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Abstract
Rebound insomnia, worsened sleep when discontinuing use of a hypnotic, is reported in some
short-term studies. No study has prospectively assessed, using patient reports or nocturnal
polysomnography (NPSG), the likelihood of rebound insomnia with chronic hypnotic use. The
objectives of this study was to assess in primary insomniacs the likelihood of experiencing
rebound insomnia and a withdrawal syndrome on repeated placebo substitutions over 12 months
of nightly zolpidem use. A group of 33 primary insomniacs, without psychiatric disorders or drug
and alcohol abuse, 32–65 years old, 15 men and 18 women, were randomized to take zolpidem 10
mg (n = 17) or placebo (n = 16) nightly for 12 months. In probes during months 1, 4, and 12,
placebo was substituted for 7 consecutive nights in both the zolpidem and placebo groups. NPSGs
were collected and Tyrer Bezodiazepine Withdrawal Symptom Questionnaires were completed on
the first two discontinuation nights. Rebound insomnia was not observed on the first two and the
seventh discontinuation nights and its likelihood did not increase over the 12 months of nightly
zolpidem use. Some individuals did show rebound insomnia, approximately 30–40% of
participants, but the percentage of ‘rebounders’ did not differ between the placebo and zolpidem
groups and did not increase across 12 months. No clinically significant withdrawal symptoms on
the Tyrer were observed on the discontinuation nights over the 12 months of nightly use. Chronic
nightly hypnotic use at therapeutic doses by primary insomniacs does not lead to rebound
insomnia or withdrawal symptoms.
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Introduction
Rebound insomnia is defined as worsened sleep relative to baseline when discontinuing a
hypnotic (Kales and Scharf, 1978). It was first reported in discontinuing the benzodiazepine
hypnotic triazolam and was found to last for one or two nights after abrupt discontinuation

© The Author(s) 2012

Corresponding author: Timothy Roehrs, Sleep Disorders and Research Center, Henry Ford Hospital, 2799 W. Grand Blvd, Detroit,
Michigan 48202, USA troehrs1@hfhs.org.

Conflict of interest
T Roehrs: consultant – Sanofi, Evotec; grantee – Takeda. S Randall, E Harris, and R Maan: none. T Roth: consultant – Actelion,
Addrenex, Cephalon, Eisai, Intec, Merck, Pfizer, Sanofi, Sepracor, Shire, Somaxon, TransOral; speaker – Cephalon, Sanofi; grantee –
Merck. This was not an industry supported study.

NIH Public Access
Author Manuscript
J Psychopharmacol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2013 July 15.

Published in final edited form as:
J Psychopharmacol. 2012 August ; 26(8): 1088–1095. doi:10.1177/0269881111424455.

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript



(Kales and Scharf, 1978). Rebound insomnia is more likely at higher doses; it was seen with
a 0.50 mg dose of triazolam, but not a 0.25 mg dose (Roehrs et al., 1986, 1990). The 0.50
mg dose (e.g. a high dose above the therapeutic dose) provided no greater hypnotic efficacy
than the 0.25 mg dose, but did show rebound insomnia. It has been reported with most short-
and intermediate-acting hypnotic benzodiazepines using nocturnal polysomnographic
(NPSG) or self-report measures of sleep, but not with long-acting drugs due to the gradual
decline in plasma concentration inherent in their pharmacokinetics (Kales et al., 1986;
Roehrs et al., 1990).

The literature on rebound insomnia after discontinuation of clinical doses of non-
benzodiazepine (i.e. zolpidem, zopiclone, zaleplon, eszopiclone), benzodiazepine receptor
agonist hypnotics (BzRAs) is mixed. Rebound in NPSG-defined sleep was found on the first
night of discontinuation following one month of nightly 0.5 mg triazolam, but not 10 mg
zolpidem (Ware et al., 1997). However, it should be noted that these are not equipotent
doses and rebound insomnia, as noted above is dose dependent. The 10 mg zolpidem dose is
equipotent to 0.25 mg triazolam and 20 mg zolpidem to 0.50 mg triazolam (Roehrs et al.,
1994). A three-week NPSG study found a one-night worsening of latency to persistent sleep
(LPS), wake after sleep onset (WASO) and total sleep time (TST) after discontinuing a 12.5
mg modified release formulation of zolpidem versus placebo (Roth et al., 2006). In another
study TST and sleep efficiency (SE) were worsened on the first night after discontinuing one
month of triazolam 0.25 mg, but not 7.5 mg zopiclone or 10 mg zolpidem (Voderholzer et
al., 2002).

Studies have reported that rebound insomnia, when shown, is not present in all insomniacs.
One night of worsened, self-reported sleep was found in 20% of patients after two weeks of
zolpidem 10 mg, but not gaboxadol 5, 10, or 15 mg (Hajak et al., 2009). Self-ratings on
visual analogue scales of sleep latency, nocturnal awakenings and total sleep time were done
during a no-pill discontinuation after a 28-night treatment of 0.25 mg triazolam, 7.5 mg
zopiclone, 1.0 mg flunitrazepam or placebo (Hajak et al., 1998). Rebound insomnia, defined
as worsened ratings relative to pre-treatment in at least one of the three parameters, appeared
in 22% of patients overall. The overall rate was higher in the placebo group than any of the
active treatment groups and those patients who did not respond to treatment had higher
rebound rates than responders. The observation of rebound insomnia following a no-pill
discontinuation in placebo-treated patients replicates an earlier one-week NPSG study that
found rebound after a no-pill discontinuation in the placebo group (Roehrs et al., 1992).

The relation of rebound insomnia to a withdrawal syndrome is unclear. Rebound insomnia is
the exacerbation of a patient’s original symptom, while a withdrawal syndrome is the
expression of a new symptom complex. In short-term studies in which rebound was induced,
no new symptoms, beyond sleep disturbance, were observed (Roehrs et al., 1990). However,
animal studies have demonstrated physical dependence with benzodiazepines and in patients
chronic use of therapeutic doses of anxiolytics is associated with reports of withdrawal signs
and symptoms when discontinued (Griffiths and Johnson, 2005). All of the previous
rebound insomnia studies of hypnotics have been short-term studies. Whether rebound
insomnia will develop with chronic use of clinical doses of a hypnotic and whether it will
develop into a complete withdrawal syndrome after discontinuation of the chronic use is
unknown. The present study was designed to address these issues.

This prospective, double-blind, study of primary insomniacs assessed the likelihood of
rebound insomnia during 12 months of nightly use of zolpidem versus placebo. The
presence of rebound insomnia was assessed in months 1, 4, and 12 of this double-blind,
placebo-controlled trial by substituting placebo in the zolpidem group for seven nights and
collecting NPSGs on the first two and seventh nights. The presence of withdrawal symptoms
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on the first two placebo substitution nights was assessed with the Tyrer Benzodiazepine
Withdrawal Symptom Questionnaire (Tyrer et al., 1990).

Method
Participants

People between 21 and 70 years old with difficulty falling asleep and/or staying asleep were
recruited through newspaper advertisements. The study was completed by 33 individuals, 15
men and 18 women, aged 32–64 years, meeting the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of
Mental Disorders, Fourth Edition, Text Revision (DSM IV-TR) criteria for primary
insomnia (see Table 1 for participant demographics). After signing the consent and receiving
at least one night of medication 25 discontinued the study, 15 from the placebo group and 10
from the zolpidem group (see Table 2). The majority of participant loss occurred in months
1–4. The major reasons for discontinuation were non-compliance and scheduling conflicts.
All were in good physical and psychiatric health based on medical, psychiatric, drug use
history and physical examination, as well as, screening blood and urine laboratory analyses
(see below). The Institutional Review Board of the Henry Ford Health System approved the
study protocol. All provided informed consent and were paid for participation.

Experimental design
This was a mixed design, double-blind, placebo-controlled, study with a between group
comparison of primary insomniacs randomly assigned to use zolpidem 10 mg (5 mg for
those >60 years) or placebo nightly for 12 months. During the study, participants returned to
the laboratory for a one week placebo discontinuation in months 1, 4, and 12, which
constituted the within subjects variable. NPSGs were collected and the Tyrer Bezodiazepine
Withdrawal Symptom Questionnaire completed on the first two nights.

Procedures
General health and psychiatric screening—Respondents to advertisements for
persons ‘with difficulty falling asleep and/or staying asleep’ were interviewed by telephone
regarding their insomnia, general health, past and current psychiatric, alcohol, and drug
abuse histories. Those passing the telephone screen were scheduled for a clinic visit during
which they gave informed consent, provided a medical and drug-taking history, including
prescribed medications, legal and/or illegal recreational drugs, underwent a physical
examination, and provided blood and urine samples. Those with any acute or unstable illness
including conditions making it unsafe for the person to participate, conditions with a
potential to impact sleep (i.e. acute pain, respiratory disorders), and conditions which could
interact with the pharmacokinetics or pharmacodynamics (e.g. moderate to severe liver
disease, heavy smoking) of zolpidem were excluded, as were those with chronic illnesses
including renal failure, liver disease, seizures, and dementing illnesses. Participants with
current psychiatric disorders, anxiety, depression, and schizophrenia, as identified by the
Structured Clinical Interview for DSM-IV-TR (SCID) were also excluded.

The blood and urine panel also included testing for drugs including opiates,
benzodiazepines, and stimulants. Participants with a history of substance (drug or alcohol)
use disorders or current use of central nervous system acting medications at screening were
excluded. Participants reporting any use of illegal drugs within the past 2 years also were
excluded. Participants who reported consuming >14 standard (1oz) alcoholic drinks per
week, caffeine consumption >300 mg/day, and smoking during the night (11pm–7am) were
excluded (see Table 1 for drug use histories).
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Sleep disorders screen—Each participant underwent a sleep-wake history, sleep
disorders evaluation, and NPSG. Each qualified for a DSM-IVR diagnosis of primary
insomnia. As part of the sleep-wake history, participants completed a two-week sleep diary,
which was used to determine their habitual bedtime and the screening NPSG bedtime. For
the screening NPSG bedtime, the midpoint of their bedtime reported on the two-week sleep
diary was determined and 4 hours were added to each side of the diary-reported bedtime
midpoint to create an 8 hour bedtime, which would not disrupt circadian rhythms.

After the screening physical and laboratory tests, the participants underwent the screening 8-
hour NPSG. In addition to the clinical DSM-IVR primary insomnia diagnosis, all
participants were also required to show sleep efficiencies of ≤85% (total sleep time/time in
bed) and no other primary sleep disorders on a single night of NPSG. The additional NPSG
sleep efficiency criterion was used because in our previous short-term study insomniacs with
objective sleep disturbance were those at greatest risk for hypnotic self-administration
(Roehrs et al., 1992). Participants with respiratory disturbances (apnea hypopnea index
[AHI] >10) or leg movements (periodic limb movement arousal index [PLMAI] >5) were
excluded from the study.

The standard Rechtschaffen and Kales (1968) methods for recording of sleep were used. The
NPSGs obtained included standard central (C3–A2) and occipital (Oz–A2)
electroencephalograms (EEGs), bilateral horizontal electrooculograms (EOG), submental
electromyogram (EMG), and electrocardiogram (ECG) recorded with a V5 lead. In addition,
on the screening night airflow was monitored with oral and nasal thermistors and leg
movements were monitored with electrodes placed over the left tibialis muscles; respiration
and tibialis EMG recordings were scored for apnea and leg movement events and event
frequencies were tabulated (Coleman 1982; Bornstein 1982). Those with ≥10 sleep
disordered breathing events or ≥10 periodic leg movements with EEG arousals per hour of
sleep were excluded. After screening, subsequent NPSGs excluded airflow and leg
monitoring. All NPSGs were scored in 30-sec epochs according to the standards of
Rechtschaffen and Kales (1968). Scorers maintained 90% inter-rater reliability.

Medication preparation—Zolpidem 10 mg, or 5 mg for participants >60 years old, and
placebo was prepared by the HFHS Research Pharmacy in size No. 1 capsules with lactose
added. Participants were instructed to take their designated medication nightly 30 min before
bedtime. Capsules were dispensed at monthly clinic visits.

Weekly telephone monitoring—Using an automated voice interactive telephone system
participants were instructed to call an 800 telephone number each week on a set day. Failure
to call on the set day was followed with a staff-initiated call. These weekly calls were a 10
item questionnaire regarding the participant’s sleep the past week, which included a question
about the number of capsules taken the past week. These reports were confirmed with
capsule counts taken at the monthly clinic visits.

Rebound insomnia assessments—For the rebound insomnia assessments of months
1, 4, and 12 each participant spent 2 consecutive nights in the sleep laboratory, the next 4
nights at home and a final night in the laboratory (a total of 7 nights). Participants in the
active drug group received placebo and those in the placebo group remained on placebo.
Eight-hour NPSGs were collected on the three laboratory nights. The primary dependent
measure for assessment of rebound insomnia was sleep efficiency (SE: sleep time/time in
bed) and the secondary measures were latency to persistent sleep (LPS: 10 min of
continuous sleep), and wake after sleep onset (WASO: min of wake after LPS).
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Withdrawal syndrome assessments—On the placebo substitution nights of months 1,
4, and 12 the Tyrer Bezodiazepine Withdrawal Symptom Questionnaire, a 20 symptom
rating scale was administered each morning after arising (Tyrer et al., 1990). Each symptom
was rated on a scale of: 0, no; 1, yes moderate; or 2, yes severe. A total score ≥20 is
considered clinically significant (Tyrer et al., 1990).

Statistical analyses—The self-reports of the number of capsules taken while at home
(only one per night) were compiled for each month and expressed as a percentage of the
number of nights per month. These compliance data were compared between groups with a
chi square. For each of the month 1, 4, and 12 rebound assessments the three primary and
secondary sleep outcome variables were used. We powered this study based on our earlier
studies assessing rebound as a function of dose (Roehrs et al., 1986) and of the duration of
administration (Merlotti et al., 1991) in which sample sizes were n = 12 on active drug.
Those studies showed rebound with powers of .93 and greater. The present study was
powered to detect an increase in wake time of 10 min and greater with a power of .80 in
sample sizes of n = 15 per group. Mixed design multivariate analysis of variance
(MANOVAs) were used to compare groups with nights 1, 2, and 7 and months 1, 4, and 12
as two repeated within group variables. The total Tyrer scores were analyzed with similar
mixed design MANOVAs.

Results
The demographics, insomnia history, and drug use history of the study groups are presented
in Table 1. The groups did not differ in age and sex and in self-reported or NPSG-defined
sleep times. Their self-reported sleep times were consistent with their laboratory screening
NPSG-defined sleep times. They reported, and showed on NPSG, both sleep onset and
maintenance problems. While the zolpidem group reported an earlier age of onset and longer
duration of insomnia symptoms, because of the variability in each group, the groups did not
differ statistically. The groups had similar alcohol and drug use histories.

Table 3 presents the monthly medication compliance data for the groups. On weekly
telephone interviews, done during the non-laboratory weeks, participants reported taking
between 73% and 89% of the single nightly capsules each month while at home. The
percentages of capsules taken did not vary systematically over the 12 study months and the
groups did not differ in the average percentage of capsules used over the 12 months
(placebo: 81 ± 0.04% vs zolpidem: 84 ± 0.03%).

The three outcome variables for assessment of rebound insomnia on the three
discontinuation nights in months 1, 4, and 12 for the placebo and zolpidem groups are
presented in Table 4. As seen in Table 4, mean total sleep time on all discontinuation nights
in both groups was never less than that of the screening total sleep time. Similarly, latency to
persistent sleep did not increase above that of the screen night and wake after sleep onset did
not increase above that of the screening night. As is also seen, these three measures did not
worsen from month 1 to month 12.

Interestingly, there was a significant improvement in total sleep time, latency to persistent
sleep, and wake after sleep onset on the seventh discontinuation night in the zolpidem group
compared with the placebo group (see Table 4). The improvement on each measure
appeared as a trend (a triple interaction: p <0.07) on the omnibus three factor MANOVAs
(group, months, and nights). Separate two factor MANOVAs (groups and nights) for the
data of months 1, 4, and 12 revealed a significant improvement on night 7 for each measure
in month 12 only (nights by group interaction: p <0.01). Sleep time was increased, and
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latency to persistent sleep and wake after sleep onset were both reduced on month 12, night
7 in the zolpidem group relative to the placebo group.

Table 5 presents the three outcome variables on the screen and discontinuation nights in
months 1 and 4 for the participants that withdrew from the study. Nineteen participants
remained in the study through the month 1 assessment and of these, 5 continued through the
month 4 assessment. There was no differential participant withdrawal from the placebo
versus zolpidem groups. As for the study completers, there was no worsening of any of the
outcome variables relative to the screening night in the withdrawn participants.

Each subject’s change in sleep efficiency (total sleep time/time in bed) relative to their
screening sleep efficiency was calculated for the first discontinuation night of months 1, 4,
and 12 (month ‘x’ minus screening). In Figure 1, the mean sleep efficiency and change in
sleep efficiency is presented for the placebo (Panel A) and the zolpidem (Panel B) groups. A
negative change score would reflect rebound insomnia. Change scores in month 1 did not
differ between placebo and zolpidem groups (+7.1% vs +2.5%), month 4 (+6.4% vs +5.4%),
and month 12 (+5.6% vs +0.6%) (overall p = 0.492).

Some subjects in each group did show rebound insomnia and Figure 2 presents the percent
of subjects who slept more poorly (night ‘x’ month ‘x’ total sleep time > screening total
sleep time) on the discontinuation night than the screening night. The groups did not differ
in the percent of subjects showing rebound insomnia at any time point (month 1: 31% vs
33%; month 4: 25% vs 31%; month 12: 31% vs 40%) (overall p = 0.85). The percentages
did not vary significantly from month 1 to 12.

The total Tyrer scores on nights 1 and 2 of month 1, 4, and 12 for the placebo and zolpidem
groups are presented in Table 6. At none of the time points did the mean score approach the
clinically significant score of ≥20, no single subject had a total score >10 on any one of the
nights, and 96% of the scores for a given participant on a given night were <5. Overall the
scores did not differ between the zolpidem and placebo groups or between night 1 and night
2 (NS: main effects of groups and nights). There was a main effect of months (F = 9.73, p
<0.001) with the month 12 score across both treatment groups being greater than month 4
and month 4 greater than month 1. There also was a significant month by group interaction
(F = 5.45, p <0.005) with the zolpidem group score being greater than that of the placebo
group in month 4, but not month 1 or month 12. Separate analyses comparing groups on
each of the 20 symptoms during month 4 showed significantly higher ratings of ‘sore eyes’
on night 1 and ‘sensitivity to light’ on night 2 in the zolpidem group compared with the
placebo group. There were no other group differences on any of the remaining 19 symptoms
on night 1 or 2.

Discussion
To our knowledge this is the first NPSG study to have assessed rebound insomnia repeatedly
in the same participants and over 12 months of nightly use of a BzRA hypnotic. No rebound
insomnia was observed on either of the discontinuation nights and the likelihood of rebound
insomnia did not increase relative to placebo over the 12 months of nightly zolpidem use.
Some individual insomniacs did show rebound insomnia on the discontinuation nights,
approximately 30–40% of participants. But the percentage of ‘rebounders’ did not differ
between the placebo and zolpidem groups and did not increase systematically across the 12
months. The results of this study also showed that no clinically significant withdrawal
symptoms were observed on the discontinuation nights over the 12 months of nightly use.

The results of this study confirm the short-term studies that have failed to find rebound
insomnia with a 10 mg dose of zolpidem (Ware et al., 1997; Voderholzer et al., 2002). The
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one study that reported rebound insomnia with zolpidem utilized an extended release
preparation which is a total 12.5 mg dose (Roth et al., 2006). This again supports the finding
that dose is critical to the risk of rebound insomnia. Our earlier studies with triazolam found
rebound at a 0.50 mg dose, but not the 0.25 mg dose (Roehrs et al., 1992). It may be that a
10 mg dose of zolpidem is the threshold dose beyond which rebound insomnia is more likely
to occur.

These rebound insomnia results extend those of a previous short-term study regarding the
impact of duration of use (Merlotti et al., 1991). Rebound insomnia severity as function of
duration of administration was assessed by administering the 0.50 mg dose of triazolam for
1, 6, or 12 consecutive nights. Sleep efficiency was reduced on the first discontinuation
night after triazolam compared with placebo, but the severity of the rebound did not differ
after 1, 6 or 12 consecutive nights of administration. Here we report that the likelihood of
rebound with a clinical dose of zolpidem (10 mg) does not increase relative to placebo
across 1, 4, and 12 months of nightly hypnotic use.

Some participants did show poorer sleep than baseline during the two discontinuation nights
of months 1, 4, and 12. This suggests that there may be some individual differences in the
expression of rebound insomnia. The present study with its three separate discontinuations
for each participant (i.e. month 1, 4, and 12) will allow us to assess the repeatability of
rebound within an individual and to look for possible predictors of the likelihood of
experiencing rebound insomnia. Such analyses are being conducted currently for a future
report.

One limitation of the present study is that it did not include a positive control which many of
the short-term studies included, typically triazolam 0.50 mg. Given the chronic nature of this
study we considered it unethical to administer, for 12 months, a treatment known in short-
term studies to produce adverse effects. The sensitivity of this experiment to detect changes
in NPSG sleep, and potentially worsened sleep, can be evaluated through the efficacy
assessments done in this study during month 1 and month 8. We reported that zolpidem
relative to placebo significantly increased total sleep time by 48 min in month 1 and 42 min
in month 8 (Randall et al., 2010). Moreover, this study showed significantly improved sleep
on discontinuation night 7 in month 12 in the zolpidem group relative to the placebo group.

The Tyrer Withdrawal Symptom ratings clearly indicate that a clinically significant
withdrawal is not associated with 12 months of nightly use of zolpidem. The mean total
Tyrer scores never exceeded a mean of 3 on any of the 6 discontinuation nights (i.e. 2 each
in month 1, 4, and 12) and scores of greater than 20 are considered to be clinically
significant. Importantly, there was no zolpidem group specific systematic increase in scores
across the 12 months. Interestingly, there was a main effect of months indicating that there
was an overall increase in Tyrer ratings over the 12 months. The scores averaged across
groups were: month 1: 1.4, month 4: 1.7, and month 12: 2.1, increases of 0.3 and 0.4 from
months 1 to 4 and 4 to 12. The reason(s) for this non-specific increase across months is not
clear. This is especially perplexing as the placebo subjects simply kept taking placebo
during the ‘discontinuation’ week.

While overall there were no drug group differences in the expression of withdrawal
symptoms, a drug group difference was seen on the two discontinuation nights of month 4.
The higher Tyrer scores of the zolpidem group in month 4 can be attributed to higher ratings
of symptoms reflecting increased light sensitivity. Spontaneous written participant
comments suggest this may have been an artifact of laboratory awakening procedures with
the abrupt illumination of bright overhead room lights at the time of arising. Month 4 nights
1 and 2 were the first return to the laboratory for participants after 3 months of sleeping at
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home and for the zolpidem group, as opposed to the placebo group, continuous sleep
throughout their 8-hour bedtimes at home. This may have made them more sensitive to an
abrupt bright light awakening on the first nights back in the laboratory. Clearly, this finding
needs replication and further clarification.

These findings of an absence of clinically significant withdrawal suggest that 12 months of
BzRA hypnotic use by primary insomniacs at a clinical dose is not sufficient for
development of dependence and withdrawal. In an analysis of patients from general practice
and outpatient psychiatric clinics the duration of BzRA use in patients showing dependence
ranged from 18 to 90 months with the mean duration 30 months (Kan et al., 2004). Thus, the
12 months of this study may not have approached the threshold for dependence
development. Another important variable for dependence liability, dose, was carefully
monitored in this study with weekly telephone reporting of nightly use and also monthly
dispensing of medication. In an analysis of case reports of zolpidem dependence, dose was
an important factor with the daily dose range being 40 mg to 1120 mg (i.e. four times and
greater than the clinical dose) (Victorri-Vigneau et al., 2007).

Another important factor in evaluating physical dependence liability of BzRAs is likely to
be duration of receptor occupancy. The reports of withdrawal associated with BzRA use
typically are for anxiolytics, which are long-acting and thereby BzRA receptors are occupied
for the full 24 hours. Most hypnotics, and specifically zolpidem, are short-acting and thus
receptors are occupied for approximately a third of the 24 hour day. Thus, longer durations
of nightly hypnotic use may be required to produce physical dependence on a hypnotic as
compared with an anxiolytic.

It also has been suggested that the repeated daily receptor occupation followed by non-
occupation (i.e. 8 hours on, 16 hours off) may operate as a kindling process to sensitize
receptors and thus induce a withdrawal (Allison and Pratt, 2004). However, if kindling is the
critical process, the present data would suggest one year of nightly kindling is not sufficient
to induce rebound insomnia and withdrawal symptoms. This explanation seems less feasible,
given the short kindling exposure typically used in animal studies.

It must be recognized that the participants of this study were carefully screened.

Any history of drug or alcohol abuse was an exclusion criterion in this study. Other medical,
psychiatric, and primary sleep disorders were ruled out as well. The probable difference
between the results of this study and reports of BzRA dependence in the general population
is the patient population being treated and not the medication. The clinician may consider
the patients of this study to be highly non-representative of their insomnia patients.
However, these data do set the best case limits and inform the clinician of the conditions
under which chronic hypnotic use is relatively safe.
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Figure 1.
Sleep efficiency (total sleep time/time in bed) at baseline and on the first discontinuation
night in months 1, 4, and 12 for the placebo and zolpidem groups. Values are the difference
scores versus screening (month ′x′ minus screening). A negative score would reflect
rebound insomnia.
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Figure 2.
Percentage of participants whose sleep efficiency (total sleep time/time in bed) was worse
than screening on the first discontinuation night of month 1, 4, and 12.
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Table 1

Demographics and drug use history of study groups.

Placebo Zolpidem

N 17 16

Average age (range) 52 (34–70) 51.5 (23–68)

Gender Males: 8 Males: 7

Females: 9 Females: 9

Insomnia measures

Reported sleep time (hrs) 5.76±0.26 5.56±0.34

±SD 6.0 5.75

NPSG sleep time (hrs) mean ±SD; 5.82±0.19 6.03±0.17

median 5.90 6.14

LPS NPSG (min)±SD 45.25±10.45 38.44±7.92

(median; range) (32.5; 6–169) (27; 6.5–114.5)

WASO NPSG (min) ±SD 106.66±10.80 98.18±8.37

(range) (111; 38.5–185.5) (96.5; 37.5–171)

Age of insomnia onset 40.67 35.77

(median; range) (41; 20–60) (35; 12–55)

Duration of insomnia (yrs) 11.47 18.66

(median; range) (8; 1–31) (11.5; 3–43)

Self-reported alcohol and drug consumption

Alcohol beverages (No. drinks/week: No. self-reporting) 0–1: 11 0–1: 9

2–6: 3 2–6: 5

7–14: 2 7–14: 1

16: 1 16: 1

Caffeinated products (No. drinks/week:
No. self-reporting)

0–1: 2 0–1: 5

2–6: 4 2–6: 5

7–14: 6 7–14: 1

15 or more: 5 15 or more: 5

Previous illicit drug history No drug history: 12 No drug history: 13

Marijuana use Marijuana use

≥2 yrs ago: 2 ≥2yrs ago: 0

Marijuana use Marijuana use

≥20 yrs ago: 3 ≥20 yrs ago: 3

Current nicotine usage Nonsmokers: 15 Nonsmokers: 15

≤15 cigarettes/day: 2 ≤10 cigarettes/day: 1

J Psychopharmacol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2013 July 15.



N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

Roehrs et al. Page 13

Ta
bl

e 
2

Pa
rt

ic
ip

an
ts

 d
is

co
nt

in
ui

ng
 a

ft
er

 c
on

se
nt

 a
nd

 o
ne

 n
ig

ht
 o

f 
m

ed
ic

at
io

n.

P
la

ce
bo

Z
ol

pi
de

m

N
um

be
r

M
on

th
 o

f 
w

it
hd

ra
w

al
R

ea
so

n
N

um
be

r
M

on
th

 o
f 

w
it

hd
ra

w
al

R
ea

so
n

3
M

on
th

 1
 (

N
ig

ht
 2

)
D

is
lik

e 
el

ec
tr

od
es

, s
ki

n 
ir

ri
ta

tio
n

2
M

on
th

 1
 (

N
ig

ht
 2

)
C

af
fe

in
e 

w
ith

dr
aw

al
 s

ym
pt

om
s

L
if

e 
ev

en
ts

M
on

th
 1

A
nx

ie
ty

 s
ym

pt
om

s/
se

ns
e 

of
dr

ea
d

N
on

co
m

pl
ia

nt

5
M

on
th

 1
 (

N
ig

ht
s 

8–
9)

N
on

co
m

pl
ia

nt
 (

3)

Sc
he

du
lin

g 
co

nf
lic

ts
2

M
on

th
 2

Sc
he

du
lin

g 
co

nf
lic

ts
 (

2)

L
if

e 
ev

en
ts

4
M

on
th

 2
H

ea
rt

 a
tta

ck
2

M
on

th
 3

Sc
he

du
lin

g 
co

nf
lic

ts

N
o 

lo
ng

er
 in

te
re

st
ed

1
M

on
th

 4
Sc

he
du

lin
g 

co
nf

lic
ts

N
on

co
m

pl
ia

nt
 (

2)

1
M

on
th

 3
N

on
co

m
pl

ia
nt

1
M

on
th

 5
Sc

he
du

lin
g 

co
nf

lic
ts

2
M

on
th

 4
Sc

he
du

lin
g 

co
nf

lic
ts

 (
2)

2
M

on
th

 6
Sc

he
du

lin
g 

co
nf

lic
ts

Jo
b 

m
ov

ed
 o

ut
 o

f 
st

at
e

L
if

e 
ev

en
ts

: p
er

so
na

l a
nd

/o
r 

fa
m

ily
 p

ro
bl

em
s;

 S
ch

ed
ul

in
g 

co
nf

lic
ts

: i
na

bi
lit

y 
to

 c
oo

rd
in

at
e 

re
se

ar
ch

 s
tu

dy
 in

to
 w

or
k,

 f
am

ily
, s

ch
oo

l, 
an

d/
or

 s
oc

ia
l l

if
e.

J Psychopharmacol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2013 July 15.



N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

Roehrs et al. Page 14

Ta
bl

e 
3

T
re

at
m

en
t c

om
pl

ia
nc

e 
of

 s
tu

dy
 g

ro
up

s 
by

 m
on

th
s.

1
2

3
4

5
6

7
8

9
10

11
12

Pl
ac

eb
o

76
85

82
78

85
73

79
81

82
82

87
85

Z
ol

pi
de

m
81

83
88

85
82

77
87

80
84

89
82

83

T
ot

al
79

84
85

82
83

75
84

80
84

86
84

84

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge
 o

f 
ni

gh
ts

 th
e 

st
ud

y 
m

ed
ic

at
io

n 
w

as
 ta

ke
n 

w
hi

le
 s

le
ep

in
g 

at
 h

om
e 

as
 c

om
pi

le
d 

by
 m

on
th

 f
ro

m
 th

e 
w

ee
kl

y 
ph

on
e 

in
te

rv
ie

w
s

J Psychopharmacol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2013 July 15.



N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

Roehrs et al. Page 15

Ta
bl

e 
4

Sl
ee

p 
m

ea
su

re
s 

on
 s

cr
ee

ni
ng

 a
nd

 th
e 

th
re

e 
di

sc
on

tin
ua

tio
n 

ni
gh

ts
 o

fm
on

th
s 

1,
 4

, a
nd

 1
2.

P
la

ce
bo

Z
ol

pi
de

m

Sc
rn

D
is

co
n1

D
is

co
n2

D
is

co
n3

Sc
rn

D
is

co
n1

D
is

co
n2

D
is

co
n3

M
on

th
 1

T
ST

35
0.

80
(4

4.
87

)
38

5.
1

(4
7.

17
)

36
1.

3
(8

3.
48

)
38

3.
5

(6
6.

20
)

35
8.

2
(5

0.
47

)
38

0.
0

(6
6.

29
)

40
8.

0
(3

8.
75

)
39

6.
0

(5
3.

81
)

L
PS

42
.6

5
(3

8.
85

)
19

.0
3

(1
9.

37
)

26
.8

0
(3

0.
63

)
30

.3
8

(3
1.

22
)

45
.1

8
(3

7.
95

)
25

.5
3

(2
4.

58
)

21
.9

4
(1

2.
89

)
15

.2
5

(1
5.

18
)

W
A

SO
10

4.
9

(4
5.

77
)

81
.6

5
(4

4.
27

)
82

.6
0

(4
2.

34
)

80
.4

1
(5

1.
70

)
10

0.
9

(4
0.

88
)

80
.6

8
(5

5.
56

)
58

.0
0

(3
5.

57
)

74
.4

7
(5

5.
17

)

M
on

th
 4

T
ST

35
0.

8
(4

4.
87

)
35

9.
37

(7
5.

98
)

35
5.

6
(8

0.
45

)
38

2.
03

(4
7.

18
)

35
8.

2
(5

0.
47

)
38

4.
6

(5
8.

55
)

40
7.

9
(4

39
.7

9)
39

5.
91

(7
6.

05
)

L
PS

42
.6

5
(3

8.
85

)
31

.5
3

(2
9.

97
)

34
.6

0
(4

3.
07

)
47

.8
1

(1
04

.8
9)

45
.1

8
(3

7.
95

)
29

.0
0

(2
2.

73
)

28
.2

2
(3

0.
23

)
39

.8
1

(6
1.

15
)

W
A

SO
10

4.
9

(4
5.

77
)

97
.5

3
(5

6.
17

)
10

6.
9

(7
9.

73
)

84
.4

4
(4

9.
49

)
10

0.
9

(4
0.

88
)

82
.2

2
(5

0.
90

)
49

.7
8

(2
4.

12
)

56
.6

6
(4

7.
58

)

M
on

th
 1

2

T
ST

35
0.

8
(4

4.
87

)
37

6.
1

(7
1.

16
)

37
4.

8
(5

4.
24

)
35

5
(9

0.
20

)
35

8.
2

(5
0.

47
)

37
3.

03
(6

7.
27

)
37

7.
5

(6
6.

45
)

41
4.

56
(4

2.
53

)

L
PS

42
.6

5
(3

8.
85

)
36

.8
5

(6
5.

79
)

25
.5

9
(2

6.
80

)
37

.0
3

(4
5.

92
)

45
.1

8
(3

7.
95

)
29

.5
9

(3
9.

02
)

26
.5

3
(3

1.
01

)
17

.3
4

(1
3.

18
)

W
A

SO
10

4.
9

(4
5.

77
)

81
.0

9
(5

1.
76

)
88

.6
8

(4
0.

30
)

10
0.

49
(7

3.
33

)
10

0.
9

(4
0.

88
)

94
.1

6
(5

9.
92

)
80

.1
8

(5
6.

74
)

54
.6

6
(3

6.
80

)

D
at

a 
m

ea
ns

 (
SD

) 
in

 m
in

ut
es

. F
or

 c
om

pa
ri

so
n 

pu
rp

os
es

 th
e 

sc
re

en
in

g 
da

ta
 s

ho
w

n 
fo

r 
m

on
th

 1
 a

re
 r

ep
ea

te
d 

at
 m

on
th

 4
 a

nd
 1

2.
 C

om
pa

ri
ng

 a
cr

os
s 

co
lu

m
ns

 w
ith

in
 a

 r
ow

, t
ot

al
 s

le
ep

 ti
m

es
 le

ss
 th

an
 s

cr
ee

ni
ng

an
d 

la
te

nc
y 

to
 p

er
si

st
en

t s
le

ep
 a

nd
 w

ak
e 

du
ri

ng
 s

le
ep

 ti
m

es
 g

re
at

er
 th

an
 s

cr
ee

ni
ng

 w
ou

ld
 r

ef
le

ct
 r

eb
ou

nd
 in

so
m

ni
a.

 D
is

co
n,

 d
is

co
nt

in
ua

tio
n 

ni
gh

t; 
L

PS
, l

at
en

cy
 to

 p
er

si
st

en
t s

le
ep

; S
cr

n,
 s

cr
ee

n 
ni

gh
t; 

T
ST

,
to

ta
l s

le
ep

 ti
m

e;
 W

A
SO

, w
ak

e 
af

te
r 

sl
ee

p 
on

se
t.

J Psychopharmacol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2013 July 15.



N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

Roehrs et al. Page 16

Ta
bl

e 
5

D
is

co
nt

in
ua

tio
n 

ni
gh

ts
 o

f 
w

ith
dr

aw
n 

pa
rt

ic
ip

an
ts

 a
t m

on
th

s 
1 

an
d 

4.

P
la

ce
bo

 (
N

=1
0)

Z
ol

pi
de

m
 (

N
=9

)

M
on

th
 1

Sc
rn

D
is

co
n1

*
D

is
co

n2
 (

N
=8

)
Sc

rn
D

is
co

n1
D

is
co

n2

T
ST

38
0.

05
(3

6.
04

)
38

4.
50

(8
4.

47
)

40
4.

38
(2

2.
64

)
40

4.
56

(6
0.

29
)

37
8.

56
(4

5.
62

)
40

7.
00

(3
5.

98
)

L
PS

26
.9

0
(2

8.
27

)
50

.4
4

(5
1.

37
)

51
.5

0
(7

7.
51

)
33

.2
8

(1
7.

89
)

27
.4

4
(3

1.
85

)
23

.0
56

(1
5.

94
)

W
A

SO
79

.9
5

(3
1.

22
)

63
.4

38
(6

3.
09

)
31

.5
0

(1
0.

55
)

88
.8

9
(5

1.
08

)
78

.6
7

(5
0.

65
59

.7
2

(3
3.

79
)

P
la

ce
bo

 (
N

=3
)

P
la

ce
bo

 (
N

=2
)

M
on

th
 4

Sc
rn

D
is

co
n1

D
is

co
n2

Sc
rn

D
is

co
n1

D
is

co
n2

T
ST

38
0.

05
(3

6.
04

)
34

1.
33

(9
5.

53
)

36
7.

00
(1

16
.3

2)
40

4.
56

(6
0.

29
)

39
7.

50
(2

.1
2)

42
1.

50
(3

.5
4)

L
PS

26
.9

0
(2

8.
27

)
17

.6
7

(1
4.

29
)

26
.1

7
(1

3.
38

)
33

.2
8

(1
7.

89
)

11
.2

5
(1

2.
37

)
4.

75
(3

.8
9)

W
A

SO
79

.9
5

(3
1.

22
)

12
5.

00
(1

02
.9

8)
97

.6
7

(1
11

.9
0)

88
.8

9
(5

1.
08

)
77

.0
0

(1
0.

61
)

56
.0

0
(4

.9
5)

D
at

a 
m

ea
ns

 (
SD

) 
in

 m
in

ut
es

. *
in

di
ca

te
s 

th
e 

w
ith

dr
aw

al
 o

f 
2 

pa
rt

ic
ip

an
ts

 p
ri

or
 to

 d
is

co
n2

, b
ot

h 
du

e 
to

 n
on

co
m

pl
ia

nc
e.

 D
is

co
n,

 d
is

co
nt

in
ua

tio
n 

ni
gh

t; 
L

PS
, l

at
en

cy
 to

 p
er

si
st

en
t s

le
ep

; S
cr

n,
 s

cr
ee

n 
ni

gh
t;

T
ST

, t
ot

al
 s

le
ep

 ti
m

e;
 W

A
SO

, w
ak

e 
af

te
r 

sl
ee

p 
on

se
t.

J Psychopharmacol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2013 July 15.



N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

Roehrs et al. Page 17

Table 6

Total Tyrer Withdrawal Scores on the two discontinuation nights of months 1, 4, and 12 for placebo and
zolpidem groups.

Discontinuation night Placebo Zolpidem

1 2 1 2

Month 1 1.15 (1.13) 1.10 (1.17) 1.75 (2.29) 1.40 (1.23)

Month 4 1.15 (1.42) 0.90 (1.07) 2.65 (2.94) 1.95 (2.26)

Month 12 2.55 (1.85) 1.25 (1.52) 2.30 (2.68) 2.10 (2.25)

Data are means (SD).
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