dependence of the postsynaptic neuron on presynaptic input does not seem
to be permanent in most species and most sensory systems. For example, if we
consider the trophic role of eighth-nerve on CN cells exclusively, it terminates
somewhere between six weeks and one year of age in the chicken (Born & Rubel
1985), at about 14 days after birth (P14) in the mouse (Mostafapour et al. 2000),
at about P9 in the gerbil (Hashisaki & Rubel 1989, Tierney et al. 1997), and
between P5 and P24 in the ferret (Moore 1990). This differential sensitivity of
the postsynaptic neurons to presynaptic manipulations is usually referred to as
a critical period or sensitive period. In addition to cell death, a large variety of
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metabolic and structural changes have been examined in neurons and glial cells
after cochlear manipulations at different ages in birds and mammals. (See earlier
reviews by Rubel 1978, Rubel & Parks 1988, Rubel et al. 1990, Moore 1992, Parks
1997, Zirpel etal. 1997, and Friauf & Lohmann 1999 for much of this information.)

In the remainder of this review, we consider such changes only as they relate to
the following questions:a) What is the signal from the presynaptic neuron that
maintains the integrity of the postsynaptic cethp\(Vhat is the cascade of cellular
events in the postsynaptic cell that leads to cell death or cell survival following
cochlear removalTj What are the biological mechanisms underlying the critical
period during which peripheral input is essential for normal developmedptVviiat

is the nature of the variability in cell survival following early deafferentation; why
do some cells live and others die?

SIGNALS The first question to address is the nature of the signals transmitted
from the cochlear nerve to CN neurons and glia that influence their survival,
structure, and metabolism. An extensive literature, beginning with the landmark
papers of Wiesel & Hubel (1963, 1965), suggested that patterned acoustic infor-
mation may be of critical importance. Webster and colleagues (Webster & Webster
1977,1979; Webster 1983a,b,c, 1988a) and Coleman (Coleman & O’Connor 1979,
Coleman et al. 1982) suggested that neonatal acoustic deprivation in mice and
rats produced by a conductive hearing impairment (ear plug, closing ear canal,
or disarticulation of middle ear bones) causes reduced neuronal size (atrophy)
and reduced neuropil volume in the cochlear nucleus. However, in several other
species a chronic conductive hearing loss did not cause atrophy of CN neurons,
including chick (Tucci & Rubel 1985), ferret (Moore et al. 1989), gerbil (E. W.
Rubel, unpublished observations), or rhesus monkey (Doyle & Webster 1991).
Several explanations for this apparent discrepancy have been proposed. The most
parsimonious explanation at this time is based on studies comparing both spon-
taneous eighth-nerve activity and cell size changes following purely conductive
vs. sensorineural hearing loss. Tucci et al. (1987) showed that a purely conductive
hearing loss does not disrupt high levels of spontaneous activity in the auditory
nerve, and this activity is sufficient to preserve normal neuronal numbers and
morphology in the chick NM. However, inner ear manipulations that produce a
sensorineural hearing loss always reduce or eliminate spontaneous eighth-nerve
activity and result in rapid changes in neuronal size. This explanation is supported
by studies of experimentally induced sensorineural hearing loss using pharmaco-
logical inhibition of eighth-nerve spikes or aminoglycosides, as well as by studies
of animals with congenital hair cell loss (Webster 1985; Born & Rubel 1988;
Pasic & Rubel 1989, 1991; Lippe 1991, Sie & Rubel 1992; Dodson et al. 1994;
Saada et al. 1996; Saunders et al. 1998). It seems entirely possible, in light of
our current knowledge, that the conductive manipulations performed by Webster
& Coleman resulted in secondary sensorineural damage to the basal part of the
rodent cochlea, especially when produced in young animals. Electrophysiological
data support this interpretation (Clopton 1980, Evans et al. 1983, Money et al.
1995).
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The studies cited above clearly show that the integrity of the auditory nerve is
essential for normal development of CN neurons. Patterned activity appears not
to be an essential signal at this level of the auditory pathways. A long series of
studies in chicks and gerbils have attempted to determine the signal or signals
that are essential for preserving normal development of CN neurons. The first
approach was to ask if eliminating eighth-nerve activity without damaging the
sensory or neural cells would produce the same postsynaptic changes in the CN
as total destruction of the cochlea. This was accomplished by infusion of the
sodium channel blocker, tetrodotoxin, into the inner ear. Complete blockade of
eighth-nerve action potentials, in fact, produced rapid changes in NM neurons and
AVCN neurons that were indistinguishable from those resulting from complete
destruction of the cochlea (Born & Rubel 1988, Pasic & Rubel 1989, Sie & Rubel
1992, Garden etal. 1994). These results strongly suggest that the voltage-dependent
release of glutamate or amolecule coreleased with glutamate is essential for normal
maintenance of CN neurons in young animals. Further support for this conclusion
comes from a series of studies on rodents and chicks showing that neuronal atrophy
and decreased protein synthesis induced by eighth-nerve action potential blockade
or sensorineural hearing loss can be reversed by restoration of presynaptic activity
(Born & Rubel 1988, Webster 1988b, Pasic & Rubel 1991, Lippe 1991, Saunders
et al. 1998). In addition, a number of investigators have attempted to use cochlear
implants to reverse atrophy of CN cells in cats deafened as neonates or adults. The
results are contradictory at this time (Ni et al. 1993, Lustig et al. 1994, Kawano
et al. 1997).

Activity inthe presynaptic elements during a critical period is essential for main-
taining cellular integrity and neuronal morphology in NM and AVCN. Is synaptic
stimulation necessary? One may recall that the same question was addressed in
the neuromuscular system many years ago (Drachman & Witzke 1972, Lomo &
Rosenthal 1972). To address this question, Hyson & Rubel (1989, 1995) asked if
the morphological changes seen in NM neurons could be prevented by electrical
stimulation of the eighth nerve (orthodromic stimulation), and if so, could they
be equally well prevented by antidromic stimulation of the NM neurons? The re-
sults of in vitro orthodromic and antidromic stimulation experiments demonstrated
that the early events following deafferentation and activity deprivation, decreased
protein synthesis and ribosomal integrity, could be prevented by orthodromic stim-
ulation. However, antidromic stimulation actually exacerbated these degenerative
events. More recent experiments have shown that propidium iodide incorporation,
a common measure of dying cells, is also prevented by orthodromic stimulation
(Zirpel et al. 1998). Finally, blocking neurotransmitter release from the eighth-
nerve fibers by bathing the preparation in low?Car blocking metabotropic
glutamate receptors reversed the positive effects of orthodromic stimulation (see
Rubel et al. 1990, Zirpel et al. 1997). Taken together, these results provide strong
evidence that the trophic influences of the eighth nerve on its target neurons in
the CN are mediated by voltage-dependent release of glutamate or of a molecule
coreleased with glutamate and that the influences require activation of one or more
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glutamate receptors on NM neurons. Conversely, deprivation of glutamate release
or receptor activation in young animals activates a cascade of events culminating in
cell death or atrophy of the postsynaptic neurons. In vitro experiments comparing
the effects of antidromic and orthodromic stimulation have not been replicated
in the mammalian AVCN. However, the effects of deprivation and of pharmaco-
logical blockade of the eighth nerve on deprivation-induced postsynaptic changes
in NM and AVCN are strikingly similar. These findings, coupled with the clear
homology between NM and AVCN, strongly suggest that similar conclusions can
be made for the identity of the signals regulating trophic influences on CN neurons
in mammals.

POSTSYNAPTIC EVENTS The immediate and long-term changes in the CN follow-
ing deafferentation or deprivation have been examined primarily in chicks, rodents,
and cats, with differing goals. Most of the studies on cats and guinea pigs have
focused on the long-term phenotype of the CN neurons and on whether some or
all of the effects of deprivation can be reversed by stimulation through cochlear
prostheses. This clinically oriented goal has important implications for interven-
tions in young children suffering serious and profound hearing loss. The second
goal is trying to understand the sequelae of events following alterations in afferent
activity and determining their causal relationships. This approach can add new
information and concepts toward understanding the role of activity in nervous
system development and the plasticity of the developing nervous system.

Before it was appreciated that deprivation of eighth-nerve activity produced the
same sequence of initial events in the postsynaptic CN neurons as did deafferenta-
tion, several investigators removed the cochlea (usually including the ganglion
cell bodies) in animals of varying ages and examined the CN weeks or months
later (Levi-Montalcini 1949; Powell & Erulkar 1962; Parks 1979; Trune 1982a,b;
Nordeen et al. 1983). Large reductions in neuron size, neuropil volume (includ-
ing dendritic size), nuclear volume, neuron number, and concomitant increases
in neuron packing density were seen when cochlea removal was performed in
young or embryonic birds and mammals. In general, the changes seen in mature
animals were less severe and did not include deafferentation-induced cell death
of CN neurons. Changes comparable to those seen in young birds and mam-
mals were also described in frog auditory nuclei after otocyst removal (Fritzsch
1990).

A series of papers on the chick CN beginning in 1985 led to new ways of think-
ing about the cascade of cellular events that may lead to these long-term changes.
Born & Rubel (1985) carefully examined the time course and age dependence of
the morphological changes in NM neurons following cochlea removal. Remark-
ably, cell death and cell atrophy after cochlear removal occur extremely rapidly,
within two days in young chickens. Dramatic cytoplasmic changes in Nissl stain-
ing are evident at 12—-24 h. Furthermore, there is no difference in outcome between
removing the cochlea alone versus removing the cochlea and the ganglion cells,
thereby directly severing the eighth-nerve central process. These rapid changes
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in the responses of the postsynaptic neurons as well as the morphological details
described by Born & Rubel suggested that deafferentation evokes an apoptotic-like
process in NM neurons. This interpretation has been strengthened by studies show-
ing that protein synthesis, RNA synthesis, ribosome integrity, and ribosomal RNA
content all decrease within 30 min to a few hours after eliminating eighth-nerve
activity or removing the cochlea (Steward & Rubel 1985; Rubel etal. 1991; Garden
et al. 1994, 1995a,b; HartlagaiBSamen & Rubel 1996). These early events are
distinctly biphasic. During the initial 3—4 h after the onset of deprivation, there
appears to be a generalized decrease in synthetic activity, with only minor changes
in cytoplasmic ultrastructure. This is reflected in quantitative measures as an over-
all, unimodal, shift in the distributions of labeling densities. By ab®in after
deafening, depending on the specific parameter under investigation, a clearly bi-
modal distribution of NM cells emerges. Approximately 70% of the neurons show
partial recovery of protein synthesis and RNA synthesis and no obvious structural
alterations in cytoplasmic ribosomes. The remaining 30% of NM neurons shows
no synthetic activity (by our measures), a complete loss of polyribosomes in their
cytoplasm and loss of staining for ribosomal RNA (see Rubel et al. 1991; Garden
et al. 1994, 1995a,b). This latter group represents the neurons that die over the
next two days; while~70% of neurons that show less severe changes atrophy,
but survive. The effects of deprivation on CN cells are more rapid than expected
and that the ultimate fate of the deprived neurons is predictable quite early in the
process, by abdb h after the beginning of deprivation.

A variety of other rapid and long-term changes in presynaptic and postsynaptic
elements of auditory neurons in chicks and mammals have been observed after
elimination or reduced eighth-nerve activity. These include the expected decrease
in glucose uptake in young and adult animals (Lippe et al. 1980, Born et al. 1991,
Tucci et al. 1999), dramatic and rapid changes in calcium-binding proteins in ma-
ture guinea pig and rat (Winsky & Jacobowitz 1995, Caicedo et al. 1997, Forster
& llling 2000; but see Parks et al. 1997), and changes in cFOS protein and mRNA
expression (Gleich & Strutz 1997, Luo et al. 1999; see also Zhang et al. 1996).
On the other hand, some proteins such as GAP-43 transiently increase expression
(lling et al. 1997), which could be related to some spreading of inhibitory con-
nections after deafferentation (Benson et al. 1997; but see Code et al. 1990). One
of the most dramatic and rapid changes in NM neurons that has been observed
after activity deprivation in vivo is in the density of antibody staining to the cy-
toskeletal proteins, tubulin, actin, and MAP-2 (Kelley et al. 1997). Wighh after
deafening, immunoreactivity of NM neurons to antibodies to these three proteins
is dramatically reduced, without a concomitant decrease in mRNA. It was hy-
pothesized that the cytoskeletal proteins change configuration to allow the cells to
change shape. Within four days, antigenicity in the surviving NM neuron begins to
recover. Finally, Durham and colleagues found a biphasic response of Kreb'’s cycle
enzymes and mitochondria density in chick NM neurons (Durham & Rubel 1985;
Hyde & Durham 1990, 1994a,b; Durham et al. 1993). During the first 24-36 h
there are increases in enzyme activity and the density of mitochondria, which are
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followed by a smaller but sustained decrease. These results are discussed further
at the conclusion of this section.

The rapid time course and the patterns of structural and ultrastructural changes
in CN neurons suggest that the activity-dependent trophic interactions rely on a
rather simple interaction, such as activation of a receptor tyrosine kinase and/or
maintenance of normal intracellular signaling pathways. The distributions of some
trk receptors during development have recently been described in both birds and
mammals (Hafidi et al. 1996, Cochran et al. 1999), and ligands for these receptors
are present in the mammal CN (Hafidi 1999b). Other families of growth factors
are also being examined (e.g., Riedel et al. 1995). However, a role for any of these
receptor/ligand pairs has not been tested.

The role of afferent activity on the homeostasis of intracellular calciurdfca
and the importance of [CG4]; for trophic regulation of NM neurons have been
studied extensively during the past few years (Zirpel et al. 1995, 1997, 1998,
2000a,b; Zirpel & Rubel 1996). Intuitively, it might be expected that deprivation
of presynaptic activity would lead to a decrease inf{idn postsynaptic neurons.
Surprisingly, just the opposite is true of NM neurons. Elimination of eighth-nerve
activity leads to a rapid, threefold increase in f&ain NM neurons, which is re-
versed entirely by electrical stimulation of the nerve or activation of metabotropic
glutamate receptors (mGIuRs). When the eighth nerve is stimulated in the presence
of mGIuR antagonists, [C4]; increases dramatically. Furthermore, activation of
MGIuRs is required for maintenance of ribosomal RNA (Hyson 1998). A direct
link between elevated [G4]; and increased cell death has been established by
Zirpel et al. (1998). Finally, Zirpel et al. (2000a,b) provides convincing evi-
dence that activation of Group 1 mGIluRs is necessary for maintaining normal
[C&t]; in NM neurons, and that in the absence of mGIuR activation, influx
of C&* through AMPA receptors is involved in creating the hypercalcemic
condition.

In order to understand the relationship between mGIuR activation arfd][Ca
homeostasis in NM neurons, it is important to remember that most eighth-nerve
axons, NM neurons, and AVCN neurons have extremely high levels of ongoing
“spontaneous” activity, even in silence (Dallos & Harris 1978, Liberman 1978,
Tucci et al. 1987, Warchol & Dallos 1990, Born et al. 1991). In additiortt€a
permeable AMPA receptors appear to be required for the faithful processing of
temporally precise, high-frequency information (Trussell 1998, Parks 2000). This
combination seems to place auditory brainstem neurons at high risk for calcium
cytotoxicity or a calcium-activated apoptotic-like cascade. Perhaps to adapt to
this challenge, auditory neurons are rich in calcium-binding proteins (Takahashi
et al. 1987, Braun 1990, Kubke et al. 1999, Hack et al. 2000) and mitochondria,
and appear to have specialized (or highly expressed) intracellular pathways by
which Group 1 mGluRs inhibit cytoplasmic buildup of €aA series of studies
using ratiometric C& imaging suggests that €apermeability and intracellu-
lar C&* release are dramatically regulated by mGIuR activation (Lachica et al.
1995a,b; Kato et al. 1996, Kato & Rubel 1999). These studies need confirmation by
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direct measurements of €aconductance, but they suggest a novel set of pathways
whereby transmitter release can independently regulate activity aft]{@ethe
postsynaptic neuron. The results to date, therefore, suggest a working model: Glu-
tamate release is necessary to activate one or more mGIluRs, which in turn, prevent
large increases in [C&]; by a variety of mechanisms, including, but not lim-
ited to, inhibition of C&" permeability of AMPA channels, high-voltage activated
C&t channels, and Ca release from intracellular stores. Activity deprivation
then releases this inhibition, which allows a cascade of events beginning with a
rise in [C&*]; that is subsequently similar or identical to excitotoxicity (Mattson

et al. 2000). While many more experiments are needed to fill in the details of the
intracellular events that lead to cell death or cell phenotype changes, support for
this model is emerging (Wilson & Durham 1995, Solum et al. 1997, Caicedo et al.
1998, Zirpel & Parks 2001).

CRITICAL PERIOD  As noted above, some of the transneuronal structural and meta-
bolic interactions between the eighth nerve and CN neurons occur throughout life,
whereas others appear limited to a specific period of development. As seen in
other developing sensory systems, there appears to be a critical period for trophic
regulation of CN neurons by their presynaptic partners. Trune (1982a) showed
extensive cell death in mouse CN after neonatal deafferentation but did not test
adults. Nordeen et al. (1983), Born & Rubel (1985), Hashisaki & Rubel (1989),
and Moore (1990) provide convincing evidence for differential effects of cochlea
removal on CN neuronal survival and atrophy in neonatal and adult chicks, gerbils,
and ferrets. Young animals were much more susceptible than adults. However,
not until a recent report by Tierney et al. (1997) was it appreciated how sharp the
window of this critical period could be. Tierney and colleagues report that between
P7 and P9 there is an abrupt change in the survival of gerbil CN neurons following
deafferentation. Cochlea removals before seven days of age result in 45%—88%
cell death in the CN; at nine days of age or older, this same manipulation results
in no reliable cell death.

The remarkably rapid changes in susceptibility of CN neurons to deprivation-
induced cell death suggest that some simple molecular switch is controlling sus-
ceptibility to afferent deprivation. To address this possibility, a series of studies
examining the critical period for trophic regulation in mice has been initiated.
The first studies described the temporal boundaries of the critical period and time
course of cell death following deafening (Mostafapour et al. 2000). In addition,
experiments with bcl-2-null and bcl-2 overexpression mice have shown dramatic
modulation of this critical period. CN neurons in adult mice lacking the bcl-2 gene
appear to be equivalently susceptible to deafening as wild-type neonatal mice. Con-
versely, overexpression of bcl-2 prevents all transneuronal cell death in neonatal
mice (Mostafapour & Rubel 2001). These results should not be over-interpreted.
Itis not clear if bcl-2 modulation is due to a direct role of bcl-2 (or to related gene
family members) in determining the critical period or if this protein is playing
a role downstream of such a molecule. In any case, these results may provide a
beginning toward understanding the biological basis of this critical period.
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A LIFE OR DEATH DECISION One of the most intriguing and medically important
questions is understanding why, after afferent deprivation in young animals, some
postsynaptic neurons live and others die. The proportion of CN neurons that die
varies dramatically with species as well as with age. For example, cochlearemovals
in three-day-old gerbils result in almost 90% neuron loss within two weeks, but the
same manipulation at P7 results in only 50% loss (Tierney et al. 1997). A similar
decrease in susceptibility is seen in the mouse during the first 10 postnatal days
(Mostafapour et al. 2000). In chicks, however, only about 30% cell loss is seen at
the most vulnerable times (Born & Rubel 1985).

What determines which neurons survive deprivation or deafferentation and
which die? Two major possibilities emerge. The most favored hypothesis is that
there is a bimodal population of neurons with an intrinsic difference in susceptibil-
ity to deafferentation. It is possible that particular differences in receptor pheno-
types, for example, cause two groups of neurons to respond fundamentally differ-
ently to deafferentation. While this explanation is particularly attractive for nuclear
regions with mixed cell types, such as the mammalian CN following deafening,
there is, in fact, little supporting evidence (see Tierney et al. 1997). Furthermore,
in the avian NM there appears to be only a single neuron type throughout most
of the nucleus, and repeated attempts to discover two or more distinct populations
on the basis of structure or protein expression have failed (Rubel & Parks 1988,
Kubke et al. 1999).

A second hypothesis for explaining the differences in neuronal fate after deaf-
ferentation was first explicitly proposed by Garden et al. (1994) and Hyde &
Durham (1994a). It was hypothesized that the neuronal populations are not bi-
modal with respect to susceptibility to afferent deprivation-induced cell death.
Instead, it is possible that the deprivation condition elicits two competing intra-
cellular responses. The first response is activation of an apoptotic-like pathway
and the second is activation of a survival pathway. This model further suggested
that activation of the survival pathways is delayed by a few hours compared to
the apoptotic-like pathway. The resulting amount of cell death would then be a
function of the relative effectiveness of these competing pathways and survival or
death of individual cells would be stochastically determined during the period of
susceptibility.

There are several lines of evidence supporting this second hypothesis. First,
from the initial deafferentation experiments, it was recognized that there is no
consistent spatial pattern of cell death in the CN and that there is high variability
in the absolute amount of cell death during the period of susceptibility (Born &
Rubel 1985, Moore 1990). Second, many of the early degradative events following
the onset of afferent deprivation are uniform across the population of NM neurons.
These events include decreases in protein synthesis, RNA synthesis, ribosomal
antigenicity, and cytoskeletal protein antigenicity (Steward & Rubel 1985; Born
& Rubel 1988; Garden et al. 1994, 1995a; Kelley et al. 1997). There are, of
course, variations across the population of NM neurons in these responses to
deprivation, but there is no hint of a population of neurons that does not respond
at all. Third, since 1985 it has been recognized that oxidative enzyme activity
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actually shows a biphasic response following afferent deprivation. Beginning at
abou 6 h and continuing for 24-30 h, there is a dramatic increase in enzyme
activity; this is followed by a long-lasting decrease as has been described in other
sensory regions following deprivation (Durham & Rubel 1985, Hyde & Durham
1990, Durham et al. 1993). Concomitant with the increase in oxidative enzyme
activity is an increase in the density of mitochondria in the cytoplasm of NM
neurons (Hyde & Durham 1994b). These lines of evidence, in addition to growing
bodies of literature showing mitochondrial influences ofifG@meostasis and cell
survival (Mostafapour etal. 1997, Nicholls & Budd 2000), suggest that the survival
mechanisms in deafferented NM neurons involve the mitochondria response seen
6—24 h following deprivation.

Five different experiments have now examined the role of mitochondrial pro-
tein synthesis on deafferentation-induced changes in ribosomes (Garden et al.
1994, 1995b; Hartlage4dsamen & Rubel 1996), zinc translocation (Wilson &
Durham 1995), and cell death (Hyde & Durham 1994a). These studies indicate
that decreasing or preventing mitochondrial protein synthesis for the first 12—24 h
following the initiation of deprivation dramatically increases the early degradative
changes and the number of NM neurons that subsequently die. For example, NM
neuron death five days after cochlea removal increases from 30% to 60%—-80%
in chloremphenicol-treated animals (Hyde & Durham 1994a). Inhibition of cyto-
plasmic protein synthesis with cycloheximide, on the other hand, has no effect on
the response of NM neurons to afferent deprivation (Garden et al. 1994).

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors would like to thank Karina Cramer, Jennifer Stone, Sarah Woolley,
David Molea, David Ryugo, Julie Harris, and Kirk Beisel for valuable contributions
to this manuscript and Laurie Johnson for expert manuscript preparation. The
authors’ laboratories are supported by NIH Grants DC00395, DC03829, DC02854,
and DC00215.

The Annual Review of Neurosciencis online at http://neuro.annualreviews.org

LITERATURE CITED

Adam J, Myat A, LeRoux |, Eddison M, Hen-  of the auditory systemAnn. NY Acad. Sci.
rique D, et al. 1998. Cell fate choices and 884:131-42
the expression of notch, delta and serratdgmon A, Yang LT, Jones EG, O'Dowd DK.
homologues in the chick inner ear: parallel 1995. Topological precision in the thalamic
with Drosophila sense-organ development. projection to neonatal mouse barrel cortix.
Developmen125:4645-54 Neurosci15:549-61

Agerman K, Canlon B, Duan M, Ernfors P.Altman J, Bayer S. 1982. Development of the
1999. Neurotrophins, NMDA receptors, and cranial nerve ganglia and related nucleiin the
nitric oxide in development and protection rat. Adv. Anat. Embryol. Cell Biol4:1-90



AUDITORY GANGLION DEVELOPMENT 87

Angulo A, Mercten JA, Merclan MA. 1990. neuron number and size following cochlea
Morphology of the rat cochlear primary af- removal.J. Comp. Neurol231:435-45
ferents during prenatal development: a CaBorn DE, Rubel EW. 1988. Afferent influences
jal's reduced silver and rapid Golgi study. on brain stem auditory nuclei of the chicken:
Anat.168:241-55 presynaptic action potentials regulate protein

Ard MD, Morest DK. 1984. Cell death during synthesis in nucleus magnocellularis neu-
development of the cochlear and vestibular rons.J. Neurosci8:901-19
ganglia in the chickint. J. Dev. Neurosci. Braun K. 1990. Calcium-binding proteins in
2:535-47 avian and mammalian central nervous sys-

Ard MD, Morest DK, Hauger SH. 1985. tem: localization, development and possi-
Trophic interaction between the cochleo- ble functions.Prog. Histochem. Cytochem.
vestibular ganglion of chick embryo and 21:1-64
its synaptic targets in culturéleuroscience Brose K, Tessier-Lavigne M. 2000. Slit pro-
16:151-70 teins: key regulators of axon guidance, ax-

Baker CV, Bronner-Fraser M. 2001. Verte- onal branching, and cell migratiorCurr.
brate cranial placodes |I. Embryonic induc- Opin. Neurobiol.10:95-102
tion. Dev. Biol.232:1-61 Bruce LL, Christensen MA, Warr WB. 2000.

Benson CG, Gross JS, Suneja SK, Potashner SJ.Postnatal development of efferent synapses
1997. Synaptophysin immunoreactivity in inthe ratcochleal. Comp. Neurok23:532—
the cochlear nucleus after unilateral cochlear 48
or ossicular removaBynaps@5:243-57 Bruce LL, Kingsley J, Nichols DH, Fritzsch B.

Berlin Cl, ed. 1999The Efferent Auditory Sys-  1997. The development of vestibulocochlear
tem San Diego, CA: Singular efferents and cochlear afferents in mit.

Bermingham NA, Hassan BA, Price SD, Voll- J. Devel. Neuro15:671-92
rath MA, Ben-Arie N, et al. 1999. Math1, an Brumwell CL, Hossain WA, Morest DK, Bernd
essential gene for the generation of inner ear P. 2000. Role for basic fibroblast growth fac-
hair cells.Science284:1837-40 tor (FGF-2) in tyrosine kinase (TrkB) expres-

Bianchi LM, Cohan CS. 1993. Effects of sioninthe early developmentandinnervation
the neurotrophins and CNTF on developing of the auditory receptor: in vitro and in situ
statoacoustic neurons: comparison with an studiesExp. Neurol162:121-45
otocyst-derived factoDev. Biol. 159:353— Caicedo A, d'Aldin C, Eybalin M, Puel JL.
65 1997. Temporary sensory deprivation chan-

Bianchi LM, Liu H. 1999. Comparison of gescalcium-binding proteins levelsinthe au-
Ephrin-A ligand and EphA receptor distri-  ditory brainstemJ. Comp. Neurol378:1-15
bution in the developing inner ednat. Rec. Caicedo A, Kungel M, Pujol R, Friauf E. 1998.
254:127-34 Glutamate-induced Co uptake in rat audi-

Book KJ, Morest DK. 1990. Migration of neu-  tory brainstem neurons reveals developmen-
roblasts by perikaryal translocation: role of tal changesin Gd permeability of glutamate
cellular elongation and axonal outgrowth receptorsEur. J. Neuroscil0:941-54
in the acoustic nuclei of the chick embryoCantos R, Cole LK, Everett L, Green E, Sime-
medulla.J. Comp. Neurol297:55-76 one A, Wu DK. 2000. Patterning of the mam-

Born DE, Durham D, Rubel EW. 1991. Afferent malian cochleaProc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA
influences on brainstem auditory nucleiofthe 97:11707-13
chick: nucleus magnocellularis neuronal acCarney PR, Silver J. 1983. Studies on cell mi-
tivity following cochlea removalBrain Res. gration and axon guidance in the developing
557:37-47 distal auditory system of the mouseComp.

Born DE, Rubel EW. 1985. Afferentinfluences Neurol.215:359-69
on brain stem auditory nuclei of the chicken:Carr CE, Boudreau RE. 1996. Development



88 RUBEL = FRITZSCH

of the time coding pathways in the auditoryCramer KS, Fraser SE, Rubel EW. 2000a. Em-
brainstem of the barn owd. Comp. Neurol. bryonic origins of auditory brain-stem nuclei
373:467-83 in the chick hindbrainDev. Bio.224:138—

Chen P, Segil N. 1999. p27 kip links cell prolif- 51
eration to morphogenesis in the developingramer KS, Rosenberger MH, Frost DM,
organ of Corti.Developmen126:1581-90 Cochran SL, Pasquale EB, Rubel EW. 2000b.

Clopton BM. 1980. Neurophysiology of audi- Developmental regulation of EphA4 expres-
tory deprivation. InBirth Defects: Original sioninthe chick auditory brainsteth.Comp.
Article Series Vol XVI:4, Morphogenesisand Neurol.426:270-78
Malformations of the Eagred. RJ Garlin, pp. Dallos P. 1992. The active cochl€aNeurosci.
271-88. New York: Alan R. Liss 12:4575-85

Cochran SL, Stone JS, Bermingham-McDoDallos P, Harris D. 1978. Properties of auditory
nogh O, Akers SR, Lefcort F, Rubel EW. nerveresponsesinabsence of outer hair cells.
1999. Ontogenetic expression of Trk neu- J. Neurophysiol41:365-82
rotrophin receptors in the chick auditory sys-Dallos P, Popper AN, Fay RR. 199@he
tem.J. Comp. Neurol413:271-88 Cochlea New York: Springer. 551 pp.

Code RA, Durham D, Rubel EW. 1990. EffectsD’Amico-Martel A. 1982. Temporal patterns of
of cochlea removal on GABAergic terminals neurogenesis in avian cranial sensory and au-
in nucleus magnocellularis of the chickén.  tonomic gangliaAm. J. Anat163:351-72
Comp. Neurol301:634-54 Dodson HC, Bannister LH, Douek EE. 1994.

Code RA, McDaniel AE. 1998. Development Effects of unilateral deafening on the
of dynorphin-like immunoreactive auditory cochlear nucleus of the guinea pig at different
nerve terminals in the chicRev. Brain Res. agesBrain Res80:261-67
106:165-72 Doyle WJ, Webster DB. 1991. Neonatal con-

Cohen GM, Cotanche DA. 1992. Development ductive hearingloss does notcompromise au-
of the sensory receptors and their innervation ditory function and structure in rhesus mon-
in the chick cochlea. See Romand 1992, pp. keys.Hear. Res54:145-51
101-38 Drachman DB, Witzke F. 1972. Trophic reg-

Coleman J, Blatchley BJ, Williams JE. 1982. ulation of acetylcholine sensitivity of mus-
Development of the dorsal and ventral cle: effect of electrical stimulatiorScience
cochlear nuclei in rat and effects of acous- 176:514-16
tic deprivation.Dev. Brain Res4:119-23 Durham D, Matschinsky FM, Rubel EW. 1993.

ColemanJR, O’'Connor P. 1979. Effects of mon- Altered malate dehydrogenase activity in nu-
aural and binaural sound deprivation on cell cleus magnocellularis of the chicken follow-
development in the anteroventral cochlear ing cochlea removaHear. Res70:151-59
nucleus of ratsExp. Neurol64:553-66 Durham D, Rubel EW. 1985. Afferent influ-

Coppola V, Kucera J, Palko ME, Martinez-De ences on brain stem auditory nuclei of the
Velasco J, Lyons WE, et al. 2001. Dissection chicken: changesin succinate dehydrogenase
of NT3functionsinvivo by genereplacement activity following cochlea removall. Comp.
strategyDevelopmen128:4315-27 Neurol.231:446-56

Corwin JT, Cotanche DA. 1989. DevelopmentEchteler SM. 1992. Developmental segregation
of location-specific hair cell stereocilia in in the afferent projections to mammalian au-
denervated embryonic eads.Comp Neurol.  ditory hair cells.Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA
288:529-37 89:6324-27

Cowan CA, Yokoyama N, Bianchi LM, Henke- Eddison M, LeRoux I, Lewis J. 2001. Notch
meyer M, Fritzsch B. 2000. EphB2 guides signaling in the development of the inner ear:
axons at the midline and is necessary for nor- lessons fromDrosophila Proc. Natl. Acad.
mal vestibular functionNeuron26:417-30 Sci. USAIn press



AUDITORY GANGLION DEVELOPMENT 89

Erkman L, McEvilly RJ, Luo L, Ryan AK, and developing auditory system of the rat as
Hooshmand F, et al. 1996. Role of transcrip- shown byc-fosimmunocytochemistryEur.
tion factors Brn 3.1 and Brn 3.2 in audi- J. Neurosci4:798-812
tory and visual system developmeNature Friauf E, Kandler K. 1993. Cell birth, formation
381:603-6 of efferent connections, and establishment of

Ernfors P, van de Water T, Loring J, Jaenisch tonotopic order in the rat cochlear nucleus.
R. 1995. Complementary roles of BDNF and See Merchh et al. 1993, pp. 19-28
NT-3investibular and auditory development.Friauf E, Lohmann C. 1999. Development
Neuron14:1153-64 of auditory brainstem circuitry: Activity-

Evans WJ, Webster DB, Cullen JK Jr. 1983. dependent and activity-independent pro-
Auditory brainstem responses in neonatally cessesCell Tissue Re®97:187-95
sound deprived CBA/J micélear. Res10: Friedmann I. 1956. In vitro culture of the iso-
269-77 lated otocyst of the embryonic fowAnn.

Farifas I, Jones KR, Backus C, Wang X-Y, Re- Otol. 65:98-107
ichardt LF. 1994. Severe sensory and sympd-ritzsch B. 1990. Experimental reorganization
thetic deficits in mice lacking neurotrophin- in the alar plate of the clawed toadenopus
3. Nature369:658-61 laevis I. Quantitative and qualitative effects

Farifias I, Jones KR, Tessarollo L, Vigers AJ, of embryonic otocyst extirpatiomev. Brain
Huang E, et al. 2001. Spatial shaping of Res51:113-22
cochlear innervation by temporally-regu-Fritzsch B, Barald KF, Lomax MI. 1998. Early
lated neurotrophin expressiod. Neurosci. embryology of the vertebrate ear. See Rubel
21:6170-80 etal. 1998, pp. 80-145

Fekete DM. 1999. Development of the vertefritzsch B, Beisel KW, Bermingham NA.
brate ear: insights from knockouts and mu- 2000. Developmental evolutionary biology
tants.Trends Neurosc22:263-69 of the vertebrate ear: conserving mecha-

Fekete DM, Rouiller EM, Liberman MC, noelectric transduction and developmental
Ryugo DK. 1984. The central projections of pathways in diverging morphologiebleu-
intracellularly labeled auditory nerve fibers roreport11:R35-44
in adult catsJ. Comp. Neurol229:432-50 Fritzsch B, Famias |, Reichardt LF. 1997b. Lack

Fell HB. 1928. The development in vitro of the  of NT-3 causes losses of both classes of spiral
isolated otocyst of the embryonic fowArch. ganglion neurons in the cochlea in a region
Exp. Zellforsch7:69-81 specific fashionJ. Neuroscil7:6213-25

Fischer FP. 1992. Quantitative analysis of thé&ritzsch B, Nichols DH. 1993. Dil reveals a pre-
innervation of the chicken basilar papilla. natal arrival of efferent neurons at developing
Hear. Res61:167-78 ears of miceHear. Res65:51-60

Flanagan JG, Vanderhaeghen P. 1998. THeritzsch B, Pirvola U, Ylikoski J. 1999. Mak-
ephrins and the eph receptors in neural de- ing and breaking the innervation of the ear:
velopmentAnnu. Rev. Neuros21:309-45 neurotrophic supportduring ear development

Forster CR, llling RB. 2000. Plasticity of the and its clinical implicationsCell Tissue Res.
auditory brainstem: cochleotomy-induced 295:369-82
changes of calbindin-D28k expression in the-ritzsch B, Silos-Santiago |, Bianchi L, Fa&$
rat.J. Comp. Neurol416:173-87 I.1997a. Neurotrophins, neurotrophin recep-

Frago LM, Camerero G, Canon S, Paneda C, tors and the maintenance of the afferentinner
Sanz C, et al. 2000. Role of diffusible and ear innervationSem. Cell Dev. BioB:277—
transcription factors in inner ear develop- 84
ment: implications in regeneratioflistol.  Fritzsch B, Silos-Santiago |, Smeyne R, Fagan
Histopathol.15:657—66 AM, Barbacid M. 1995. Reduction and loss

Friauf E. 1992. Tonotopic order in the adult of inner ear innervation in trkB and trkC



90 RUBEL = FRITZSCH

receptor knockout mice: a whole mount Dil a prehearing mammal, the tammar wallaby
and scanning electron microscopic analysis. (Macropus eugen)ji Neuroreport5:685-88
Audit. Neuroscil:401-17 Hack NJ, Wride MC, Charters KM, Kater SB,
Fukuda R, McNew JA, Weber T, Parlati F, En- Parks TN. 2000. Developmental changes in
gel T, et al. 2000. Functional architecture of the subcellular localization of calretinin.
an intracellular membrane t-SNARKature J. Neurosci20:RC67 http://www.jneurosci.
407:198-202 org
Garden GA, Canady KS, Lurie DI, Bothwell Hafidi A. 1999a. Peripherin-like immunoreac-
M, Rubel EW. 1994. A biphasic change inri- tivity in type Il spiral ganglion cell body and
bosomal conformation during transneuronal projectionsBrain Res805:181-90
degeneration is altered by inhibition of mito-Hafidi A. 1999b. Distribution of BDNF, NT-3
chondrial, but not cytoplasmic protein syn- and NT-4 in the developing auditory brain-
thesisJ. Neuroscil4:1994-2008 stem.Int. J. Dev. Neuroscil7:285-94
Garden GA, DeWulf VR, Rubel EW. 1995a. Hafidi A, Moore T, Sanes DH. 1996. Re-
Afferent influences on brain stem auditory gional distribution of neurotrophin recep-
nuclei of the chicken: regulation of transcrip-  tors in the developing auditory brainstedn.
tional activity following cochlea removal. Comp. Neurol367:454—64
Comp. Neurol359:412-23 Hafidi A, Romand R. 1989. First appearance
Garden GA, Hartlage-Bbsamen M, Rubel EW.  of type Il neurons during ontogenesis in the
1995b. Protein masking of a ribosomal RNA  spiral ganglion of the rat. An immunocyto-
epitope is an early event in afferent depriva- chemical studyDev. Brain Res48:143-49
tion induced neuronal deathlol. Cell. Neu- Hallb6ok F. 1999. Evolution of the vertebrate
rosci.6:293-310 neurotrophin and trk receptor gene families.
Garcia-Diaz JF. 1999. Development of a fast Curr. Opin. Neurobiol9:616-21
transient potassium current in chick cochleaHartlage-Ribsamen M, Rubel EW. 1996. In-
ganglion neuronddear. Res135:124-34 fluence of mitochondrial protein synthesis
Ghysen A, Dambly-Chaudiere C. 2000. A ge- inhibition on deafferentation-induced ultra-
netic programme for neuronal connectivity. structural changes in nucleus magnocellu-
Trends Genetl6:221-22 laris of developing chicksl. Comp. Neurol.
Ginzberg RD, Morest K. 1983. A study of 371:448-60
cochlear innervation in the young cat withHashisaki GT, Rubel EW. 1989. Effects of
the Golgi methodHear. Res10:227-46 unilateral cochlea removal on anteroventral
Ginzberg RD, Morest K. 1984. Fine structure cochlear nucleus neurons in developing ger-
of cochlear innervation in the cadtlear. Res. bils. J. Comp. Neurol283:465-73
14:109-27 Hassan BA, Bellen HJ. 2000. Doing the Math:
Gleich O, Strutz J. 1997. Age-dependent effects is the mouse a good model for fly develop-
of the onset of a conductive hearing loss on ment?Genes Dev14:1852—65
the volume of the cochlear nucleus subdiviHatini V, Ye X, Balas G, Lai E. 1999. Dynam-
sions and the expression of c-fos in the mon- ics of placodal lineage development revealed
golian gerbil Meriones unguiculatys Au- by targeted transgene expressibev. Dyn.
diol. Neurootol.2:113-27 215:332-43
Goulding SE, White NM, Jarman AP. 2000.He DZ, Dallos P. 1997. Expression of potassium
Cato encodes a basic helix-loop-helix tran- channels in gerbil outer hair cells during de-
scription factor implicated in the correct dif-  velopment does not require neural induction.
ferentiation oDrosophilasense organ®ev. Dev. Brain. Res103:95-97
Biol. 221:120-31 Hegarty JL, Kay AR, Green SH. 1997. Trophic
Gummer AW, Mark RE. 1994. Patterned neu- support of cultured spiral ganglion neurons
ral activity in brain stem auditory areas of by depolarization exceeds and is additive



AUDITORY GANGLION DEVELOPMENT 91

with that by neurotrophins or cAMP and re-Huang HJ, Liu W, Fritzsch B, Bianchi LM,
quires elevation of [C&]; within asetrange.  Reichardt LF, Xiang M. 2001. Brn-3a is a
J. Neuroscil7:1959-70 transcriptional regulator of soma size, tar-
Hemond SG, Morest DK. 1991a. Formation get field innervation, and axon pathfinding
of the cochlea in the chicken embryo: se- of inner ear sensory neuronSevelopment
quence of innervation and localization of 128:2421-2430
basal lamina-associated moleculBgv. Br. Hutson MR, Lewis JE, Nguyen-Luu D, Lind-
Res61:87-96 berg KH, Barald KF. 1999. Expression of
Hemond SG, Morest DK. 1991b. Ganglion for- Pax2 and patterning of the chick inner ear.
mation from the otic placode and the otic J. Neurocytol28:795-807
crest in the chick embryo: mitosis, migrationHyde GE, Durham D. 1990. Cytochrome oxi-
and the basal lamin&nat. Embrol.184:1— dase response to cochlea removal in chicken
13 auditory brainstem neurond. Comp. Neu-
Hemond SG, Morest DK. 1992. Trophic ef- rol. 297:329-39
fects of otic epithelium on cochleo-vestibularHyde GE, Durham D. 1994a. Increased
ganglion fiber growth in vitroAnat. Rec. deafferentation-induced cell death in chick
232:273-84 brainstem auditory neurons following block-
Holland LZ, Schubert M, Holland ND, Neu- ade of mitochondrial protein synthesis with
man T. 2000. Evolutionary conservation of chloramphenicold. Neuroscil14:291-300
the presumptive neural plate markers AmHyde GE, Durham D. 1994b. Rapid increase in
phiSox 1/2/3 and AmphiNeurogenin in the mitochondrial volume in nucleus magnocel-
invertebrate chordate amphioxiBev. Biol. lularis neurons following cochlea removal.
226:18-33 Comp. Neurol339:27-48
Holt CE. 1984. Does timing of axon outgrowthHyson RL. 1998. Activation of metabotropic
influence initial retinotectal topography in glutamate receptors is necessary for trans-
Xenopu8J. Neurosci4:1130-52 neuronal regulation of ribosomes in chick
Holt CE, Harris WA. 1993. Position, guidance, auditory neuronsBrain Res809:214-20
and mapping in the developing visual systemHyson RL, Rubel EW. 1989. Transneuronal

J. Neurobiol.24:1400-22 Regulation of Protein Synthesis in the Brain
Holt CE, Harris WA. 1998. Target selection: in-  Stem Auditory System of the Chick Requires
vasion, mapping and cell choidgurr. Opin. Synaptic Activation.J. Neurosci.9:2835—

Neurobiol.8:98-105 45

Hong K, Nishiyama M, Henley J, Tessier-Hyson RL, Rubel EW. 1995. Activity-
Lavigne M, Poo M. 2000. Calcium signalling Dependent Regulation of a Ribosomal RNA
in the guidance of nerve growth by netrin-1. Epitope in the Chick Cochlear Nucleus.
Nature403:93-98 Brain Res672:196—-204

Hossain WA, Morest DK. 2000. Fibroblastllling RB, Horvath M, Laszig R. 1997. Plas-
growth factors (FGF-1, FGF-2) promote mi- ticity of the auditory brainstem: effects of
gration and neurite growth of mouse cochlear cochlear ablation on GAP-43 immunoreac-
ganglion cells in vitro: immunohistochem- tivity in the rat.J. Comp. Neurol382:116—38
istry and antibody perturbatioNeurosci. Jackson H, Hackett JT, Rubel EW. 1982. Orga-
Res.62:40-55 nization and development of brain stem audi-

Huang EJ, Zang K, Schmidt A, Saulys A, Xiang tory nuclei in the chick: ontogeny of postsy-
M, Reichardt LF. 1999. POU domain fac- naptic responses. Comp. Neurol210:80—
tor Brn-3a controls the differentiation and 86
survival of trigeminal neurons by regulat- Jackson H, Parks TN. 1982. Functional synapse
ing Trk receptor expressiorDevelopment  elimination in the developing avian cochlear
126:2869-82 nucleus with simultaneous reduction in



92 RUBEL = FRITZSCH

cochlear nerve axon branchinyj.Neurosci. mRNAs following afferent deprivation in the
2:1736-43 avian cochlear nucleusl. Comp. Neurol.
Jackson H, Parks TN. 1988. Induction of aber- 389:469-83
rant functional afferents to the chick cochleaKim W-Y, Fritzsch B, Serls A, Bakel LA, Huang
nucleusJ. Comp. Neurol271:106-14 EJ, et al. 2001. NeuroD-null mice are deaf
Jahn R, 8dhof TC. 1999. Membrane fusionand due to a severe loss of the inner ear sensory
exocytosisAnnu. Rev. Biocher8:863-911 neurons during developmerevelopment
Jhaveri S, Morest DK. 1982a. Sequential al- 128:417-426
terations of neuronal architecture in nucleuKnipper M, Zimmermann U, Rohbock K,
magnocellularis of the developing chicken: a Kopschall I, Zenner H-P. 1995. Synapto-
Golgi study.Neuroscienc&:837-53 physin and Gap-43 proteins in efferent fibers
Jhaveri S, Morest DK. 1982b. Sequential al- of the inner ear during postnatal develop-
terations of neuronal architecture in nucleus ment.Dev. Brain Res89:73—-86
magnocellularis of the developing chicken:Knowlton VY. 1967. Correlation of the devel-
an electron microscope studyeuroscience  opment of membranous and bony labyrinths,
7:855-70 acoustic ganglia, nerves, and brain centers of
Jones KR, Fanés I, Backus C, Reichardt the chick embryoJ. Morphology121:179—
LF. 1994. Targeted disruption of the brain- 208
derived neurotrophic factor gene perturbsKubke MF, Carr CE. 1998. Development of
brain and sensory but not motor neuron de- AMPA-selective glutamate receptors in the
velopmentCell 76:989-100 auditory brainstem of the barn oviflicrosc.
Kandler K, Friauf E. 1995. Develoment of Res. Tech41:176-86
glycinergic and glutamatergic synaptic transKubke MF, Gauger B, Basu L, Wagner H, Carr
mission in the auditory brainstem of perinatal CE. 1999. Development of calretinin im-
rats.J. Neuroscil5:6890-904 munoreactivity in the brainstem auditory nu-
Karis A, Pata I, van Doornick JH, Grosveld F, clei of the barn owl Tyto albg. J. Comp.
De Zeeuw CI, et al. 2001. Transcription fac- Neurol.415:189-203
tor GATA-3 alters pathway selection of olivo- Lachica EA, Ribsamen R, Zirpel L, Rubel
cochlear neurons and affects morphogenesis EW. 1995a. Glutamatergic inhibition of volt-
of the earJ. Comp. Neurol429:615-30 age operated calcium channels in the avian
Katayama A, Corwin JT. 1989. Cell produc- cochlear nucleusJ. Neurosci. 15:1724—
tion in the chicken cochled. Comp. Neurol. 34
281:129-35 Lachica EA, Zirpel L, Rubel EW. 1995b. Intra-
Kato BM, Lachica EA, Rubel EW. 1996. Glu- cellular mechanisms involved in the afferent
tamate modulates intracellular €astores in regulation of neurons in the avian cochlear
brainstem auditory neuronk.Neurophysiol. nucleus. InAuditory Systems Plasticity and
76:646-50 Regenerationed. RJ Salvi, D Henderson,
Kato BM, Rubel EW. 1999. Glutamate regu- V Coletti, F Fiorino. New York: Thieme
lates IP3-Type and CICR stores in the avian Med.
cochlear nucleusl. Neurophysiol81:1587— Lawrence JJ, Trussell LO. 2000. Long-term
96 specification of AMPA receptor proper-
Kawano A, Seldon HL, Clark GM, Hakuhisa ties after synapse formatiod. Neurosci.
Efumasaka S. 1997. Effects of chronic elec- 20:4864-70
trical stimulation on cochlear nuclear neurorieake PA, Snyder RL, Hradek GT. 2001. Post-
size in deaf kittensActa Otolaryngol52:33— natal refinement of auditory nerve projec-
35 tions to the cochlear nucleus in catsComp.
Kelley MS, Lurie DI, Rubel EW. 1997. Rapid  Neurol.In press
regulation of cytoskeletal proteins and theilLegan PK, Richardson GP. 1997. Extracellular



AUDITORY GANGLION DEVELOPMENT 93

matrix and cell adhesion molecules in theLippe WR, Fuhrmann DS, Yang W, Rubel EW.
developing earSem. Cell Dev. Biol3:217- 1992. Aberrant projection induced by oto-
24 cyst removal maintains normal tonotopic or-

Levi-Montalcini R. 1949. The development of ganization in the chick cochlear nucleus.
the acousticovestibular centers in the chick Neurosci.12:962—69
embryo in the absence of the afferent rootippe WR, Rubel EW. 1985. Ontogeny of tono-
fibers and of descending fiber tracts. topic organization of brain stem auditory
Comp. Neurol91:209-41 brain stem auditory nucleiin the chicken: im-

Liberman MC. 1978. Auditory-nerve responses plications for development of the place prin-
from cats raised in a low-noise chambér.  ciple.J. Comp. Neurol238:371-81
Acoust. Soc. Anf3:442-55 Lippe WR, Steward O, Rubel EW. 1980. The

Liberman MC, O'Grady DF, Dodds LW, effect of unilateral basilar papilla removal
McGee J, Walsh AJ. 2000. Afferent innerva- upon nuclei laminaris and magnocellularis
tion of outer and inner hair cells is normal in  of the chick examined with*H]2-deoxy-D-
neonatally de-efferented cats.Comp. Neu-  glucose autoradiograptBrain Res196:45—
rol. 423:123-39 58

Liberman MC, Oliver ME. 1984. Morphom- Liu M, Pereira FA, Price SD, Chu MJ, Shope
etry of intracellularly labeled neurons of C, et al. 2000. Essential role of BETA2/
the auditory nerve: correlations with func- NeuroDL in development of the vestibular
tional properties. Comp. Neurol223:163— and auditory system&enes Devi4:2839—
76 54

Liebl DJ, Tessarollo L, Palko ME, Parada LF.Lomo T, Rosenthal J. 1972. Control of Ach sen-
1997. Absence of sensory neurons before tar- sitivity by muscle activity in the ratl. Phys-
getinnervation in brain-derived neurotrophic iol. 221:493-513
factor-, neurotrophin3-, and trkC-deficientLorente de M'R. 1981.The Primary Acoustic
embryonic miceJ. Neuroscil7:9113-27 Nuclei New York: Raven

Limb CJ, Ryugo DK. 2000. DevelopmentLuolL,Brumm D, Ryan AF. 1995a. Distribution
of primary axosomatic endings in the an- of non-NMDA Ggutamate receptor mRNAs
teroventral cochlear nucleus of micEARO in the developing rat cochled. Comp. Neu-
1:103-19 rol. 361:372-82

Lindsay RM, Barde YA, Davies AM, Rohrer Luo L, Moore JK, Baird A, Ryan AF. 1995b.
H. 1985. Differences and similarities in the Expression of acidic FGF mRNA in rat audi-
neurotrophic growth factor requirements of tory brainstem during postnatal maturation.
sensory neurons derived from neural crest Dev. Brain Res86:24-34
and neural placodd. Cell Sci. SuppB:115—- Luo L, Ryan AF, Saint Marie RL. 1999.
29 Cochlear ablation alters acoustically induced

Lippe WR. 1991. Reduction and recovery of c-fos mMRNA expression in the adult rat au-
neuronal size in the cochlear nucleus of the ditory brainstemJ. Comp. Neurok04:271—
chicken following aminoglycoside intoxica- 83
tion. Hear. Res51:193-202 Lurie DI, Pasic TR, Hockfield SJ, Rubel EW.

Lippe WR. 1994. Rhythmic spontaneous activ- 1997. Development of CAT-301 immunore-
ity in the developing avian auditory system. activity in auditory brainstem nuclei of the
J. Neuroscil4:1486-95 gerbil.J. Comp. Neurol380:319-34

Lippe WR. 1995. Relationship between fre-Lustig LR, Leake PA, Snyder RL, Rebscher SJ.
quency of spontaneous bursting and tono- 1994. Changes in the cat cochlear nucleus
topic position in the developing avian au- following neonatal deafening and chronic in-
ditory system.Brain Res. Dev. Brain Res. tracochlear electrical stimulatioklear. Res.
703:205-13 74:29-37



94 RUBEL = FRITZSCH

Ma Q, Anderson DJ, Fritzsch B. 2000. Neuro-Moore DR. 1990. Auditory brainstem of the
geninl null mutant ears develop fewer, mor- ferret: early cessation of development sen-
phologically normal hair cells in smaller sen-  sitivity of neurons in the cochlear nucleus
sory epithelia devoid of innervatiod. Assoc. to removal of the cochled. Comp. Neurol.
Res. Otolaryngol1:129-43 302:810-23

Ma Q, Chen Z, del Barco Barrantes |, de laMoore DR. 1991. Development and plastic-
Pompa JL, Anderson DJ. 1998. Neurogeninl ity of the ferret auditory system. INeuro-
is essential for the determination of neuronal biology of Hearing: The Central Auditory
precursors for proximal cranial sensory gan- Systemed. RA Altschuler, RP Bobbin, BM
glia. Neuron20:469-82 Clopton, DW Hoffman, pp. 461-75. New

MaQ, Fode C, GuillemotF, Anderson DJ.1999. York: Raven
Neurogeninl and neurogenin2 control twdvloore DR. 1992. Developmental plasticity of
distinct waves of neurogenesis in develop- the brainstem and midbrain auditory nuclei.
ing dorsal root gangliadGenes Dev13:1717— See Romand 1992, pp. 297-320

28 Moore JK, Guan YL, Shi SR. 1997. Axoge-
Martin MR, Rickets C. 1981. Histogenesis of nesis in the human fetal auditory system,

the cochlear nucleus of the mouseComp. demonstrated by neurofilament immu-

Neurol.197:169-84 nohistochemistry.Anat. Embrol. 195:15—

Mattox DE, Neises GR, Gulley RL. 1982. A 30
freeze-fracture study of the maturation ofMoore DR, Hutchings ME, King AJ, Kow-
synapses in the anteroventral cochlear nu- alchuk NE. 1989. Auditory brain stem of the
cleus of the developing rafinat. Rec204: ferret: some effects of rearing with a unilat-
281-87 eral ear plug on the cochlea, cochlear nu-
Mattson MP, LaFerla FM, Chan SL, Leiss- cleus, and projections to the inferior collicu-
ring MA, Shepel PN, Geiger JD. 2000. Cal- lus.J. Neurosci9:1213-22
cium signaling in the ER: its role in neuronal Morest DK. 1969. The differentiation of cere-
plasticity and neurodegenerative disorders. bral dendrites: a study of the post-migratory
Trends Neurosc3:222—-29 neuroblast in the medial nucleus of the trape-
McEvilly RJ, ErkmanL, LuoL, Sawchenko PE, zoid body.Z. Anat. Entwicklung128:271—
Ryan AF, Rosenfeld MG. 1996. Requirement 89
for Brn-3.0 in differentiation and survival of MorsliH, Choo D, Ryan A, Johnson R, Wu DK.
sensory and motor neuroméature384:574— 1998. Development of the mouse inner ear
77 and origin of its sensory organk.Neurosci.
Merchan MA, Juiz JM, Godfrey DA, Mugnaini 18:3327-35
E, eds. 1993The Mammalian Cochlear Nu- Mostafapour SP, Cochran SL, del Puerto NM,
clei: Organization and FunctiarNew York: Rubel EW. 2000. Patterns of cell death
Plenum in mouse AVCN neurons after unilateral
Minichiello L, Piehl F, Vazquez E, Schimmang cochlea removall. Comp. Neurol26:561—
T, Hokfelt T, et al. 1995. Differential effects 72
of combined trk receptor mutations on dor-Mostafapour SP, Lachica EA, Rubel EW. 1997.
sal root ganglion and inner e@evelopment  Mitochondrial regulation of calcium in the
121:4067-75 avian cochlear nucleus]. Neurophysiol.
Money MK, Pippin GW, Weaver KE, Kirsch ~ 78:1928-34
JP, Webster DB. 1995. Auditory brain- Mostafapour SP, Rubel EW. 2001. Bcl-2 over-
stem responses of CBA/J mice with neona- expression saves neonatal cochlear nucleus
tal conductive hearing losses and treatment neurons from transneuronal degeneration.
with GM1 gangliosideHear. Res87:104— Presented at Assoc. Res. Otolaryngol. 24th,
13 St. Petersburg Beach, FL



AUDITORY GANGLION DEVELOPMENT 95

Mou K, Adamson CL, Davis RL. 1998. Time- Parks TN. 1997. Effects of early deafness on
dependence and cell-type specificity of syn- development of brain stem auditory neurons.
ergistic neurotrophin actions on spiral gan- Ann. Otol. Rhinol. Laryngol. Supl68:37—
glion neuronsJ. Comp. Neurol402:123-39 43

Mou K, Hunsberger CL, Cleary JM, Davis RL. Parks TN. 2000. The AMPA receptors of audi-
1997. Synergistic effects of BDNF and NT-  tory neuronsHear. Res147:77-91
3 on postnatal sipral ganglion neurorls. Parks TN, Code RA, Taylor DA, Solum DA,

Comp. Neurol386:529-39 Strauss Kl, et al. 1997. Calretinin expres-
Mueller BK. 1999. Growth cone guidance: first  sion in the chick brainstem auditory nuclei

steps towards a deeper understandimu. develops and is maintained independently

Rev. Neurosci22:351-88 of cochlear nerve inputl. Comp. Neurol.

Neises GR, Mattox DE, Gulley RL. 1982. The 383:112-21
maturation of the end bulb of Held in the Parks TN, Jackson H. 1984. A developmen-
ratanteroventral cochlear nucledsat. Rec. tal gradient of dendritic loss in the avian
204:271-79 cochlear nucleus occurring independently of
Ni D, Seldon HL, Shepherd RK, Clark GM. primary afferents]. Comp. NeuroR27:459—
1993. Effect of chronic electrical stimulation 66
on cochlear nucleus neuron size in normaParks TN, Taylor DA, Jackson H. 1990. Adap-
hearing kittensActa Otolaryngol113:489— tations of synaptic form in an aberrant pro-
97 jection to the avian cochlear nucledsNeu-
Nicholls DG, Budd SL. 2000. Mitochondriaand  rosci.3:975-84
neuronal survivalPhysiol. Rev80:315-60 Pasic TR, Rubel EW. 1989. Rapid changes in
Niparko JK. 1999. Activity influences on neu- cochlear nucleus cell size following blockade
ronal connectivity within the auditory path-  of auditory nerve electrical activity in gerbils.
way. Laryngoscopd 09:1721-30 J. Comp. Neurol283:474-80
Noden DM, van de Water TR. 1986. The develPasic TR, Rubel EW. 1991. Cochlear nucleus
oping ear: tissue origins and interactions. In cell size is regulated by auditory nerve elec-
The Biology of Change in Otolaryngolagy trical activity.J. Oto-HNS104:6-13
ed. RJ Ruben, TR van de Water, EW RubelPerkins RE, Morest DK. 1975. A study of
pp. 15-46. Amsterdam: Elsevier, cochlear innervation patterns in cats and rats
Nordeen KW, Killackey HP, Kitzes LM. 1983.  with the Golgi method and Nomarski optics.
Ascending projections to the inferior collicu- J. Comp. Neurol163:129-58
lus following unilateral cochlear ablation in Perney TM, Marshall J, Martin KA, Hockfield
the neonatal gerbilMeriones unguiculatus S, Kaczmarek LK. 1992. Expression of the
J. Comp. Neurol214:144-53 mRNAs for the Kv3.1 potassium channel
O’Leary DD, Wilkinson DG. 1999. Eph recep- gene in the adult and developing rat brain.
tors and ephrins in neural developmeurr. J. Neurophysiol68:756—66
Opin. Neurobiol9:65-73 Pettigrew AG, Ansselin AD, Bramley JR. 1988.
Orr MF. 1981. Anatomical development of the Development of functional innervation in the
embryonic chick otocyst in organ culture. second and third order auditory nuclei of the
Anat. Rec199:188A chick. Developmen104:575-88
Orr MF. 1986. Development of acoustic ganPirvola U, Arumae U, Moshnyakov M, Palgi
gliaintissue cultures of embryonic chick oto- J. Saarma M, Ylikoski J. 1994. Coordinated
cysts.Exp. Cell Res40:68-77 expression and function of neurotrophins and
Parks TN. 1979. Afferent influences on the de- their receptors in the rat inner ear during tar-
velopment of the brain stem auditory nuclei get innervationHear. Res75:131-44
of the chicken: otocyst ablatiod. Comp. Pirvola U, Hallbook F, Xing-Qun L, Virkkala J,
Neurol.183:665-77 Saarma M, Ylikoski J. 1997. Expression of



96 RUBEL = FRITZSCH

neurotrophins and Trk receptors in the devel- downregulated during hair cell differentia-
oping, adult, and regenerating avian cochlea. tion in the mouse cochleal. Neurocytol.
J. Neurobiol.33:1019-33 27:637-47
Pirvola U, Spencer-Dene B, Xing-Qun L, Ket-Robinson M, Adu J, Davies AM. 1996. Timing
tunen P, Thesleff |, et al. 2000. FGFR-2(lllb) and regulation of trkB and BDNF mRNA ex-
signalling is essential for inner ear morpho- pression in placode-derived sensory neurons
genesisJ. Neurosci20:6125-34 and their targetskur. J. Neurosci8:2399—
Pirvola U, Ylikoski J, Palgi J, Lehtonen E, Aru- 406
mae U, Saarma M. 1992. Brain-derived neuRomand R, ed. 199Development of Auditory
rotrophic factor and neurotrophin 3 mRNAs and Vestibular Systems Amsterdam: Else-
in the peripheral target fields of developing vier
inner ear gangliaProc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA Romand MR, Romand R. 1987. The ultrastruc-
89:9915-19 ture of spiral ganglion cells in the mouse.
Powell TPS, Erulkar SD. 1962. Transneuronal Acta Otolaryngol104:29-39
cell degeneration in the auditory relay nucleiRosbe KW, Burgess BJ, Glynn RJ, Nadol JB.
of the catJ. Anat.96:249-68 1996. Morphologic evidence for three cell
Pujol R, Lavigne-Rebillard M, Lenoir M. 1998.  typesinthe human spiral ganglidtear. Res.
Development of sensory and neural struc- 93:120-7
tures in the mammalian cochlea. See RubdRubel EW. 1978. Ontogeny of structure and

etal. 1998, pp. 146-92 function in the vertebrate auditory system. In
Raper JA. 2000. Semaphorins and their recep- Handbook of Sensory Physiology Vol, Dé-

tors in vertebrates and invertebrat€urr. velopment of Sensory Systeed. M Jacob-

Opin. Neurobiol 10:88-94 sen, pp. 135-37. New York: Springer-Verlag

Redd EE, Pongstaporn T, Ryugo DK. 2000. Thé&kubel EW, Hyson RL, Durham D. 1990. Affer-
effects of congenital deafness on auditory ent regulation of neurons in the brain stem
nerve synapses and globular bushy cells in auditory systemJ. Neurobiol.21:169-96
cats.Hear. Res147:160-74 Rubel EW, Oesterele EC, Weisleder P. 1991.

Reichardt LF, Farias I. 1999. Early actions of  Hair cell regeneration in the avian inner ear.
neurotrophic factors. IiNeurotrophins and  Ciba Foundation SymposiyrRegeneration
the Neural Crested. M Sieber-Blum, pp. 1-  of Vertebrate Sensory Receptor Cglig. 77—
27. Boca Raton: CRC 96. New York: John Wiley

Represa J, Frenz D, van de Water TR. 2000Rubel EW, Parks TN. 1975. Organization and
Genetic patterning of embryonic inner ear development of brain stem auditory nuclei of
developmentActa Otolaryngol120:5-10 the chicken: tonotopic organization of pro-

Retzius G. 1893. Zur Entwicklung der Zellen jections from n. magnocellularis to n. lami-
des Ganglion Spirale Acustici und zur naris.J. Comp. Neurol164:435-48
Endigungsweise des Gefmerven bei den Rubel EW, Parks TN. 1988. Organization and
SdugethierenBiol. Untersuch4:52-57 development of the avian brain-stem auditory

Rhode WS. 1978. Some observations on system. IPAuditory Function Neurobiologi-
cochlear mechanics). Acoust. Soc. Am. cal Bases of Hearinged. GM Edelman, WE
64:158-76 Gall, WM Cowans, pp. 3-92. New York:

Riedel B, Friauf E, Grothe C, Unsicker K. 1995.  John Wiley
Fibroblast growth factor-2-like immunoreac-Rubel EW, Popper AN, Fay RR, eds. 1998.
tivity in auditory brainstem nuclei of the de- Development of the Auditory SysteNew
veloping and adult rat: correlation with on-  York: Springer
set and loss of hearingl. Comp. Neurol. Rubel EW, Smith DJ, Miller LC. 1976. Orga-
354:353-60 nization and development of brain stem au-

Rivolta MN, Holley MC. 1999. GATA-3 is ditory nuclei of the chicken: ontogeny of n.



AUDITORY GANGLION DEVELOPMENT 97

magnocellularis and n. laminarid. Comp. phological changes in the cochlear nucleus
Neurol.166:469-90 of congenitally deaf white cat8rain Res.
Ruben RJ. 1967. Development of the inner ear 736:315-28
ofthe mouse: aradioautographic study of terSan Jose |, Vasquez E, Garcia-Atares N, Huerta
minal mitosesActa Otolaryngol220:1-44 JJ, Vega JA, Represa J. 1997. Differential
Ribsamen R, Lippe WR. 1998. The develop- expression of microtubule associated protein
ment of cochlear function. See Rubel et al. MAP-2in developing cochleovestibular neu-
1998, pp. 193-270 rons and its modulation by neurotrophin-3.
Rueda J, de la Sen C, Juiz JM, MeachJA. Int. J. Dev. Biol41:509-19
1987. Neuronal loss in the spiral ganglion ofSanes DH, Merickel M, Rubel EW. 1989. Evi-
young ratsActa Otolaryngol104:417-21 dence for an alteration of the tonotopic map
Risch A, Lysakowski A, Eatock RA. 1998. in the gerbil cochlea during developmedt.
Postnatal development of type | and type Il Comp. Neurol279:436-44
hair cells in the mouse utricle: acquisitionSanes DH, Rubel EW. 1988. The ontogeny of
of voltage-gated conductances and differ- inhibition and excitation in the gerbil lateral
entiated morphologyl. Neuroscil8:7487— superior oliveJ. Neurosci8:682—700
501 Sanes DH, Walsh EJ. 1998. The development of
Ryan AF. 1997. Transcription factors and the central auditory processing. See Rubel et al.
control of inner ear developmergem. Cell 1998, pp. 271-314
Dev. Biol.8:249-56 Sato M, Saigo K. 2000. Involvement of pan-
Ryan AF, Woolf NK. 1988. Development of nier and u-shaped in regulation of decap-
tonotopic representation in the Mongolian entaplegic-dependent wingless expression in
gerbil: a 2-deoxyglucose studBrain Res. developingDrosophila notum. Mech. Dev.
469:61-70 93:127-38
Ryugo DK. 1992. The auditory nerve, pe-Saunders JC, Adler JH, Cohen YE, Smullen S,
ripheral innervation, cell body morphology, KazahayaK.1998. Morphometric changesin
and central projections. Ithe Mammalian  the chick nucleus magnocellularis following
Auditory PathwayNeuroanatomySpringer acoustic overstimulation]. Comp. Neurol.
Handbook of Auditory Researckolume 1 390:412-26
ed. DB Webster, AN Popper, RR Fay, pp. 23-Saunders JC, Coles RB, Gates GR. 1973. The
65. New York: Springer-Verlag development of auditory evoked responses
Ryugo DK, Fekete DM. 1982. Morphology on the cochlea and cochlear nuclei of the
of primary axosomatic endings in the an- chick.Brain Res63:59-74
teroventral cochlear nucleus of the cat: &checterson LC, Bothwell M. 1994. Neu-
study of the endbulbs of Held. Comp. Neu-  rotrophin and neurotrophin mRNA expres-
rol. 210:239-57 sion in developing inner earllear. Res.
Ryugo DK, Pongstaporn T, Huchton DM, Ni- 73:92-100
parko JK. 1997. Ultrastructural analysis ofSchimmang T, Alvarez-Bolado G, Minichiello
primary endings in deaf white cats: mor- L, Vazquez E, Giraldez F, et al. 1997. Sur-
phologic alterations in endbulbs of Heldl. vival of inner ear sensory neurons in trk mu-
Comp. Neurol385:230-44 tants.Mech. Dev64:77-85
Ryugo DK, Rosenbaum BT, Kim PJ, NiparkoSchimmang T, Minichiello L, Vazquez E, San
JK, Saada AA. 1998. Single unit recordings Jose |, Giraldez F, et al, 1995. Developing
in the auditory nerve of congenitally deaf inner ear sensory neurons require TrkB and
white cats: morphological correlates in the TrkC receptors for innervation of their pe-
cochlea and cochlear nucledsComp. Neu-  ripheral targetsDevelopmen121:3381-91
rol. 397:532-48 Schweitzer L, Cant NB. 1984. Development
Saada AA, Niparko JK, Ryugo DK. 1996. Mor-  of the cochlear innervation of the dorsal



98 RUBEL = FRITZSCH

cochlear nucleus of the hamstdr. Comp. blockade of AMPA/kainate receptos Neu-
Neurol.225:228-43 rosci.17:4744-52

Schweitzer L, Cecil T. 1992. Morphology of Song HJ, Poo MM. 1999. Signal transduc-
HRP-labelled cochlear nerve axons in the tion underlying growth cone guidance by
dorsal cochlear nucleus of the developing diffusible factors.Curr. Opin. Neurobiol 9:
hamsterHear. Res60:34—44 355-63

Shaner RF. 1934. The development of the nuSterbing SJ, Schmidt U, lbsamen R. 1994.
clei and tracts related to the acoustic nerve in The postnatal development of frequency-
the pig.J. Comp. Neurol60:5-19 place code and tuning characteristics in the

Sie KCY, Rubel EW. 1992. Rapid changes in auditory midbrain of the phyllostomid bat,
protein synthesis and cell dize in the coch- Carollia perspicillata Hear. Res.76:133—
lear nucleus following eighth nerve activity 46
blockade and cochlea ablatignComp. Neu- Steward O, Rubel EW. 1985. Afferent influ-
rol. 320:501-8 ences on brain stem auditory nuclei of the

Silos-Santiago |, Fagan AM, Garber M, chicken: cessation of amino acid incorpora-
Fritzsch B, Barbacid M. 1997. Severe sen- tion as an antecedent to age-dependent trans-
sory deficits but normal CNS development neuronal degeneratioh.Comp. NeuroR31:
in newborn mice lacking TrkB and TrkC ty- 385-95
rosine protein kinase receptoEur. J. Neu- Studer M, Gavalas A, Marshall H, Ariza-
rosci.9:2045-56 McNaughton L, Riji F, et al. 1998. Genetic

Simmons DD. 1994. A transient afferent in- interactions betweehloxaland Hoxb1re-
nervation of outer hair cells in the postnatal veal new roles in regulation of early hind-
cochleaNeuroreport5:1309-12 brain patterningDevelopment (Great Bri-

Simmons DD, Manson-Gieseke L, Hendrix tain)125:1025-36
TW, Morris K, Williams SJ. 1991. Postna- Swanson GJ, Howard M, Lewis J. 1990. Epithe-
tal maturation of spiral ganglion neurons: lial autonomy in the development of the in-
a horseradish peroxidase stutear. Res. ner ear of a bird embry®@ev. Biol.137:243—
55:81-91 57

Simmons DD, Morley BJ. 1998. Differential Taber Pierce E. 1967. Histogenesis of the dor-
expression of the 9 nicotinic acetylcholinere- sal and ventral cochlear nuclei in the mouse.
ceptor subunit in neonatal and adult cochlear An autobiographic studyl. Comp. Neurol.
hair cells.Molec. Brain Res56:287-92 131:27-54

Snyder RL, Leake PA. 1997. Topography ofTakahashi TT, Carr CE, Brecha N, Konishi
spiral ganglion projections to cochlear nu- M. 1987. Calcium binding protein-like im-
cleus during postnatal development in cats. munoreactivity labels the terminal field of
J. Comp. Neurol384:293-311 nucleus laminaris of the barn owd. Neu-

Sobkowicz HM. 1992. The development of in-  rosci.7:1843-56
nervation in the organ of Corti. See Romandlrakamori S, Rhee JS, Rosenmund C, Jahn R.
1992, pp. 59-100 2000. Identification of a vesicular glutamate

Sokolowski BHA, Stahl LM, Fuchs PA. 1993. transporter that defines a glutamatergic phe-
Morphological and physiological develop- notype in neurondNature407:189-94
ment of vestibular hair cells in the organ-Takasaka T, Smith CA. 1971. The structure and
cultured otocyst of the chickDev. Biol. innervation of the pigeon’s basilar papilla.
155:134-46 Ultrastr. Res.35:20-65

Solum D, Hughes D, Major MS, Parks TN. Tello JF. 1931. Lereticule des cellules ciliees du
1997. Prevention of normally occurring and labyrinth chez la souris et son independance
deafferentation-induced neuronal death in des terminaisons nerveuses de la huitieme
chick brainstem auditory neurons by periodic paire.Trav. Lab Rech. Bio27:151-86



AUDITORY GANGLION DEVELOPMENT 99

Tierney TS, Russell FA, Moore DR. 1997. Susvon Bartheld CS, Patterson SL, Heuer JG,
ceptibility of developing cochlear nucleus Wheeler EF, Bothwell M, Rubel EW. 1991.
neurons to deafferentation-induced death Expression of nerve growth factor (NGF) re-
abruptly ends just before the onset of hearing. ceptors in the developing inner ear of chick

J. Comp Neurol378:295-306 and ratDevelopmen113:455-70
Trimmer JS. 1999. Sorting out receptor traffick-von Békésy G. 1960Experiments in Hearing
ing. Neuron22:411-17 New York: Am. Instit. Phys.

Trune DR. 1982a. Influence of neonatal coch¥Waddington CH. 1937. The determination of
lear removal on the development of mouse the auditory placode inthe chick.Exp. Biol.
cochlear nucleus: I. Number, size and density 14: 232-39
of its neuronsJ. Comp. Neurol209:409-24 Walsh EJ, McGee J. 1988. Rhythmic discharge

Trune DR. 1982b. Influence of neonatal coch- properties of caudal cochlear nucleus neu-
lear removal on the development of mouse rons during postnatal development in cats.
cochlear nucleus: Il. Dendritic morphometry Hear. Res36:233-47
of its neuronsJ. Comp. Neurol209:425-34 Walsh E, McGee J, McFadden S, Liberman

Trussell LO. 1998. Control of time course of M. 1998. Longterm effects of sectioning the
glutamatergic synaptic currenfrog. Brain olivocochlear bundle in neonatal caisNeu-
Res.116:59-69 rosci. 18:3859-69

Tucci DL, Born DE, Rubel EW. 1987. ChangesWarchol ME, Dallos P. 1990. Neural coding in
in spontaneous activity and CNS morphol- the chick cochlear nucleus.Comp. Physiol.
ogy associated with conductive and sen- 166:721-34
sorineural hearing loss in chickenénn. Warr WB. 1992. Organization of olivocochlear
Otol. Rhinol. Laryngol96:343-50 efferent systems in mammals. InThe

Tucci DL, Cant NB, Durham D. 1999. Con- Anatomy of the Mammalian Auditory Path-
ductive hearing loss results in a decrease in ways ed. RR Fay, AN Popper, DB Webster,
central auditory system activity in the young pp. 410-48. New York: Springer
gerbil. Laryngoscopd.09:1359-71 Waterman AJ. 1938. The development of the

Tucci DL, Rubel EW. 1985. Afferentinfluences inner ear rudiment of the rabbit embryo in a
on brain stem auditory nuclei of the chicken: foreign environmentAmer. J. Anat63:161—
effects of conductive and sensorineural hear- 217
ing loss on n. magnocellulari3.Comp. Neu- Webster DB. 1983a. Auditory neuronal sizes af-
rol. 238:371-81 ter a unilateral conductive hearing lo&xp.

Ulatowska-Blaszyk K, Bruska M. 1999. The Neurol.79:130-40
cochlear ganglion in human embryos of deWebster DB. 1983b. Late onset of auditory
velopmental stages 18 and 1Mblia Mor- deprivation does not affect brainstem audi-
phol. (Warsz) 58:29-35 tory neuron soma sizédear. Res12:145—

van de Water TR. 1983. Embryogenesis of the 47
inner ear: “in vitro studies”. IlDevelopment Webster DB. 1983c. A critical period during
of Auditory and Vestibular Systemad. R postnatal auditory development of midet.
Romand, pp. 337-74. New York: Academic J. Pediatr. Otorhinolaryngol6:107-18

van de Water TR, Frenz DA, Giraldez F,Webster DB. 1985. The spiral ganglion and
Represa J, Lefebvre PP, et al. 1992. Growth cochlear nuclei of deafness mid¢ear. Res.
factors and development of the stato-acoustic 18:19-27
system. See Romand 1992, pp. 1-32 Webster DB. 1988a. Conductive hearing loss af-

Verhage M, Maia AS, Plomp JJ, Brussaard AB, fects the growth ofthe cochlear nucleioveran
Heeroma JH, et al. 2000. Synaptic assembly extended period of timédear. Res32:185—
of the brain in the absence of neurotransmit- 92
ter secretionScience287:864—69 Webster DB. 1988b. Sound amplification



100 RUBEL = FRITZSCH

negates central effects of a neonatal conduc- malian auditory hindbrain. IrAdvances in
tive hearing lossHear. Res32:193-95 Neural ScienceVol 2, ed. S Malhotra, pp.
Webster DB, Webster M. 1977. Neonatal sound 205-34. Greenwich, CT: JAI
deprivation affects brain stem auditory nu-Willard FH, Martin GE. 1986. The development
clei. Arch. Otolaryngol103:392—-96 and migration of large multipolar neurons
Webster DB, Webster M. 1979. Effects of intothe cochlear nucleus of the North Amer-
neonatal conductive hearing loss on brain ican opossuml. Comp. Neurol248:119-32
stem auditory nucleiAnn. Otol. Rhinol. Wilson CJ, Durham D. 1995. Changes in the
Laryngol.88:684—88 distribution of zinc in chick cochlear nucleus
Wheeler EF, Bothwell M, Schecterson LC, von during deafferentation-induced neuronal cell
Bartheld CS. 1994. Expression of BDNF death.Assoc. Res. OtolaryngdlAbstr.) 18:
and NT-3 mRNA in hair cells of the organ 36
of Corti: quantitative analysis in developingWindle WF, Austin MF. 1936. Neurofibrillar
rats.Hear. Res73:46-56 development in the central nervous system
Whitehead MC, Morest DK. 1985. The devel- of chick embryos up to 5 days’ incubatiah.
opment of innervation patterns in the avian Comp. Neurol63:431-63
cochleaNeurosciencd4:255-76 Winsky L, Jacobowitz DM. 1995. Effects of
Whitlon DS, Zhang X, Kusakabe M. 1999a. unilateral cochlea ablation onthe distribution
Tenascin-C in the cochlea of the developing of calretinin mMRNA and immunoreactivity in
mouse.J. Comp. Neurol406:361-74 the guinea pig ventral cochlear nucleus.
Whitlon DS, Zhang X, Pecelunas K, Greiner Comp. Neurol354:564-82
MA. 1999b. A temporospatial map of adhe-Xiang M, Gan L, Li D, Chen ZY, Zhou L,
sive molecules in the organ of corti of the et al. 1997. Essential role of POU-domain
mouse cochleal. Neurocytol28:955-68 factor Brn-3c in auditory and vestibular hair
Wiechers B, Gestwa G, Mack A, Carroll P, celldevelopmen®roc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA
Zenner H-P, Knipper M. 1999. A changing 94:9445-50
pattern of brain-derived neurotrophic factorXiang M, Gao W-Q, Hasson T, Shin JJ. 1998.
expression correlates with rearrangement of Requirement for Brn-3c in maturation and
fibers during cochlear development of rats survival, but not fate determination of inner
and miceJ. Neuroscil9:3033-42 ear hair cellsDevelopmen125:3935-46
Wiesel TN, Hubel DH. 1963. Single-cell re- Young SR, Rubel EW. 1983. Frequency spe-
sponses in striate cortex of kittens deprived of cific projections of individual neurons in
vision in one eyel. Neurophys26:1003-17  chick brain stem auditory nuclel. Neurosci.
Wiesel TN, Hubel DH. 1965. Comparison of 7:1373-78
the effects of unilateral and bilateral eye clo-Young SR, Rubel EW. 1986. Embryogenesis of
sure on cortical unit responses in kitteds.  arborization pattern and topography of indi-
Neurophysiol6:1029-40 vidual axons in n. laminaris of the chicken
Wilkinson DG. 2000. Eph receptors and brain stemJ. Comp. Neurol254:425-59
ephrins: regulators of guidance and assenZhang JS, Haenggeli CA, Tempini A, Vischer
bly. Int. Rev. Cytol196:177-244 MW, Moret V, Rouiller EM. 1996. Electri-
Willard F. 1990. Analysis of the development cally induced fos-like immunoreactivity in
of the human auditory systerfSem. Hearing  the auditory pathway of the rat: effects of
11:107-23 survival time, duration, and intensity of stim-
Willard FH. 1993. Postnatal development of ulation.Brain Res. Bull39:75-82
auditory nerve projections to the cochleazhou N, Parks TN. 1992. Developmental
nucleus in Monodelphis domesticaSee changes in the effects of drugs acting at
Merchan et al. 1993, pp. 29-42 NMDA or non-NMDA receptors on synap-
Willard FH. 1995. Development of the mam- tic transmission in the chick cochlear nucleus



AUDITORY GANGLION DEVELOPMENT 101

(nuc. magnocelluarisBrain Res. Dev. Brain ~ Ch 3 ed. Cl Berlin. pp. 47—76. San Diego:
Res67:145-52 Singular

Zirpel L, Janowiak MA, Taylor DA, Parks TN. ZirpelL, Lippe WR, Rubel EW. 1998. Activity-
2000a. Developmental changes in meta- dependentregulation ofintracellular calcium
botropic glutamate receptor-mediated cal- in avian cochlear nucleus neurons: roles of
cium homeostasis]. Comp. Neurol421: protein kinases A and C and relation to cell
95-106 death.J. Neourophysiol79:2288-302

Zirpel L, Janowiak MA, Veltri CA, Parks TN. Zirpel L, Parks TN. 2001. Zinc inhibition of
2000b. AMPA receptor-mediated, calcium- group | mGluR-mediated calcium homeosta-
dependent CREB phosphorylation in a sub- sis in auditory neuronsl. Assoc. Res. Oto-
population of auditory neurons surviving laryngol.2:180-87
activity deprivation.J. Neurosci.20:6267— Zirpel L, Rubel EW. 1996. Eighth nerve activity
75 regulates the intracellular calcium concentra-

Zirpel L, Lachica EA, Rubel EW. 1995. Activa-  tion of cochlear nucleus neurons in the em-
tion of a metabotropic glutamate receptor in- bryonic chick via a metabotopic glutamate
creases intracellular calcium concentrations receptorJ. Neurophysiol76:4127-39
in neurons of the avian cochlear nucleds. Zuo J, Treadaway J, Buckner TW, Fritzsch B.
Neurosci15:214-22 1999. Visualization ofx9 acetylcholine re-

Zirpel L, Lachica EA, Rubel EW. 1997. Affer-  ceptor expression in hair cells of transgenic
ent regulation of cochlear nucleus neurons. mice containing a modified bacterial artifi-
In Neurotransmission and Hearing Lo&a- cial chromosomeProc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA
sic Science Diagnosis and Management.  96:14100-5



