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Social stress is a prevalent etiological environmental factor that can affect health,

especially during adolescence. Either experiencing or witnessing a traumatic event during

adolescence can increase the risk of psychiatric disorders, such as PTSD. The present

study attempted to establish an improved social stress model to better distinguish

the effects of physical and emotional social stress on the behavior and physiology

of adolescent mice. In addition, we investigated how social support affected these

stress-induced changes in social behavior. On PND 28, male littermates were exposed

to either physical stress (PS) or emotional stress (ES), afterwards, half of them were

paired-housed and the others were singly housed. The PS exposed mice were directly

confronted with a violent aggressor using the social defeat stress (SDS) paradigm

for 15 min/trial (with the total of 10 trials randomly administered over a week), while

the ES exposed mice were placed in a neighboring compartment to witness the PS

procedure. Our results indicate that both stressors induced an effective stress response in

adolescent mice, but PS and ES had differential influence in the context of relevant social

anxiety/fear and social interaction with peers. Additionally, social support following stress

exposure exerted beneficial effects on the social anxiety/fear in ES exposed mice, but

not on PS exposed mice, suggesting that the type of stressor may affect the intervention

efficacy of social support. These findings provide extensive evidence that physical and

emotional stressors induce different effects. Moreover, ES exposed mice, rather than PS

exposed mice, seemed to benefit from social support. In summary, the study suggests

that this paradigm will be helpful in investigating the effects of psychological intervention

for the treatment of stress-related psychiatric disorders.
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INTRODUCTION

Adolescence, a transition period between childhood and
adulthood, is a critical period for the development of social
psychology and the brain (1, 2). During this period, an
individuals’ social relations experience a transition from family-
oriented to peer-, school-, and environment-directed relations,
showing strong interest in and sensitivity to social information,
such as social interaction, novelty seeking, etc. (3). Concomitant
with social behavioral manifestations in adolescence, the
structure and function of the social brain, which refers to
the network of brain regions underlying social emotion and
cognition, especially the prefrontal cortex and subcortical
pathways, undergo profound and rapid developmental changes
(4). These constitute the unique neurobehavioral characteristics
of adolescents, that also increase their vulnerability to a variety
of social stressors (5, 6). For instance, it has been indicated that
a variety of negative social experiences, including peer bullying,
abuse, etc., can act as substantial stressors in the adolescent group
(7, 8) and intimately relate to the onset of psychiatric disorders,
such as PTSD, depression, etc. (9–11).

It is not only experiencing traumatic events, but also
witnessing such events that can increase the risk of psychiatric
disorders, such as PTSD. Previous studies showed that
approximately 25–30% of individuals who witnessed a traumatic
event might develop PTSD and other forms of mental disorders,
including depression (12, 13). In animal studies, it has also
been observed that exposing mice to both physical stress
(e.g., foot shocks) and emotional stress (e.g., witnessing foot
shocks) induced conditional fear memory, a core symptom
of PTSD (14, 15). Although the foot-shock model is useful
for investigating the effects of PS and ES, it is a rather severe
stressor and is difficult to translate to the human context.
Peer bullying, on the other hand, is a common stressor in
children and adolescents, shown to be highly predictive of
subsequent psychopathology, such as PTSD (16–18). Such types
of socially stressful experiences in humans can be simulated
by the social defeat stress (SDS) model in rodents, typically
by the “resident-intruder” paradigm. It has been proven that
this model can effectively induce emotional and cognitive
alterations relevant to symptoms of a patient with stress-related
psychiatric disorders, such as PTSD and depression (19). The
protocol of SDS often includes two stages: first, the experimental
subjects (the “intruders”) are directly exposed to the aggressive
subjects (the “resident”) to induce PS for a short time (usually,
5–15min); afterwards, they are separated by a transparent,
perforated divider to maintain sensory contact for a period of
time (e.g., the remainder of the day, or 30min, etc.) (13, 19, 20;),
thereby inducing further emotional stress in the defeated animal.
However, the model can be adapted to include a pure ES group
composed of animals that witness the social defeat of others.
Warrant et al. observed that mice in both PS and ES groups
showed a smaller weight gain, decreased social interaction and
increased anxiety-like behaviors in the elevated-plus maze (EPM)
test after 7 days of stress exposure (20). Miao et al. also found
that pregnant mice exhibited decreased sucrose preference and
spent less time in the open arms of the EPM after witnessing

the defeat of their mates (21). However, as mentioned above,
the PS animals are in fact exposed to both PS (in the first stage
of SDS), and ES (in the second stage of SDS). Therefore, it is
difficult to distinguish between the separate effects of PS and
ES on behavior and physiology. Due to a common etiological
stressor, it is necessary to develop an improved PS and ES model
to further clarify the effects of the two types of stressors.

There is extensive evidence that social support is an
important factor affecting the consequences of stress. Substantive
social support is known to be a protective factor decreasing
or preventing the detrimental effects of stress, especially
under conditions of severe stress (22). In animal research,
isolation-housing after SDS induces prolonged behavioral and
physiological alterations, including reduced sucrose preference,
cognitive impairment, enhanced anxiety-like behavior in the
EPM test, social avoidance, enhanced locomotor activity in
the open field test and an increased heart rate, etc.(23–25).
Intriguingly, these effects were substantially reduced in animals
that were group-housed after SDS. These studies clearly indicate
that social relations and/or social support can play an important
role in reducing the effect of stress. However, not all studies
have reached this conclusion and some have even indicated that
social relationships might act as a new stressor, under certain
conditions (26, 27). Moreover, it remains to be explored whether
social support has a similar effect in PS- and ES-exposed animals.

As social stress is an important etiological factor in the
(mental) health of adolescents, the present study aimed to
establish an improved model on the basis of classical social defeat
stress, to better distinguish the effects of PS and ES on social
behavior. We also investigated the role of social support in these
effects.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Animals
Male offspring of C57BL/6J mice (Beijing Vital River Laboratory
Animal Technology Co., Ltd) obtained at weaning (postnatal
day, PND21) from our in-house breeding program (Center for
Experimental Animal Research, Institute of Psychology, Chinese
Academy of Sciences) were used as intruders. From PND21 to
PND28, male siblings were housed in groups of 2-4 mice per
cage, with free access to water and food. Male CD-1 mice (Beijing
Vital River Laboratory Animal Technology Co., Ltd) were used
as residents and housed singly until 3–4 months of age. All mice
were bred and housed under standard conditions [12:12 h light-
dark cycle with lights on at 07:00 a.m.; the room temperature was
20± 2◦C].

Experimental procedures were performed with the approval
of the Institutional Review Board of the Institute of Psychology,
Chinese Academy of Health Guide for the Care and Use of
Laboratory Animals.

Physical and Emotional Stress Procedures
The stress cage (L × W × H: 45 × 30 × 17.5 cm) was
divided into three equal chambers (L × W × H: 45 × 10 ×

11 cm) with transparent perforated Plexiglas boards (Figure 1A).
Appropriate selection of aggressive CD-1 male mice is critical
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FIGURE 1 | Schematic representation of the stress cage (A), and the physical and emotional stress process (B).

for the successful application of physical and emotional stress.
Therefore, CD-1 mice were selected as aggressors (residents)
based on the following standards: attack latency shorter than 10 s
and multiple or continuous violent attacks for three consecutive
days. Additionally, prior to the stress test, the resident CD-1 mice
were placed in the stress cage for at least 3 days to enhance their
territorial behavior.

On PND28, male litters were assigned to physical stress
(PS, n = 14) or emotional stress (ES, n = 14) groups. As the
social relationship (e.g., familiar or unfamiliar) is an important
factor of modulating the intensity of emotional stress (28, 29),
littermates were paired into PS and ES groups. PS mice were
directly placed in the stress cage, where they experienced physical
aggression by a CD-1 resident for 15min, similar to the “resident-
intruder” paradigm described previously (30, 31); meanwhile, the
ES littermates witnessed the social defeat process in the adjacent
chamber (Figure 1B). After each social defeat exposure, the PS
and ES mice were returned to their home cages; half of them
were housed in pairs, and the others were singly housed. PS mice
faced different residents each time and a total of 10 randomized
social defeats over 1 week were performed, to maintain the stress
effect (32). The stress submission was performed in the morning
or the afternoon of a given day, according to a randomized
defeat time and frequency and two defeats were administered
on three randomly selected days over 1 week, with one defeat
on the remaining 4 days. During the entire stress period, mice
in the control (CON) group were placed in the same cage
while the residents were C57BL/6J mice and were separated
by the dividers in the stress cages, to avoid direct physical
contact. No aggressive behavior occurred during these control
sessions.

Body weight was recorded before the social defeat and after the
last social defeat protocol. The behavioral tests were conducted
24 h after the last social defeat stress.

Behavioral Tests
Three-Chamber Social Approach Test

A modification of the sociability and social novelty preference
test was used to reflect the level of social interest and the
ability to recognize new social objects (33). The testing apparatus
was a three-chamber rectangular arena (L × W × H: 60
× 40 × 20 cm, made of white Plexiglas), that was divided
into three equal zones by two transparent Plexiglas partitions.
There was a channel that could be closed and opened (8
× 8 cm) at the bottom of the partition to allow the mouse
to move between chambers (Supplementary Figure 1). The
distance traveled and the time spent in each zone, were
automatically recorded by infrared video tracking and analysis
in the dark condition (EthoVision XT with Social Interaction
Module; Noldus Information Technology).

The test consisted of three stages. After each stage, the mouse
was returned to the home cage. There was a 5min interval
between each stage.

In the first stage, the shuttle channel was closed. The mouse
was placed in the middle chamber and allowed to explore for
10min. The distance traveled in the middle zone was recorded
to assess the locomotor activity. The second stage was the social
interaction test. Two unfamiliar C57BL/6J males that had no
prior contact with the subject mice were placed in the wire cage
(L ×W × H: 20× 10 × 10 cm) in the corner of each interaction
zone. The shuttle channels were opened, and the experimental
mouse was placed in the same starting position, in the middle
zone and allowed to explore freely for 10min. The third stage
was the new social object recognition test. To avoid the influence
of position preference, a new strange mice was placed in the
wire cage on one side where the experimental mouse spent the
least amount of time in the second stage. Afterwards, the mouse
was placed in the middle zone at the same starting position and
allowed to explore freely for 10min. The chambers of the testing
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apparatus were cleaned with 75% ethanol to prevent olfactory
interference with subsequent tests.

The time spent in each zone was recorded. The social
interaction (SI) was calculated as (time spent in the two
interaction zones)/(time in the middle zone). The new social
object recognition was calculated as (time spent in the new
object zone)/(total time spent in the interaction zone), which also
reflects the level of social working memory.

Social Avoidance

The next day after the three-chamber social approach tests,
social avoidance was tested as described previously (19, 30). In
brief, mice were placed in an arena (L × W × H: 40 × 40
× 20 cm) that contained an interaction zone (L × W: 20 ×

14 cm) at one end of the arena with a small, metallic mesh
cage (L × W × H: 8 × 8 × 8 cm) in the middle. The time
spent in the interaction zone was initially monitored for 150 s
in the absence of a CD-1 mouse, followed by another 150 s in
the presence of a CD-1 mouse in the small cage, which was
automatically recorded by an infrared behavior tracking and
analysis system (EthoVision XT with Social Interaction Module;
Noldus Information Technology). The social avoidance ratio was
calculated as (time in the interaction zone with CD-1)/(time in
the interaction zone without CD-1). After each test, the arena was
cleaned with 75% ethanol to prevent olfactory interference with
subsequent tests.

Statistical Analysis
Results are expressed as the mean ± SEM. The analysis was
performed using the GraphPad Prism6 software (USA). The
weight data and the behavioral data for locomotor activity, social
interaction ratio, working memory and social avoidance were
analyzed using a two-way ANOVA. Following significant results
from the analysis of variance, an LSD analysis was used as the post
hoc test. The significance level was defined as a p < 0.05.

RESULTS

Effects of Stress and Rearing Condition on
Body Weight Gain
As shown in Figure 2, the two-way ANOVA indicated significant
main effects of stress (F(2,37) = 16.45, p < 0.001) and housing
conditions (F(1,37) = 7.68, p < 0.05) as well as stress × housing
condition interaction (F(2,37) = 4.67, p < 0.05). The post hoc
analysis showed that both PS and ES significantly reduced the
bodyweight gain under the group housing condition compared
to the controls (p < 0.05) and the PS mice experienced the
least weight gain. However, isolation housing increased the body-
weight gain significantly in PS mice compared to the group
housing condition (p < 0.001).

Effects of Stress and Housing Conditions
on Locomotor Activity
As shown in Figure 3, there were marginally significant main
effects of housing conditions (F(1,37) = 3.86, p = 0.058), but
not of stress (F(2,37) = 1.08, p = 0.35) or of stress × housing
condition interaction (F(2,37) = 2.56, p = 0.091). The post hoc

FIGURE 2 | Effects of stress and housing conditions on the bodyweight gain.

The results are expressed as the mean ± S.E.M (n = 7 per group).

***p < 0.001, **p < 0.01, * p < 0.05 indicate the p-value for the differences

among CON, PS, and ES mice. ###p < 0.001 corresponds to the difference

between housing conditions in the PS group.

FIGURE 3 | Effects of stress and housing conditions on locomotor activity.

The results are expressed as the mean ± S.E.M (n = 7 per group), with

**p < 0.01 for the difference between housing conditions in the ES group.

analysis indicated that mice in the group housing condition
in the ES group exhibited significantly increased locomotor
activity compared to those in the ES isolation housing condition
(p < 0.01).

Effects of Stress and Housing Conditions
on Social Interaction
The social interaction performance is shown in Figure 4. There
were significant main effects of stress (time: F(2,37) = 40.78,
p < 0.001; ratio: F(2,37) = 43.64, p < 0.001) and housing
conditions (time: F(1,37) = 4.35, p < 0.05; ratio: F(1,37) = 5.58,
p < 0.05) but not of stress × housing conditions interaction
(time: F(2,37) = 0.51, p = 0.60; ratio: F(2,37) = 0.46, p = 0.63).
The post hoc analysis revealed that only mice that experienced
physical stress showed a significant reduction in social interaction
in both the group and isolation housing conditions (p < 0.05).
Although the interaction between the housing condition and
stress was not significant, the mice housed in isolation had a
more pronounced reduction of social interaction in the PS group
(p < 0.05).
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FIGURE 4 | Effects of stress and housing conditions on social interaction time (A) and ratio (B). The results are expressed as the mean ± S.E.M (n = 7 per group).

The social interaction time is calculated as a sum of the time spent in the two interaction zones. The social interaction ratio was defined as (time spent in the two

interaction zones)/(time in the middle zone) × 100%. ***p < 0.001, compared to controls; #p < 0.05 for the difference between housing conditions in the PS group.

FIGURE 5 | Effects of stress and housing conditions on new social object

recognition. The results are expressed as the mean ± S.E.M (n = 7 per group).

New social object recognition was calculated as (time spent in the new object

zone)/(total time spent in the interaction zone) × 100%.

Effects of Stress and Housing Conditions
on New Social Object Recognition
The result of new social object recognition is shown in
Figure 5. There were no main effects of stress (F(2,37) = 0.28,
p = 0.76) or housing conditions (F(1,37) = 0.06, p = 0.80),
nor of stress × housing condition interaction (F(2,37) = 0.47,
p= 0.63), indicating that neither stress nor the housing condition
influenced the new social object recognition in our experiment.

Effects of Stress and Housing Conditions
on Social Avoidance
As shown in Figure 6, there were significant main effects of
stress (time: F(2,35) =16.26, p < 0.001; ratio: F(2,35) =27.48,
p < 0.001) and stress × housing condition interaction on
the social avoidance ratio (F(2,35) =3.34, p < 0.05). However,
effects of the housing conditions (time: F(1,35)=0.05, p = 0.83;
ratio: F(1,35) = 0.14, p = 0.71) and stress × housing condition
interaction on social avoidance time (F(2,35) = 2.54, p = 0.091)
were not significant. The post hoc analysis revealed that both ES
and PS mice exhibited a lower social avoidance ratio (Figure 6B)

compared to the controls under isolation housing conditions
(p < 0.05). However, only PS mice showed significant social
avoidance under the group housing conditions (p < 0.05).

DISCUSSION

In the presents study, we aimed to develop an improved social
stress model to better distinguish the effects of PS and ES.
Reduced weight gain in mice exposed to PS or ES compared to
the control mice, suggested that both stressors indeed induced
a substantial stress response in adolescent mice. We also found
that PS and ES exerted differential effects on social behaviors.
Finally, we found that social support had different effects on the
stress induced changes in social behavior. These results suggest
that our paradigm is indeed an effective adolescent stress model
that mimics the complex effects of social environmental factors
on adolescent development.

Social avoidance primarily reflects a state of anxiety or fear
in the context of defeat and this behavioral phenotype bears
relevance for posttraumatic stress disorders, such as social phobia
(19, 34). Our present study demonstrated that both PS and ES
significantly increased social avoidance to previously stressful
context, compared to the corresponding controls under the
isolation housing condition; while only the PS, but not ES mice
showed a lower social avoidance ratio, compared to that of ES
mice under group housing conditions. As mentioned above,
mice exposed to a social defeat in previous studies suffered
compound physical and emotional social stress (19, 20). We
found that “pure” physical stress and emotional social defeat can
also induce contextual social avoidance, a behavioral phenotype
relevant to posttraumatic stress disorder through experiencing or
witnessing a traumatic event. Additionally, a more significantly
decreased social avoidance ratio was observed in PS-exposed
mice, indicating that physical stress had greater effects than those
of emotional stress.

In contrast to social avoidance, social interaction reflects
a more general social interest (35). We found that only PS
exposed mice showed lower social interaction behaviors with
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FIGURE 6 | Effects of stress and housing conditions on the social avoidance time (A) and ratio (B). The results are expressed as the mean ± S.E.M (n = 7 per group).

The social avoidance time is calculated as time in the interaction zone with CD-1. The social avoidance ratio is calculated as (time in the interaction zone with CD-1

mice)/(time in the interaction zone without CD-1 mice) × 100%. ***p < 0.001, **p < 0.01, *p < 0.05, the differences among CON, PS and ES mice. #p < 0.05, the

difference between housing conditions in the ES group.

peers, including lower interaction time and ratio with other
mice, suggesting that physical social stress induced a more
generalized impairment in their social behavior. Previous studies
reported that physical stress induced a more extensive and
robust influence on the social behavior of animals than that
of emotional stress (20, 36). However, in these studies, PS was
somehow conflated with ES exposure, while here we further
demonstrated that pure physical social stress could impair
social behavior, while only emotional social stress did not
cause a general decrease in social interest. Additionally, there
were no differences in the new social object recognition task
between groups, suggesting that impaired social interaction
could not be attributed to a reduced recognition ability. Mice
in different groups also exhibited similar locomotor activity,
further excluding the potential effects of less contact with peers
on the evaluation of social interest in the social interaction
test.

The protective effects of social support on trauma and related
psychiatric disorders have been extensively reported (20, 29, 37).
Partially consistent with previous studies, we also found that
some of the changes induced by adolescent PS and ES were
moderated by the housing conditions, isolation or group housing.
For example, in the social avoidance paradigm, PS induced
a lower time and ratio in the interaction area, with effects
being unaffected by the housing conditions, while the social
avoidance behaviors seen in ES mice were only observed in the
isolation housing conditions. Similarly, the PS induced reduction
in social interest was independent of the housing conditions.
In other words, the protective effect of social support seems to
be limited to the ES-exposed mice. Although the exact reasons
for this differential effect of social support are unclear, several
factors might be involved. First, only the PS group exhibited an
impairment of general social interest asmanifested by a decreased
social interaction time and ratio. Thus, we can speculate that
PS exposed mice may be less capable of effectively using social
support. To verify this possibility, the daily social behaviors of

group-housed PS exposed mice with cage mates, need to be
investigated further in the future. Moreover, the lack of social
contact is closely related to loneliness, a psychological stress
that can cause a variety of behavioral and physiological changes
(38, 39). Additionally, as our data showed, PS induced more
severe deficits than ES did and it can be speculated that social
support may not provide sufficient protection to the more severe
consequences of PS. In summary, this suggested that lower
availability of social support to physically stressed subjects may
contribute to weakened beneficial effects in a social environment.
Therefore, improving individual social support utilization is a
critical issue.

Our results showed that exposure to PS or ES reduced weight
gain in mice compared to the control mice, a result consistent
with previous studies (40, 41). Warren et al. also found that
both PS and ES reduced weight gain (20, 42, 43). Somewhat
surprisingly, in PS-exposed mice, isolation housing increased
body-weight gain compared to that observed in the group
housing conditions. It is currently unclear why this occurred. As
mentioned above, PS decreased social interactions with peers.
There may be a compensatory mechanism, whereby the mice
exposed to PS decreased play behavior with cage mates and
increased their food intake, due to an increased basal metabolic
response (43).

CONCLUSION

In the present study, we developed an improved social
defeat stress model that could help us further discriminate
between the different effects of physical and emotional stress.
We found this model to be an effective adolescent social
stress model, of inducing alterations in experience-relevant
social anxiety/fear and general social interaction. Importantly,
these alterations were differentially affected by social support
conditions after the stressful experience, depending on the
type of stressor. These findings provide important evidence
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regarding the response to physical and emotional stressors,
interacting with psychological interventions. We are confident
that the model will be beneficial for understanding stress-related
psychopathology.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

WW designed the research; ML and HX performed the research,
acquired and analyzed the data; ML, HX, and WW drafted,
revised, and wrote the paper.

FUNDING

This work was supported by the National Natural Science
Foundation of China (Grant No. 81471122 and 31470988),
the Chinese Academy of Sciences (Grant No. KJZD-EW-
L04), the Philosophy and Social Sciences Planning Foundation
of Tianjin (Grant No. TJJXQN17-003), the doctoral fund of
Tianjin Normal university (Grant No.043-135202WW1713), the
Department of Psychology and the Beijing Key Laboratory of
Behavior and Mental Health, the Chinese Academy of Sciences

(KJZD-EW-L04) and the CAS Key Laboratory of Mental Health,
Institute of Psychology.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported by the National Natural Science
Foundation of China (Grant No. 81471122 and 31470988),
the Chinese Academy of Sciences (Grant No. KJZD-EW-
L04), the Philosophy and Social Sciences Planning Foundation
of Tianjin (Grant No. TJJXQN17-003), the doctoral fund of
Tianjin Normal university (Grant No.043-135202WW1713),
and the CAS Key Laboratory of Mental Health, Institute of
Psychology.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found
online at: https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyt.
2018.00688/full#supplementary-material

Supplementary Figure 1 | Schematic representation of the box in the

three-chamber social approach test.

REFERENCES

1. Spear LP. The adolescent brain and age-related behavioral

manifestations. Neurosci Biobehav Rev. (2000) 24:417–63.

doi: 10.1016/S0149-7634(00)00014-2

2. Burnett S, Sebastian C, Cohen Kadosh K, Blakemore SJ. The social brain

in adolescence: evidence from functional magnetic resonance imaging

and behavioural studies. Neurosci Biobehav Rev. (2011) 35:1654–64.

doi: 10.1016/j.neubiorev.2010.10.011

3. McCormick C, Green M. From the stressed adolescent to the anxious

and depressed adult: investigations in rodent models. Neuroscience (2013)

249:242–57. doi: 10.1016/j.neuroscience.2012.08.063

4. Crews F, He J, Hodge C. Adolescent cortical development: a critical period

of vulnerability for addiction. Pharmacol Biochem Behav. (2007) 86:189–99.

doi: 10.1016/j.pbb.2006.12.001

5. Vidal J, de Bie J, Granneman RA, Wallinga AE, Koolhaas JM, Buwalda

B. Social stress during adolescence in Wistar rats induces social anxiety

in adulthood without affecting brain monoaminergic content and activity.

Physiol Behav. (2007) 92:824–30. doi: 10.1016/j.physbeh.2007.06.004

6. Vidal J, Buwalda B, Koolhaas JM. Differential long-term effects of social stress

during adolescence on anxiety in Wistar and wild-type rats. Behav Proces.

(2011) 87:176–82. doi: 10.1016/j.beproc.2011.03.004

7. Gladstone GL, Parker GB, Malhi GS. Do bullied children become anxious

and depressed adults?: a cross-sectional investigation of the correlates of

bullying and anxious depression. J Nerv Mental Dis. (2006) 194:201–8.

doi: 10.1097/01.nmd.0000202491.99719.c3

8. Bourke CH, Neigh GN. Behavioral effects of chronic adolescent stress

are sustained and sexually dimorphic. Hormones Behav. (2011) 60:112–20.

doi: 10.1016/j.yhbeh.2011.03.011

9. Hammen C. Adolescent depression: stressful interpersonal contexts

and risk for recurrence. Curr Direct Psychol Sci. (2009) 18:200–4.

doi: 10.1111/j.1467-8721.2009.01636.x

10. Eiland L, Ramroop J, Hill MN, Manley J, McEwen BS. Chronic juvenile stress

produces corticolimbic dendritic architectural remodeling and modulates

emotional behavior in male and female rats. Psychoneuroendocrinology (2012)

37:39–47. doi: 10.1016/j.psyneuen.2011.04.015

11. Kovalenko IL, Galyamina AG, Smagin DA, Michurina TV, Kudryavtseva

NN, Enikolopov G. Extended effect of chronic social defeat stress in

childhood on behaviors in adulthood. PLoS ONE (2014) 9:e917623.

doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0091762

12. Yehuda R, Resnick H, Kahana B, Giller EL. Long-Lasting Hormonal

Alterations to Extreme Stress in humans: normative or maladaptive?

Psychosom Med. (1993) 55:287–97.

13. Patki G, Salvi A, Liu H, Salim S. Witnessing traumatic events and post-

traumatic stress disorder: insights from an animalmodel.Neurosci Lett. (2015)

600:8–32. doi: 10.1016/j.neulet.2015.05.060

14. Endo Y, Shiraki K. Behavior and body temperature in rats following chronic

foot shock or psychological stress exposure. Physiol Behav. (2000) 71:263–8.

doi: 10.1016/S0031-9384(00)00339-5

15. Pijiman FTA, Wolterink G, Van Ree JM. Physical and emotional stress have

differential effects on preference for saccharine and open field behaviour in

rats. Behav Brain Res. (2003) 139:131–8. doi: 10.1016/S0166-4328(02)00124-9

16. Rossow I, Lauritzen G. Shattered childhood: a key issue in

suicidal behavior among drug addicts? Addiction (2001) 96:227–40.

doi: 10.1080/09652140020020955

17. Hamilton LD, Newman ML, Delville CL, Delville Y. Physiological stress

response of young adults exposed to bullying during adolescence. Physiol

behav. (2008) 95:617–24. doi: 10.1016/j.physbeh.2008.09.001

18. Pelkonen M, Marttunen M, Kaprio J, Huurre T, Aro H. Adolescent risk

factors for episodic and persistent depression in adulthood. A 16-year

prospective follow-up study of adolescents. J Affect Disord. (2008) 106:123–31.

doi: 10.1016/j.jad.2007.06.001

19. Golden SA, Covington HEIII, Berton O, Russo SJ. A standardized protocol

for repeated social defeat stress in mice. Nat Protocols (2011) 6:1183–91.

doi: 10.1038/nprot.2011.361

20. Warren BL, Vialou VF, Iñiguez SD, Alcantara LF, Wright KN, Feng J, et al.

Neurobiological sequelae of witnessing stressful events in adult mice. Biol

Psychiatry (2013) 73:7–14. doi: 10.1016/j.biopsych.2012.06.006

21. Miao Z, Mao FB, Liang JL, Szyf MS, Wang Y, Sun ZS. Anxiety-related

behaviours associated with microRNA-206-3p and BDNF expression in

pregnant female mice following psychological social stress. Mol Neurobiol.

(2018) 55:1097–111. doi: 10.1007/s12035-016-0378-1

22. Stevens NR, Gerhart J, Goldsmith RE, Heath NM, Chesney SA, Hobfoll SE.

Emotion regulation difficulties, low social support, and interpersonal violence

mediate the link between childhood abuse and posttraumatic stress symptoms.

Behav Ther. (2013) 44:152–61. doi: 10.1016/j.beth.2012.09.003

Frontiers in Psychiatry | www.frontiersin.org 7 December 2018 | Volume 9 | Article 688

https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyt.2018.00688/full#supplementary-material
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0149-7634(00)00014-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2010.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2012.08.063
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pbb.2006.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2007.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.beproc.2011.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.nmd.0000202491.99719.c3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yhbeh.2011.03.011
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8721.2009.01636.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2011.04.015
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0091762
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neulet.2015.05.060
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0031-9384(00)00339-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0166-4328(02)00124-9
https://doi.org/10.1080/09652140020020955
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2008.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2007.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2011.361
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2012.06.006
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12035-016-0378-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.beth.2012.09.003
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychiatry
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychiatry#articles


Li et al. Physical and Emotional Social Stress

23. Nakayasu T, Ishii K. Effects of pair-housing after social defeat experience

on elevated plus-maze behavior in rats. Behav Proces. (2008) 78:477–80.

doi: 10.1016/j.beproc.2008.02.007

24. Lehmann ML, Herkenham M. Environmental enrichment confers

stress resiliency to social defeat through an infralimbic cortex-

dependent neuroanatomical pathway. J Neurosci. (2011) 31:6159–73.

doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0577-11.2011

25. McQuaid RJ, Audet MC, Jacobson-Pick S, Anisman H. Environmental

enrichment influences brain cytokine variations elicited by social

defeat in mice. Psychoneuroendocrinology (2013) 38:987–96.

doi: 10.1016/j.psyneuen.2012.10.003

26. McQuaid RJ, Audet MC, Jacobson-Pick S, Anisman H. The differential

impact of social defeat on mice living in isolation or groups in an

enriched environment: plasma corticosterone and monoamine variations. Int

J Neuropsychopharmacol. (2013) 16:351–63. doi: 10.1017/S1461145712000120

27. McCormick CM,Hodges TE, Simone JJ. Peer pressures: social instability stress

in adolescence and social deficits in adulthood in a rodent model. Dev Cogn

Neurosci. (2015) 11:2–11. doi: 10.1016/j.dcn.2014.04.002

28. Watanabe S. Empathy and reversed empathy of stress in mice. PLoS ONE

(2011) 6:e23357. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0023357

29. Patki G, Solanki N, Salim S. Witnessing traumatic events causes severe

behavioral impairments in rats. Int J Neuropsychopharmacol. (2014) 17:2017–

29. doi: 10.1017/S1461145714000923

30. Zhang F, Yuan SN, Shao F, Wang WW. Adolescent social defeat induced

alterations in social behavior and cognitive flexibility in adult mice: effects

of developmental stage and social condition. Front Behav Neurosci. (2016)

10:149. doi: 10.3389/fnbeh.2016.00149

31. Xu H, Wang J, Zhang K, Zhao M, Ellenbroek B, Shao F, et al.

Effects of adolescent social stress and antidepressant treatment

on cognitive inflexibility and Bdnf epigenetic modifications in the

mPFC of adult mice. Psychoneuroendocrinology (2018) 88:92–101.

doi: 10.1016/j.psyneuen.2017.11.013

32. Parihar VK, Hattiangady B, Kuruba R, Shuai B, Shetty AK. Predictable chronic

mild stress improves mood, hippocampal neurogenesis and memory. Mol

Psychiatry (2011) 16:171–83. doi: 10.1038/mp.2009.130

33. Moy SS, Nadler JJ, Perez A, Barbaro RP, Johns JM, Magnuson TR, et al.

Sociability and preference for social novelty in five inbred strains: an approach

to assess autistic-like behavior in mice. Genes Brain Behav. (2004) 3:287–302.

doi: 10.1111/j.1601-1848.2004.00076.x

34. Lagace DC, Donovan MH, DeCarolis NA, Farnbauch LA, Malhotra S, Berton

O, et al. Adult hippocampal neurogenesis is functionally important for stress-

induced social avoidance. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA. (2010) 107:4436–41.

doi: 10.1073/pnas.0910072107

35. Sheth SKS, Li Y, Shaw CA. Is exposure to aluminium adjuvants associated

with social impairments in mice? A pilot study. J Inorgan Biochem. (2018)

181:96–103. doi: 10.1016/j.jinorgbio.2017.11.012

36. Warren BL, Sial OK, Alcantara LF, Greenwood MA, Brewer JS, Rozofsky JP,

et al. Altered gene expression and spine density in nucleus accumbens of

adolescent and adult male mice exposed to emotional and physical stress. Dev

Neurosci. (2014) 36:250–60. doi: 10.1159/000362875

37. Clapp JD, Beck JG. Understanding the relationship between PTSD and social

support: The role of negative network orientation. Behav Res Ther. (2009)

47:237–44. doi: 10.1016/j.brat.2008.12.006

38. Hawkley LC, Thisted RA, Cacioppo JT. Loneliness predicts reduced physical

activity: cross-sectional & longitudinal analyses. Health Psychol. (2009)

28:354–63. doi: 10.1037/a0014400

39. Lukkes JL, Mokin MV, Scholl JL, Forster GL. Adult rats exposed to early-

life social isolation exhibit increased anxiety and conditioned fear behavior,

and altered hormonal stress responses. Hormones Behav. (2009) 55:248–56.

doi: 10.1016/j.yhbeh.2008.10.014

40. Berton O, McClung CA, Dileone RJ, Krishnan V, Renthal W, Russo SJ, et al.

Essential role of BDNF in the mesolimbic dopamine pathway in social defeat

stress. Science (2006) 311:864–8.

41. Krishnan V, Han MH, Graham DL, Berton O, Renthal W, Russo

SJ, et al. Molecular adaptations underlying susceptibility and resistance

to social defeat in brain reward regions. Cell (2007) 131:391–404.

doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2007.09.018

42. Wood SK, Walker HE, Valentino RJ, Bhatnagar S. Individual differences

in reactivity to social stress predict susceptibility and resilience to a

depressive phenotype: role of corticotropin-releasing factor. Endocrinology

(2010) 151:1795–805. doi: 10.1210/en.2009-1026

43. Sial OK,Warren BL, Alcantara LF, Parise EM, Bolanos-GuzmanCA. Vicarious

social defeat stress: bridging the gap between physical and emotional

stress. J Neurosci Methods (2016) 258:94–103. doi: 10.1016/j.jneumeth.2015.

10.012

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was

conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could

be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2018 Li, Xu and Wang. This is an open-access article distributed

under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use,

distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original

author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original publication

in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use,

distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

Frontiers in Psychiatry | www.frontiersin.org 8 December 2018 | Volume 9 | Article 688

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.beproc.2008.02.007
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0577-11.2011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2012.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1461145712000120
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dcn.2014.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0023357
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1461145714000923
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2016.00149
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2017.11.013
https://doi.org/10.1038/mp.2009.130
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1601-1848.2004.00076.x
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0910072107
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jinorgbio.2017.11.012
https://doi.org/10.1159/000362875
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2008.12.006
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0014400
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yhbeh.2008.10.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2007.09.018
https://doi.org/10.1210/en.2009-1026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jneumeth.2015.10.012
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychiatry
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychiatry#articles

	An Improved Model of Physical and Emotional Social Defeat: Different Effects on Social Behavior and Body Weight of Adolescent Mice by Interaction With Social Support
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Animals
	Physical and Emotional Stress Procedures
	Behavioral Tests
	Three-Chamber Social Approach Test
	Social Avoidance

	Statistical Analysis

	Results
	Effects of Stress and Rearing Condition on Body Weight Gain
	Effects of Stress and Housing Conditions on Locomotor Activity
	Effects of Stress and Housing Conditions on Social Interaction
	Effects of Stress and Housing Conditions on New Social Object Recognition
	Effects of Stress and Housing Conditions on Social Avoidance

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	Acknowledgments
	Supplementary Material
	References


