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The spatiotemporal organization of neurotransmitter receptors in the postsynaptic membrane is a fundamental determinant of synaptic
transmission and thus of information processing by the brain. The ionotropic AMPA subtype of glutamate receptors (AMPARs) mediate
fast excitatory synaptic transmission in the CNS. The number of AMPARs located en face presynaptic glutamate release sites sets the
efficacy of synaptic transmission. Understanding how this number is set and regulated has been the topic of intense research in the last
two decades. We showed that AMPARs are not stable in the synapse as initially thought. They continuously enter and exit the postsynaptic
density by lateral diffusion, and they exchange between the neuronal surface and intracellular compartments by endocytosis and exocy-
tosis at extrasynaptic sites. Regulation of these various trafficking pathways has emerged as a key mechanism for activity-dependent
plasticity of synaptic transmission, a process important for learning and memory. I here present my view of these findings. In particular,
the advent of super-resolution microscopy and single-molecule tracking has helped to uncover the intricacy of AMPARs’ dynamic
organization at the nanoscale. In addition, AMPAR surface diffusion is highly regulated by a variety of factors, including neuronal
activity, stress hormones, and neurodegeneration, suggesting that AMPAR diffusion-trapping may play a central role in synapse func-
tion. Using innovative tools to understand further the link between receptor dynamics and synapse plasticity is now unveiling new
molecular mechanisms of learning. Modifying AMPAR dynamics may emerge as a new target to correct synapse dysfunction in the
diseased brain.
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Introduction
How and where memories are stored in the brain network is one
of the fundamental questions in brain and cognitive sciences. In
his seminal treaty, “The organization of behavior” (Hebb, 1949),
Hebb made a first attempt to link these two lines of inquiry by
proposing that the basic mechanism by which memories are
stored in the brain is the activity-dependent enhancement of syn-
aptic strength between contacting neurons. Since the initial iden-
tification and naming of synapses (Foster and Sherrington,
1897), our view and understanding of their organization and role
in brain function have evolved considerably, and continue to do

so. A large body of evidence suggests that persistent modifica-
tions in the strength of preexisting synaptic connections, gener-
ally termed synaptic plasticity, are a primary mechanism for the
formation of memory engrams that lead to learning (Martin et
al., 2000; Malenka and Bear, 2004; Kessels and Malinow, 2009;
Poo et al., 2016). Decades of work on the molecular mechanisms
of synaptic plasticity have led to a better understanding of the
signaling pathways and changes in dynamic organization of syn-
aptic components that lead to rapid and enduring activity-
dependent changes in synaptic strength (Choquet and Triller,
2013; Huganir and Nicoll, 2013; Henley and Wilkinson, 2016).
However, we still do not know precisely how stable changes in
synaptic strength are induced or where and when synaptic plas-
ticity comes into play to encode learning paradigms in a given
neuronal network.

A key turning point in our understanding of how the brain
stores memories is universally recognized as the discovery of
activity-induced LTP (Bliss and Lomo, 1973), and then LTD (for
review, see Pinar et al., 2017), of central synapses in the 1970s.
This sparked the interest of a whole generation of neurobiologists
in studying synaptic plasticity and its relation to memory (Martin
et al., 2000; Malenka and Bear, 2004; Kessels and Malinow, 2009;
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Collingridge et al., 2010; Poo et al., 2016). Interestingly, these
initial observations were not immediately put into perspective
with another important contemporary finding according to
which the biochemical nature of membranes was a fluid, rather
than static, mosaic of lipids (Singer and Nicolson, 1972). Indeed,
in the search for the cellular and molecular basis of synaptic plas-
ticity, researchers initially concentrated on modifications of ei-
ther transmitter release or gating properties of receptors already
present at synaptic sites before plasticity induction. It is only at
the turn of the 21st Century (Malinow and Malenka, 2002; Cho-
quet and Triller, 2003; Newpher and Ehlers, 2008) that neurosci-
entists realized that the regulated dynamic exchange of synaptic
components, allowed by the fluid nature of membranes, is also an
important mechanism for activity-dependent synaptic plasticity.

At first, a static view of synapses
The static view of central synapses, where movements of postsyn-
aptic elements would only occur during synaptogenesis to bring
receptors in place, prevailed for many years. It was fueled by
several factors. The neuromuscular junction was used initially as
a model for understanding the molecular organization of the
CNS synapses, and a dogma from the neuromuscular junction
was that synaptic nAChRs are very stable with minimal dynamic
regulation (Sanes and Lichtman, 1999). This concept was rein-
forced at central synapses by ultrastructural studies that revealed
a precise subsynaptic organization of glycine receptors and their
associated proteins in the postsynaptic membrane (Triller et al.,
1985). In addition, electron microscopy initially only detected
low levels of extrasynaptic AMPARs (Baude et al., 1995). The
local enrichment of receptors at postsynaptic densities (PSDs)
was proposed early to result from receptor interaction with stable
elements (Triller et al., 1985; Betz et al., 1991). The main scaffold
protein for glutamate receptors (i.e., PSD95) was formally iden-
tified in the mid-1990s (Cho et al., 1992; Kornau et al., 1995), and
this further reinforced the concept of the stability of synaptic
components.

A role for diffusion of receptors in the plasma membrane was
actually postulated quite early as a mechanism for the formation
of synapses and acetylcholine receptor accumulation at the neu-
romuscular junction (Axelrod et al., 1976; Poo, 1982), and later
for AMPARs during synaptogenesis of central synapses (Craig et
al., 1994; Mammen et al., 1997a). However, this notion did not
really percolate to the rest of the neuroscience field, and the initial
observations were largely overlooked. The resulting simplistic
view that receptors were immobile at central synapses prevailed
until we directly established their mobility (Meier et al., 2001;
Borgdorff and Choquet, 2002) and the intrinsic reversibility of
receptor-scaffold protein interaction was taken into account
(Choquet and Triller, 2003; Ehrensperger et al., 2007).

The search for the cellular and molecular basis of
synaptic plasticity
In the meantime, intense research aimed to unravel the cascade of
events underlying LTP and LTD. An important step forward
came from the demonstration of the role of NMDA receptors
(NMDARs) in the plasticity of AMPAR-mediated responses
(Collingridge et al., 1983), indicating a postsynaptic site of LTP
induction. A key aspect is that calcium influx through NMDARs
leads to activation of CaMKII (Kennedy et al., 1983; Barria et al.,
1997), which is thought to be essential in many of the down-
stream events in LTP induction and maintenance. Although
NMDARs are clearly postsynaptic, whether the synaptic potenti-
ation resulting from their activation stemmed from presynaptic

or postsynaptic changes remained a matter of intense debate
(Bredt and Nicoll, 2003; Bliss and Collingridge, 2013; Nicoll,
2017). A major argument for the changes in the efficacy of syn-
aptic transmission being presynaptic was the observation of de-
creased failure rate in observing series of postsynaptic response to
presynaptic stimulations. This was hypothesized to result from
an increase in the probability of transmitter release (e.g., Mali-
now and Tsien, 1990; Kullmann and Nicoll, 1992; Larkman et al.,
1992). The discovery of silent synapses (Isaac et al., 1995; Liao et
al., 1995) provided a postsynaptic explanation for the decrease in
synaptic failure rate during LTP. Silent synapses harbor NMDAR
but only low levels or no AMPAR. They can be turned into
AMPA-active synapses via the insertion of AMPARs into the
postsynaptic membrane triggered for example by LTP induction.

Further direct evidence for the postsynaptic expression mech-
anism of LTP came from glutamate uncaging experiments (Mat-
suzaki et al., 2004; Harvey and Svoboda, 2007), in which
repetitive activation of NMDARs on a single spine resulted in a
long-lasting increase in the AMPAR responses to glutamate un-
caging from the same spine. Although it is now widely accepted
that the expression of LTP is largely postsynaptic, a presynaptic
component may well contribute under some conditions and at
specific synapses (see Emptage et al., 2003; Ward et al., 2006; Bliss
and Collingridge, 2013). This is particularly the case for
NMDAR-independent forms of LTP (Grover and Teyler, 1990;
Zakharenko et al., 2001; Nicoll and Schmitz, 2005), for instance,
LTP at the DG to CA3 mossy fiber synapse.

Although it was becoming increasingly evident that the expres-
sion of LTP and LTD occurred, in most cases, by postsynaptic vari-
ations in AMPAR responses, the underlying mechanisms were less
clear. While pioneering and overlooked work had suggested that
increases in glutamate receptor numbers at synapses could underlie
synaptic potentiation (Lynch and Baudry, 1984), the initial focus of
the field was on modification of the gating properties of AMPAR
already present at the synapse prior plasticity induction. There was,
for example, the indication that induction of hippocampal CA1 LTP
is associated with an increase in single-channel conductance of AM-
PARs (Benke et al., 1998) as a result of CaMKII-induced phosphor-
ylation of GluA1 (Derkach et al., 1999; Kristensen et al., 2011). More
generally, phosphorylation of the GluA1 AMPAR subunit at S845
and S831 was established to play especially important roles during
synaptic plasticity (Roche et al., 1996; Mammen et al., 1997b;
Huganir and Nicoll, 2013).

AMPAR trafficking as a central element of synaptic plasticity
At the turn of the 21st Century, the concept of AMPAR traffick-
ing and its role in regulating AMPAR number at synapses began
to emerge. The first direct evidence for the rapid accumulation of
AMPARs at the synapse during LTP used overexpression of ho-
momeric GluA1 receptors (Shi et al., 1999; Hayashi et al., 2000).
Activity-driven insertion of GluA1 homomers at synapses could
be measured based on their electrophysiological properties and
the direct visualization of GluA1 tagged with GFP at spines (Shi et
al., 1999). Earlier evidence, blocking postsynaptic vesicle fusion
to the plasma membrane, had indicated that dynamic trafficking
between intracellular compartments and the cell surface was im-
portant for the expression of LTP (Lledo et al., 1998) and LTD
(Lüscher et al., 1999; Lüthi et al., 1999). Moreover, a direct inter-
action between NSF and GluA2 was suggested to be important
for basal maintenance of AMPARs at the neuronal surface
(Nishimune et al., 1998; Noel et al., 1999). Together, these studies
prompted the emergence of the following concepts: (1) AMPARs
are in constant turnover between the cell surface and intracellular
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compartments; (2) LTD is associated with increased AMPAR in-
ternalization; and (3) LTP is associated with increased AMPAR
exocytosis. While these were important propositions, the lack of
evidence for a direct insertion or retrieval of AMPARs at the PSD
left an open question about how AMPARs exchanged between
synaptic and intracellular compartments. The fluid property of
membranes indicated that lateral diffusion within the plane of the
membrane might be an alternative trafficking route.

AMPAR surface diffusion and synaptic plasticity
Detection of AMPAR surface diffusion and dynamic exchange
between synaptic and extrasynaptic sites
Starting my group in Bordeaux, my initial project had little to do
with neuroscience and aimed to carry on my postdoctoral work
on membrane dynamics in migrating cells. However, being em-
bedded in a neuroscience environment, I was struck by the over-
all neglect of the possible role for diffusion of membrane proteins
in existing models of the synapse. I thus decided to investigate
whether neurotransmitter receptors might move in the neuronal
surface as membrane proteins in any other cell do. I was joined in
this endeavor by Antoine Triller, a fine neuroscientist and an old
friend, who had become interested in the possibility that central
inhibitory glycine receptors (GlyRs) might diffuse in the plane of
the membrane (Rosenberg et al., 2001) as AChRs do at the devel-
oping neuromuscular junction (Poo, 1982). Together with his
student Jochen Meier, in probably my most exciting collabora-
tion as a young scientist, we established that GlyRs alternate con-
stantly between a mobile state, in which they diffuse in the plane
of the neuronal membrane by Brownian motion (i.e., random
movements powered by thermal agitation of molecules) and an
immobile state, in which they are reversibly stabilized by the
scaffold protein Gephyrin (Meier et al., 2001). To demonstrate
this property, we tracked the movement of rather bulky 0.5 �m
latex beads bound to the extracellular domain of the receptors. It
is worth mentioning that, although the approach was relatively ru-
dimentary, all the basic findings of this early work have been con-
firmed with more recent and sophisticated single-molecule tracking
approaches. This finding launched a series of studies by our two
groups to describe the surface diffusion of inhibitory and excitatory
receptors and deciphering the role of this diffusion in tuning neuro-
nal function (Choquet and Triller, 2013). Welcomed at first with
skepticism, this pathway of receptor trafficking is now recognized as
a central mechanism regulating receptor numbers at synapses, both
in basal states and during activity-dependent plasticity (Newpher
and Ehlers, 2008; Henley et al., 2011; Granger et al., 2013; Roth et al.,
2017; Hastings and Man, 2018).

I first reported the surface diffusion of AMPARs and its revers-
ible stabilization at synaptic sites in 2002 (Borgdorff and Cho-
quet, 2002). In this first study, we had already found that
increases in intracellular calcium, such as the ones that occur
during LTP, induce a rapid and profound immobilization of AM-
PARs. We immediately proposed that this activity-dependent
diffusion-trapping mechanism might contribute directly in the
accumulation of AMPARs at synapses during LTP. It indeed had
all the properties that would be expected for increasing receptor
numbers during activity-dependent plasticity, such as NMDAR
and calcium dependence, rapidity, and input specificity. As for
GlyR (Meier et al., 2001), we found that AMPARs alternate
through a dynamic equilibrium between periods of Brownian
diffusion and periods of immobilization through binding to
more stable elements linked to the cyto-architecture. This led to
the general notion of reversible diffusion-trapping that is medi-
ated by the intrinsic reversibility of receptor-scaffold interactions

(Choquet and Triller, 2003; Ehrensperger et al., 2007). Neurons
make a wise use of this robust and energy-saving mechanism to
allow plasticity to happen with precision and input specificity,
without necessarily needing exceedingly precise or complex strat-
egies. This concept stood in contrast to the view at the time, of
synapses as highly organized and relatively static structures.

We and others then went on to study the properties and regula-
tion of receptor surface diffusion. Progress in this area has crucially
relied on new methodological developments. For example, in a very
fruitful collaboration with the physics group of Laurent Cognet and
Brahim Lounis in Bordeaux, we developed the use of single-
molecule tracking that allowed visualizing AMPAR movements in-
side synapses (Tardin et al., 2003) (Fig. 1). We also introduced the
U-PAINT technique, which allows high-density mapping of single
endogenous receptor dynamics (Giannone et al., 2010). This com-
plemented the development of single QDot tracking by Antoine
Triller and the dearly missed Maxime Dahan (Dahan et al., 2003).
The high mobility of extrasynaptic AMPAR and the capacity of syn-
aptic AMPAR to rapidly exchange with the extrasynaptic pool were
independently confirmed by Fluorescence Recovery After Photo-
bleaching experiments (e.g., Ashby et al., 2006; Sharma et al., 2006;
Jaskolski et al., 2009; Makino and Malinow, 2009). Together, these
studies indicated that �30%-50% of synaptic AMPARs are mobile
and can exchange with the extrasynaptic pool. However, it is only 15
years after our initial description of activity-dependent AMPAR
diffusion-trapping that we have been able to properly address the
role of AMPAR diffusion during physiological LTP (Penn et al.,
2017), largely due to the limitations that confined single-molecule
tracking approaches to experiments in primary neuronal culture
models.

Revealing the high mobility of extrasynaptic AMPAR and their
exchange between synaptic and extrasynaptic membranes led us to
propose a model in which the number of AMPARs at synapses,
which sets synaptic efficacy, results from a dynamic equilibrium be-
tween intracellular, extrasynaptic, and synaptic compartments
(Triller and Choquet, 2005) (Fig. 2). This proposal was supported by
electron microcopy and patch-clamp studies, indicating that extra-
synaptic membranes of hippocampal pyramidal neurons contain an
unexpectedly large number of AMPARs that could serve as a reserve
pool for dynamic exchange between synaptic and extrasynaptic sites
by lateral diffusion (Matsuzaki et al., 2001; Andrásfalvy et al., 2003;
Fukaya et al., 2006; Masugi-Tokita and Shigemoto, 2007; Tao-
Cheng et al., 2011). As a side note, a recent study using new small
QDots (Lee et al., 2017) failed to detect a sizeable population of
mobile AMPAR, which seems at odds with the body of literature
reported above.

In addition, it is now well established that AMPAR surface diffu-
sion and exchange between synaptic and extrasynaptic sites are
highly regulated processes underlying functional synaptic changes
that occur during development, activity-dependent plasticity
(Makino and Malinow, 2009; Opazo et al., 2010), aging (Martin et
al., 2014), and various pathological conditions (e.g., stress, Alzhei-
mer’s disease models) (Groc et al., 2008; Choquet and Triller, 2013;
Kneussel et al., 2014; Opazo et al., 2018) and Huntington’s disease
(Zhang et al., 2018). This likely reflects the fundamental importance
of controlling their number at synapses in a highly adjustable way to
set the efficacy of excitatory synaptic transmission. Together, the
extrasynaptic membrane thus appears as a key cellular compartment
involved in AMPAR trafficking in plasticity.

AMPAR surface trafficking and internalization in LTD
In parallel to our findings that AMPARs are reversibly trapped at
synaptic sites and diffuse within synapses (Tardin et al., 2003),

9320 • J. Neurosci., October 31, 2018 • 38(44):9318 –9329 Choquet • AMPA Receptor Organization and Plasticity of Excitatory Synapses and Learning



several contemporary studies completed our vision of the path-
ways that underlie the dynamic equilibrium of receptors. In an
elegant set of studies, it was established that sites of endocytosis lie
lateral to the PSD (Blanpied et al., 2002; Rácz et al., 2004),
whereas removal of AMPARs from synapses is preceded by tran-
sient endocytosis of extrasynaptic AMPARs (Ashby et al., 2004).

AMPAR internalization has been reproducibly observed during
chemically induced LTD (Carroll et al., 1999, 2001; Lissin et al.,
1999; Lin et al., 2000; Ashby et al., 2004) and inhibition of
AMPAR internalization blocks activity-induced LTD (Lüthi et
al., 1999; Beattie et al., 2000; Man et al., 2000). While there is to
date no direct evidence for an increase in AMPAR diffusion dur-

Figure 1. Single-molecule tracking of AMPARs in the plasma membrane. A, Because of diffraction, photons emitted by a single dye distribute according to a point-spread function that can be
approximated by a Gaussian with FWHM approximately half the wavelength of the emitted light (i.e., 250 –300 nm). This Gaussian can be fitted to localize the individual molecules with an SE (�)
(uncertainty) equal S divided by N 0.5 where S is the SD of the Gaussian and N is the number of photons captured from the fluorescent molecule. B, individual AMPARs can be tracked with 20 –50 nm
accuracy by detecting over time single fluorophores bound to the receptors. Fluorophores can be either fluorescent proteins genetically fused to the receptors or organic dyes covalently bound to
ligands of the receptors. These are usually full or the antigen-binding Fab fragments of antibodies. Combining small monovalent ligands and organic dyes provides the highest accuracy and allows
tracking endogenous receptors. Using this approach, the stochastic nature of receptor movement in the plane of the membrane as well as their continuous alternation between stabilized and
diffusive states are revealed. C, Tracks of GluA2-containing AMPAR movements at the surface of a dendritic spine of a cultured rat hippocampal neuron. D, Distribution of AMPAR diffusion coefficients
in spines. Approximately 30 to 50 % of the receptors are mobile with a D � 0.01 �m 2/s.

Figure 2. Model of AMPAR trafficking in and out the postsynaptic density. (1) Newly synthetized receptors are transported intracellularly in vesicles by molecular motors on microtubules.
(2) Vesicles are exocytosed, largely in the dendritic shaft. (3) Once at the cell surface, receptors move randomly by Brownian diffusion and (4) can be reversibly stabilized by diffusion trapping at the
PSD through interaction with scaffold proteins. (5) Diffusing receptors are internalized at extrasynaptic endocytic zones by clathrin-dependent endocytosis. (6) Endocytosed receptors can be recycled
back by exocytosis.
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ing LTD or for a strict dependence of LTD on AMPAR diffusion,
the fact that sites of internalization lie away from the PSD renders
obligatory a diffusional step between AMPAR unbinding and
diffusion from the PSD before endocytosis (Fig. 3).

The identity of the protein interactions at the PSD that would
be weakened to account for AMPAR escape and subsequent LTD
is not clear. However, transient dephosphorylation of GluA2,
GluA1, or the Transmembrane AMPA receptor Regulatory Pro-
teins (TARP) auxiliary subunits at CA1 synapses (Lee et al., 2000;
Tomita et al., 2005), or phosphorylation of GluA2 at Ser880
(Chung et al., 2003; Steinberg et al., 2006) at climbing fiber Pur-
kinje cell synapses, leads to increased AMPAR endocytosis and
reduced surface AMPAR expression, probably consequently to
unbinding from GRIP or binding to clathrin adaptor proteins
(Chung et al., 2000). The enzymes involved in LTD that might
affect AMPAR stabilization include in particular protein kinase C
(Chung et al., 2000) and the phosphatase calcineurin (Mulkey et
al., 1994; Zeng et al., 2001).

Our recent work has established that, in basal conditions, peri-
synaptic endocytic zones preferentially internalize synaptic receptors
(Rosendale et al., 2017). While the frequency of AMPAR endocytic
events increases after the induction of NMDAR-dependent chemi-
cal LTD, the activity of perisynaptic endocytic zones is not differen-
tially regulated and internalization can occur throughout the
dendrite. This further reasserts the presumed role of AMPAR diffu-
sion in leaving the PSD. However, the respective roles of AMPAR
endocytosis, diffusion, and escape from synapses in mediating the
activity-dependent decrease of AMPAR numbers at synapses during
LTD remain to be established.

Interestingly, several pathology-related synaptic dysfunctions
are associated with increased AMPAR surface diffusion and sub-
sequent internalization. Alzheimer’s disease has been termed a
synaptopathy, and there is a strong correlation between progres-
sion of the disease and synapse loss (Selkoe, 2002). Although the
underlying mechanism is mysterious, various models of the dis-
ease exhibit deficits in AMPAR-mediated synaptic transmission
and plasticity that might be directly linked to synaptic and mem-
ory loss. Exogenous expression of A� in neurons leads to the
removal of AMPARs from synapses, which both mimics and oc-
cludes mGluR-dependent LTD (Kamenetz et al., 2003; Hsieh et
al., 2006) and might originate from improper activation of
CaMKII (Opazo et al., 2018). Preventing the A�-induced
AMPAR loss from synapses by cross-linking surface AMPARs
prevents spine loss (Opazo et al., 2018). We also recently estab-
lished that AMPAR surface diffusion is disturbed in various ro-
dent models of Huntington’s disease (Zhang et al., 2018). Defects
in the BDNF-TrkB signaling pathway contributes to the deregu-
lated AMPAR trafficking in Huntington’s disease models by re-
ducing the interaction between TARPs and the PDZ-domain
scaffold protein PSD95.

The stress hormone corticosterone also increases surface dif-
fusion and expression of GluA2-containing AMPARs (Groc et al.,
2008). Moreover, prior exposure to corticosterone facilitates
both synaptic and extrasynaptic AMPAR endocytosis during
NMDA-induced LTD (Martin et al., 2009). This suggests that
stress impacts glutamatergic signaling in the hippocampus in a
manner that tends to favor LTD induction over LTP (Pinar et al.,
2017). Interestingly, we could pharmacologically revert the

Figure 3. AMPAR trafficking during the first steps of LTP and LTD. The molecular mechanisms of synaptic plasticity have been best worked out at the synapses between Schaeffer collaterals and
CA1 pyramidal cells in the hippocampus (top). Stimulation (Stim.) of Schaeffer collaterals induces rapid plasticity of synaptic transmission that can endure for hours to days (bottom left).
High-frequency stimulation (top schemes) induces within seconds translocation of CaMKII (pink) to spines, and subsequent phosphorylation of the �2 and �8 AMPAR auxiliary subunits. This leads
to their increased binding to PSD95 resulting in accumulation of AMPARs at the PSD through a process of diffusion-trapping (1). In parallel, intracellular receptors, whether newly synthetized or from
recycling compartments, are exocytosed within minutes of the stimulation, largely in the dendritic shaft, but also in the spine (2). These exocytosed receptors then replenish the extrasynaptic pool
and further diffuse to the synapse. Conversely, low-frequency stimulation (bottom schemes) induces AMPAR escape from the PSD (1). These escaped receptors then diffuse and get trapped at
endocytic zones in the spine or in the dendritic shaft where they enter the endocytic pathway (2). These first steps lead to LTP and LTD, respectively.
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stress-induced (Zhang et al., 2013) and the mutant huntingtin-
induced (Zhang et al., 2018) LTP defects with tianeptine, an an-
tidepressant that favors AMPAR stability. Together, these results
indicate the following: (1) disease-associated defects in synaptic
plasticity can arise form defective AMPAR trafficking; and (2)
correcting AMPAR trafficking is a potential means to correct
defective plasticity.

AMPAR surface trafficking and exocytosis in LTP
AMPAR exocytosis is mandatory to bring newly synthetized re-
ceptors to the cell surface or to return them to the surface after
constitutive endocytosis. Importantly, there is strong evidence
that membrane exocytosis is required for several forms of
activity-dependent synaptic potentiation. The requirement of ex-
ocytosis for LTP was initially suggested using a clostridial neuro-
toxin to prevent membrane fusion (Lledo et al., 1998). Several
studies then provided evidence for AMPAR exocytosis during
LTP using either cleavage of tags on surface-expressed AMPAR
(Passafaro et al., 2001) or directly visualizing exocytosis using
AMPAR subunits tagged with pHluorin, a pH-dependent form of
GFP (e.g., Yudowski et al., 2007; Lin et al., 2009; Kennedy et al.,
2010). Exocytic events were detected mostly in the dendritic shaft
(Yudowski et al., 2007; Lin et al., 2009), although a few studies
have also reported their occasional direct insertion at spines
(Kennedy et al., 2010; Patterson et al., 2010). Importantly, endo-
somes seem to provide an important reservoir of AMPARs for
activity-dependent exocytosis (Park et al., 2004; Kennedy et al.,
2010). In parallel, it was suggested that both lateral movement
and exocytosis of AMPAR contribute to LTP (Makino and Mali-
now, 2009). Together, these observations seemed to indicate that
the only pathway for AMPARs to enter or leave the PSD was
through lateral diffusion at the neuronal surface, whereas sites of
receptor endocytosis and exocytosis lie away from the PSD.

This led us to propose a three step model for AMPARs to reach
synapses involving exocytosis at extrasynaptic/perisynaptic sites,
lateral diffusion to synapses, and a subsequent rate-limiting dif-
fusional trapping step (Opazo and Choquet, 2011) (Fig. 3). In a
manner similar to the mechanism of LTD, the respective roles of
AMPAR exocytosis, diffusion, and trapping in activity-
dependent increases in AMPAR number at synapses during LTP
have been difficult to establish. This has been due largely to the
lack of adequate tools and the fact that, for a long time, a large
body of experiments involving AMPAR diffusion or exocytosis
have been performed in neuronal cultures that do not express
bona fide LTP.

Early on, protein 4.1N was identified as a phosphorylation-
dependent binding partner required for activity-dependent
GluA1 insertion (Lin et al., 2009). More recently, major advances
in our understanding of the molecular mechanism of AMPAR
exocytosis have led to the identification of complexins (Ahmad et
al., 2012), specific SNARE proteins (Kennedy et al., 2010; Jurado
et al., 2013), and Synaptotagmin 1 and 7 as key elements of the
membrane fusion machinery during LTP (Wu et al., 2017). On
the one hand, this suggests the involvement of calcium-
dependent regulatory machinery in AMPAR exocytosis, some-
what similar to the calcium dependence of presynaptic
transmitter release. On the other hand, these studies demonstrate
the absolute requirement for an intact exocytic machinery for
LTP. However, several outstanding questions remain, such as
whether a rise in calcium alone is sufficient to trigger AMPAR
exocytosis, and exactly where and when exocytosis of endoge-
nous AMPAR takes place during LTP.

Indeed, the relative timing of AMPAR exocytosis during LTP
is still ambiguous. We and others (Makino and Malinow, 2009;
Opazo et al., 2010; Opazo and Choquet, 2011; Granger et al.,
2013) have proposed that the synaptic trapping of diffusive re-
ceptors already present on the neuronal surface (i.e., before exo-
cytosis of new receptors) mediates the initial potentiation
(subsecond to the first few minutes) after LTP inducing stimuli
(Fig. 3). In an exciting collaboration with the group of Yann
Humeau, we recently demonstrated this hypothesis directly using
a surface receptor cross-linking approach (Penn et al., 2017).
Diffusion trapping at synapses of AMPARs present at the surface
before the LTP inducing stimuli, together with presynaptic te-
tanic potentiation, seems to entirely account for the initial poten-
tiation of synaptic transmission after tetanic stimulation, before
exocytosis of new AMPARs. Maintenance of potentiation beyond
these first few minutes is, by contrast, strictly dependent on sub-
sequent membrane exocytosis (Lledo et al., 1998; Jurado et al.,
2013; Wu et al., 2017). While AMPAR exocytosis is likely trig-
gered within seconds of tetanic stimuli, it probably takes minutes
before newly exocytosed receptors reach synaptic sites. We have
previously shown that newly exocytosed AMPARs diffuse freely
at the neuronal surface (Petrini et al., 2009). Our new work fur-
ther establishes that surface cross-linking of these exocytosed
AMPARs in turn blocks the expression of LTP (Penn et al., 2017).

While NMDA-dependent potentiation of AMPAR responses
at CA1-Schaffer collateral synapses strictly depends on surface
diffusion of AMPARs, whether of preexisting or newly exocyto-
sed AMPARs, basal synaptic transmission at these synapses is
unaffected by AMPAR immobilization through cross-linking.
We exploited this property to provide the first direct link between
the plasticity of synaptic transmission and the expression of
context-dependent fear conditioning using AMPAR immobiliza-
tion (Penn et al., 2017). This indicates that manipulating AMPAR
surface diffusion in vivo offers a new approach to influencing
synaptic memory.

Finally, given the role of diffusion-trapping, the absolute re-
quirement on exocytosis for LTP is somewhat intriguing. Indeed,
at first glance, addition of new receptors to the cell surface should
not be necessary to maintain LTP given the already large reservoir
of extrasynaptic surface receptors at rest. It remains to be estab-
lished whether the dependence of LTP on exocytosis relies solely,
or at all, on externalization of additional AMPARs or whether
exocytosis of other cargos is also required. One possibility that
still needs to be investigated is whether exocytosis of other com-
ponents, such as trophic factors (e.g., BDNF) (Harward et al.,
2016) or of different AMPAR complexes introducing new mod-
ulatory subunits, mediates the strict dependence of LTP on
exocytosis.

Molecular mechanism of AMPAR stabilization at synapses
The quest for the molecular mechanism of AMPAR stabilization
at synapses has been a long journey that is far from over. Notably,
the molecules and processes that mediate basal and activity-
dependent trapping of AMPARs at synapses have not been pre-
cisely identified. Nonetheless, major efforts have been deployed
to identify potential interactor complexes that stabilize AMPARs
at synapses. Interactions between AMPARs and several of these
scaffold complexes and auxiliary proteins have been demon-
strated to be regulated by signaling pathways triggered by neuro-
nal activity, and have therefore been proposed to account for
activity-dependent modulation of AMPAR content at synapses.

One important mechanism for stabilizing AMPARs involves
binding of the AMPAR C terminus domain (CTD) with various
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interactors, such as PICK or GRIP for GluA2, and SAP97 for
GluA1 (Scannevin and Huganir, 2000; Kim and Sheng, 2004).
These interactions involve PDZ domains (for PSD95, DLG, and
ZOO1, the main PDZ domain-containing proteins) present in
most scaffold proteins at excitatory synapses. GluA1 and GluA2
have been proposed to exhibit differential trafficking properties
that may rely on this differential binding (Shi et al., 2001). Studies
using exogenously expressed mutant subunits in cultured hip-
pocampal slices have suggested that the CTD of GluA1, but not of
GluA2, is critical for LTP expression (Hayashi et al., 2000; Shi et
al., 2001; Malinow and Malenka, 2002; Collingridge et al., 2004).
Although this has been challenged (Granger et al., 2013; Díaz-
Alonso et al., 2017), recent data using mouse strains in which the
CTD of the endogenous AMPARs are switched indicate that the
CTD of GluA1 and GluA2 is necessary and sufficient for
NMDAR-dependent LTP and LTD, respectively (Zhou et al.,
2018).

In addition, a series of seminal works identified post-
translational modifications of AMPAR-subunit CTDs as impor-
tant elements in the plasticity cascade (Huganir and Nicoll,
2013), although their exact role in AMPAR stabilization at syn-
apses is still unclear. Distinct AMPAR phosphorylation sites are
regulated during bidirectional synaptic plasticity (Lee et al.,
2000). Direct evidence for the role of GluA1 phosphorylation in
LTP and LTD expression comes from experiments using
CaMKII, PKC, and PKA phospho-null knock-in mice (Lee et al.,
2003). Invariably, deficits in LTP and LTD induction were ob-
served in these mice, coincident with significant deficits in spatial
memory retention, although these mutations were not sufficient
to completely occlude the expression of long-term plasticity (Lee
et al., 2003). Together, these studies indicate that GluA1 phos-
phorylation is an important regulator of LTP and LTD, but it may
not be mandatory. In particular, the roles of these phosphoryla-
tion events in modulating the binding of AMPARs to scaffold
elements that are important for synaptic stabilization are unclear,
and LTP is either intact or only mildly affected in mice with an
altered GluA1 PDZ domain (Kim et al., 2005), in contrast to
earlier indications of a requirement for PDZ domain interactions
(Hayashi et al., 2000). Thus, the exact contributions of these
phosphorylation events to potentiating the AMPAR response are
not yet fully established. Potential roles of GluA1 phosphoryla-
tion, in addition to the above-mentioned changes in conduc-
tance, could be through regulation of their activity-dependent
exocytosis (Lin et al., 2009), perisynaptic stabilization (He et al.,
2009), or intracellular transport (Hangen et al., 2018).

The discovery that AMPARs are associated with a multitude of
auxiliary subunits (Chen et al., 2000; Tomita et al., 2003; Nicoll et
al., 2006; Schwenk et al., 2009; von Engelhardt et al., 2010; Sch-
wenk et al., 2012; Klaassen et al., 2016; Greger et al., 2017), which
regulate their function and trafficking, opened a series of new
pathways to search for the mechanism of AMPAR stabilization at
synapses. Of particular importance, in my view, was the identifi-
cation of the TARP family of auxiliary proteins (Chen et al.,
2000), several of which can bind to PSD95 through PDZ interac-
tions. We showed that association of TARP �2 (i.e., stargazin)
with PSD95 is mandatory for stabilization of diffusing AMPARs
at the PSD (Bats et al., 2007). We, and others, established that
phosphorylation of a stretch of serines in �2 (i.e., stargazin)
TARP, possibly by CaMKII activated downstream of NMDARs,
regulates its binding to PSD95 by modifying its interaction with
the plasma membrane (Tomita et al., 2005; Opazo et al., 2010;
Sumioka et al., 2010; Hafner et al., 2015). A similar mechanism

may be at play for �8, the major TARP in the hippocampus. �8
indeed seems to be key for LTP in the hippocampus, as enhance-
ment of AMPAR-mediated transmission, and memory, require
CaMKII-dependent phosphorylation of �8, as shown using mice
lacking CaMKII phosphorylation sites of �8 (Park et al., 2016).
However, the role of �8 is debated. Despite substantial reduction
of LTP in �8 KO mice (Rouach et al., 2005), initial studies indi-
cated that KI mice with a deletion of the �8 PDZ-binding domain
(�8D4) showed normal LTP (Sumioka et al., 2011). Further stud-
ies using a single-cell molecular-replacement strategy indicated
that �8, via its PDZ-binding motif, is indispensable for both basal
synaptic transmission and LTP (Sheng et al., 2018). These seem-
ingly inconsistent results may be due to functional redundancy
among the TARPs expressed in pyramidal cells. In addition, other
AMPAR auxiliary subunits, such as the Shisa family, regulate
AMPAR diffusion trapping (Klaassen et al., 2016) and could con-
tribute to synaptic plasticity (von Engelhardt et al., 2010; Schmitz
et al., 2017).

More generally, the increase in AMPAR number at synapses
during LTP can be explained by a combined increase in both the
number of AMPAR-complex binding sites in the PSD, which
have been referred to as “slots” (Lisman and Raghavachari, 2006),
and an increase in the affinity of the AMPAR complexes for these
slots. Interestingly, using a systematic single-cell molecular-
replacement strategy to replace all endogenous AMPARs with
transfected subunits, it has been shown that synapses can accu-
mulate a broad variety of receptors after LTP, shifting the focus of
LTP expression from the receptor subunits to the synapse itself
and specifically the PSD (Granger et al., 2013). This lends strong
support to a diffusion-trapping model for potentiation of
AMPAR-mediated responses in LTP (Opazo and Choquet, 2011;
Penn et al., 2017).

Finally, increases in the availability of trapping slots for
AMPAR complexes during potentiation could arise from un-
masking of existing occupied binding sites. In this regard,
CaMKII-dependent phosphorylation of the PDZ-binding pro-
tein SynGAP induces its dispersion from synapses and the addi-
tion of synaptic AMPARs during LTP (Chen et al., 1998; Kim et
al., 1998; Araki et al., 2015; Walkup et al., 2016). This provides an
attractive model according to which unbinding of SynGap from
PSD95 would free new binding sites for AMPAR complexes. This
could complement the increased affinity of TARPs for PSD95 and
further explain why increases in AMPAR trapping at synapses at
early times after tetanic induction is temporally decorrelated
from increases in PSD95 levels, which occur at later times.

In addition to these intracellular interactions, previous and
more recent evidence indicates that the extracellular N terminus
of AMPAR subunits also interacts with various adhesion pro-
teins or extracellular matrix components (Sia et al., 2007;
Díaz-Alonso et al., 2017; Watson et al., 2017), and these inter-
actions could also participate in AMPAR synaptic stabilization
and its regulation by activity. Synaptic “slots” for AMPAR
could thus also be extracellular.

Together, these data tend to favor a model in which AMPARs
have a multitude of interactions that intervene at various steps of
the trafficking pathway, many of them being sequentially in-
volved in synaptic plasticity. An attractive minimal model would
suggest that AMPAR-subunit CTDs are involved in controlling
membrane transport between intracellular compartments and
the cell surface, whereas auxiliary subunits are involved in the
stabilization of surface-diffusing AMPARs at synapses.
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Nanoscale organization of AMPARs and functional implications
An important observation that emerged relatively recently is that
synaptic AMPARs are not uniformly distributed in the PSD.
Rather, approximately half of them are organized in stable clus-
ters �80 nm diameter, termed nanodomains, whereas the re-
maining receptors are highly mobile between these clusters. This
concept was discovered simultaneously by three laboratories, in-
cluding ours, using super-resolution microscopy (Fukata et al.,
2013; MacGillavry et al., 2013; Nair et al., 2013). These nanodo-
mains seem to align with the presynaptic release machinery in a
so-called nanocolumn (Tang et al., 2016). Interestingly, the num-
ber of such nanodomain modules scales linearly with spine size,
and NMDAR-dependent increases in spine size are accompanied
both by enhanced mobility of coaligned presynaptic and postsyn-
aptic modules and by a coordinated increase in the total number
of nanomodules (Hruska et al., 2018). The molecular mecha-
nisms that allow this presynaptic-postsynaptic alignment has not
yet been formally identified, but we have recently shown that
overexpression of a truncation mutant of neuroligin 1 that can-
not bind PSD95 breaks this alignment (Haas et al., 2018). Binding
of neuroligin to presynaptic neurexins could thus allow aligning
the release machinery to AMPAR domains. This is in line with the
tripartite interaction between neuroligin, PSD95, and AMPAR
complexes through TARPs (Mondin et al., 2011). Other trans-
synaptic adhesion complexes, such as LLRTMs, could also play
important roles (Bhouri et al., 2018; Schroeder et al., 2018).

These findings have far-reaching implications for our under-
standing of excitatory synapse function and plasticity. First, be-
cause AMPARs have a relatively low affinity for glutamate and
because individual synaptic vesicles contain a limited amount of
glutamate, aligning AMPAR clusters to release sites improves
synapse efficacy and reliability. Indeed, misaligning the release
machinery to AMPAR nanodomain by expression of the neuroli-
gin 1 truncation mutant markedly decreases the efficacy of syn-
aptic transmission (Haas et al., 2018). Second, this potentially
provides a new way to fine-tune synapse efficacy by regulating
the location of AMPAR clusters with respect to release sites
within the PSD, for example, through regulating adhesion-
protein interactions. First proposed �20 years ago (Xie et al.,
1997), this idea remains to be supported experimentally, but
nonetheless, it provides an attractive nanoscale mechanism
for synaptic plasticity.

Finally, alignment of AMPAR nanodomains with glutamate
release sites might help explain a puzzling postsynaptic mecha-
nism for regulation of frequency-dependent short-term plasticity
that we discovered 10 years ago (Heine et al., 2008; Opazo et al.,
2010; Constals et al., 2015): immobilization of AMPARs induced
a decrease in paired-pulse ratio, whereas increasing AMPAR mo-
bility did the opposite (Frischknecht et al., 2009). Although
changes in paired-pulse ratio are usually taken as a hallmark of
presynaptic modulation of transmitter release, we proposed at
contrario that AMPAR mobility could tune short-term plasticity
by allowing fast replacement of desensitized AMPARs by naive
ones. This process would help speed up recovery of synaptic de-
pression due to AMPAR desensitization during consecutive stim-
uli at short intervals. That AMPARs clusters are localized apposed
to release sites (Tang et al., 2016) and that desensitized AMPARs
move faster than naive ones (Constals et al., 2015), perhaps by
detaching from TARPs, provides physical support to this
hypothesis. AMPARs mobility-mediated regulation of
frequency-dependent short-term plasticity could provide a
new means to regulate network function.

Looking forward
Work from many laboratories over the last 20 years has estab-
lished AMPAR trafficking as a fundamental process controlling
synaptic efficacy during experience-dependent plasticity. Few
studies have attempted to directly link the regulation of AMPAR
trafficking to higher brain functions, such as memory processes
(Van den Oever et al., 2008; Chiu et al., 2017) or sensory-motor
function (Y. Zhang et al., 2015). Despite the wealth of knowledge
we have acquired to date, it seems we have just begun to scratch
the surface in understanding the molecular mechanisms of syn-
aptic plasticity and its role in higher brain functions. Challenges
that lie in front of us include both obtaining a better understand-
ing of the nanoscale molecular organization of AMPARs and
directly linking the regulation of AMPAR trafficking to synaptic
plasticity, circuit function, and behavior. To address these aims,
better tools are needed to image and control the dynamic orga-
nization of AMPARs in vivo, as well as to decipher the respective
roles of each element of the AMPAR-containing multimolecular
complex and its associated machinery for stabilization and
trafficking.

Several diseases are linked directly or indirectly to perturba-
tions of AMPAR function and organization. Mutations in various
components of the AMPAR complex themselves or, more often,
to proteins involved in AMPAR stabilization and trafficking, lead
to a plethora of behavioral deficits and intellectual disabilities.
Brain dysfunction in neurodegenerative diseases is often linked
to synaptic alterations that can be attributed to AMPAR traffick-
ing defects. In this regard, there is promise in further exploring
the link between AMPAR stabilization and the structural integ-
rity of the synapse. A better understanding of the mechanisms
and roles of AMPAR trafficking in brain function can help devise
new therapeutic strategies to address various aspects of brain
dysfunction.
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