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Abstract: Binge drinking is common in adolescence. Rodent studies modeling adolescent binge
drinking find persistent effects on the brain’s physiology, including increased expression of
neuroimmune genes, impaired neurogenesis, and changes in behavioral flexibility. This study
used females and males to investigate the effects of adolescent intermittent ethanol (AIE) on a
battery of behaviors assessing spatial navigation using a radial arm water maze, working memory
using the Hebb-Williams maze, non-spatial long-term memory using novel object recognition,
and dominance using a tube dominance test. Results indicate that AIE impairs adult acquisition in
spatial navigational learning with deficits predominantly driven by females. Surprisingly, AIE slowed
the transition from random to serial search strategies in both sexes, suggesting AIE impairs flexibility
in problem-solving processing. In the Hebb-Williams maze working memory task, adult AIE rats
exhibited deficits in problem solving, resulting in more errors across the 12 maze configurations,
independent of sex. Conversely, AIE decreased dominance behaviors in female rats, and at 7 months
post-alcohol, female AIE rats continued to exhibit deficits in novel object recognition. These results
suggest that cognitive-behavioral alterations after adolescent binge drinking persist well into
middle age, despite abstinence. Future studies should focus on intervening treatment strategies in
both females and males.

Keywords: ethanol; working memory; sex differences; development; learning; memory; spatial
navigation; dominance; perseveration; aggression

1. Introduction

The majority of all alcohol intake by adolescents is consumed in patterns of binge exposure
(>5 drinks/session for men; >4 drinks/session for women) [1]. Binge drinking is associated with a host
of acute negative behavioral outcomes, including increased risk taking, violence, teenage pregnancy,
and other adverse mental health conditions [2–4]. However, because adolescence is a critical period
of brain maturation, it is becoming increasingly apparent from preclinical studies that chronic
complications of binge alcohol exposure after adolescence are important areas of investigation.
For example, preclinical studies have highlighted that the cognitive and neurological consequences
of adolescent binge drinking can persist into adulthood, suggesting that binge drinking during
adolescence is changing the trajectory of brain development in a permanent way [5–7].

This pattern of alcohol intake is evident in both males and females, with almost 20% of male and
female 12th graders having engaged in binge drinking in the last two weeks [8]. Previous preclinical
studies have demonstrated that adolescent intermittent ethanol (AIE) exposure impacts performance
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in a variety of behavioral tasks, included inducing deficits in the Barnes and Morris water maze
tasks [6,9,10], novel object recognition (NOR) [11], and social interaction tasks [12]. To expand on these
results, the current study assessed the impact of AIE on learning and memory in male and female rats
across a variety of cognitive domains, including spatial, non-spatial, and social domains, using both
aversive and appetitive motivating factors, and working versus long-term memory components.
Behavioral tests included the radial arm water maze (RAWM), Hebb-Williams maze, tube dominance
test, and novel object recognition test, respectively. These tests were performed starting more than a
month after the end of adolescent alcohol exposure and continuing across adulthood and into middle
age with the aim to assess the longitudinal nature of cognitive-behavioral deficits after AIE.

The primary hypothesis of the current study was that AIE would impair behavioral performance
in working and long-term memory tasks as well as dominance behaviors across adulthood in both
male and female rats and that these effects would persist into middle age. In addition, as deficits in
behavioral flexibility following AIE have been found in many preclinical studies as well as in humans
with alcohol use disorder [1], and as some studies have demonstrated inefficient problem-solving
strategies in male rats [13], we further hypothesized that AIE would produce deficits in the flexibility of
search strategies employed in both sexes. We also hypothesized that AIE-treated female rats would be
more sensitive to deficits in social dominance, as human clinical depression is almost twice as prevalent
in women as in men [14] and increased submissive behaviors are associated with increased risk for
developing depressive-like phenotypes [15–19]. Lastly, we hypothesized that both males and females
would exhibit long-term memory deficits in NOR that persist until middle age, extending previous
findings longitudinally and across both sexes [5,11,20].

In brief, results from the current study indicate that AIE exposure impairs cognitive flexibility
across a variety of behavioral paradigms, including the RAWM and Hebb-Williams maze.
However, current results also indicate that females are particularly sensitive to cognitive deficits
after AIE, with impairments in NOR evident even in middle age. Females also appear more sensitive
to shifts in social hierarchy after AIE, with AIE progressively increasing submissive phenotypes in the
tube dominance test. Importantly, these persistent deficits after AIE are evident across a battery of
behaviors and are long-lasting despite abstinence.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Animals

Male and female Long Evans rats were bred in-house at the University of North Carolina at Chapel
Hill. Housing conditions for all rats were maintained at 20 ◦C in a humidity-controlled vivarium with
a 12/12 light dark cycle with lights on at 7:00 a.m. Rats were granted ad libitum access to food and
water unless otherwise specified. All experimental procedures were approved by the Institutional
Animal Care and Use Committee at the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill and conducted in
accordance with the National Institutes of Health regulations on rodent research.

2.2. Adolescent Intermittent Ethanol (AIE) Exposure Paradigm

At postnatal day (PND) 21, rats were weaned and same-sex pair housed in a split litter design.
On PND 25, rats were randomly assigned to either the condition of control (male CON, n = 8;
female CON, n = 6) or adolescent intermittent alcohol exposure (male AIE, n = 7; female AIE, n = 6).
From PND 25–54, rats were subjected to 2-day on/2-day off intermittent intragastric gavage of either
water (CON) or 5 g/kg ethanol (AIE), as previously described [5]. Tail bleeds were performed on
the last day of the AIE paradigm, one-hour post-gavage, to confirm blood ethanol content (BEC).
Mean BEC for both males and females was 188.9± 16.7 mg/dL, consistent with previous studies [5,10,21].
Following the end of the adolescent exposure paradigm, rats rested in the vivarium for two months,
until beginning a series of behavioral experiments (see Figure 1 for an experimental timeline). As several
of the behavioral measures employed have stressful components, rats were allowed at least two weeks
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of rest between sets of behavioral tests to mitigate potential compounding stress effects. For all testing,
males and females were run on separate days to avoid confounding sex-related olfactory cues.
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Figure 1. Experimental timeline of adolescent intermittent ethanol (AIE) and behavior tests across
the lifespan. Long Evans rats underwent intermittent gavage with either water (CON) or 5 g/kg
ethanol (AIE) across adolescence (postnatal day (PND) 25–54). After two months of rest, rats began a
battery of behavioral tests that included spatial (radial arm water maze, Hebb-Williams maze) and
non-spatial (novel object recognition) memory tasks as well as an assessment of dominance behaviors
(tube dominance test). In every test, females and males were tested separately. Rats were allowed at
least two weeks of recuperation between each test. There were 14 CON rats (n = 8 male, n = 6 female)
and 13 AIE rats (n = 7 male, n = 6 female).

2.3. Radial Arm Water Maze

The RAWM was selected because it is a powerful test of long-term memory in combination with
allocentric spatial navigation; it takes advantage of the spatial complexity of the radial arm maze
with the rapid learning induced by the aversive nature of the stimulus in the Morris water maze,
and has been used successfully in a variety of fields to highlight subtle differences in spatially based
learning and memory in aging [22], after predator odor stress [23], and with Alzheimer’s models [24].
In addition, the RAWM allows for assessments of non-spatially-based search strategies (i.e., random,
serial) without the confounds of thigmotaxis, which are more difficult to assess in a traditional Morris
water maze. The apparatus consisted of a 150 cm plastic pool, inside which an 8-arm gray radial arm
Kydex insert was placed. The apparatus also included a white Kydex sheet on the bottom to enhance
contrast and improve software tracking capability. The tub was filled with water (23 ◦C) to a depth
of 35 cm. A transparent, circular Plexiglas escape platform was submerged in one arm of the maze,
approximately 2 cm below the water surface. Extradimensional cues were placed around the room to
facilitate spatial navigation. Rats were given five trials per day over the course of 4 days with 60-minute
inter-trial intervals. Start locations were randomized with the criteria that (1) the start location was not
juxtaposed to the arm with the escape platform, (2) no two trials in a given day started from the same
location, and (3) each day consisted of a randomized pattern of start locations. Rats were gently placed
into the water of the RAWM facing the wall. Each trial lasted no more than 120 s, after which the rat
was gently guided to the platform in the event of a failed trial. Rats were towel-dried and returned to
their home cage between trials. Males and females were tested on separate days, between which the
water maze was emptied and cleaned to avoid confounding olfactory cues between sexes.

Behavior was tracked with the automated tracking software Ethovision, which provided latency
to the escape platform and frequency of incorrect arm entries (i.e., errors). Errors were defined as either
long-term memory errors (i.e., entering an arm without the escape platform) or working-memory errors
(reentering an incorrect arm within a trial). To assess whether performance in the RAWM was linked
with differences in non-spatial search strategies being used, entry pattern into arms was recorded by a
blind observer and strategies were identified as either predominantly serial (sequential investigation
of adjacent arms in a clockwise or counterclockwise manner) or random (unsystematic investigation
of arms). Search strategy was assessed only on the first day of RAWM training as improvements in
spatial memory across groups during subsequent days interfered with this analysis.

2.4. Hebb-Williams Maze

The Hebb-Williams maze is a working memory task adapted from Rabinovitch and Rosvold (1951)
that assesses problem-solving skills in rodents and has been standardized and likened to a rodent
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test of intelligence [25]. This maze is unique in that it is directly adaptable to clinical settings using
virtual reality, making this one of the only behavioral tasks for which the exact same maze parameters
can be used to assess cognitive function in rodents and humans [26]. The maze is a 60 cm × 60 cm
open field apparatus with a start box and goal box on opposite diagonals. A removable Plexiglas lid
is attached to the top of the maze to discourage rearing exploratory behavior. The white flooring is
divided into a series of black-lined 12 cm squares. Movable vertical barriers can be placed onto the
maze in various patterns to create the 6 practice problems and 12 test problems (Figure 2). For the
duration of this test, rats were weighed daily with mild food restriction, maintaining no less than 85%
of their free-feeding bodyweights; bacon softies (Bio-Serv) were used for motivation and placed in
the goal box throughout testing. Testing consisted of three phases: habituation, practice, and test.
The habituation phase consisted of 4 days where the rats were first habituated to the apparatus in the
absence of any dividing walls and taught to run diagonally to the goal box for a total of eight runs per
rat per day. During the practice phase, rats were run through a total of six practice problems for eight
trials per day with one new practice problem presented each day. Following, the test phase began
where rats were presented with 12 different problems of varying difficulty levels. Rats were presented
with one test per day and eight trials per test problem. Each rat had an approximately 2-min inter-trial
interval. All test problems were recorded using Ethovision. Errors were recorded by a blind observer
and defined as the rat’s head and both front paws passing into a designated error zone. For a diagram
of designated error zones per test, see Figure 2. The first trial of each day is considered exploratory in
nature as this is the rat’s initial experience with that maze problem. Therefore, errors were counted for
trials 2–8 for each test. One rat was excluded from analysis due to failure in training.Brain Sci. 2020, 10, x FOR PEER REVIEW  5 of 17 
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Figure 2. Hebb-Williams maze configurations. The above maze configuration and testing procedures
were adapted from Rabinovitch and Rosvold [25]. Testing consisted of three phases: habituation,
practice, and test. During the habituation phase, rats were acclimated to the testing apparatus
and trained to run from the start box (S) to the goal box (G). Then, rats went through 6 different
practice problems, followed by 8 runs each of 12 test problems. Each test problem has error zones,
and an error was scored when the rat entered the incorrect zone, as determined by a blind observer.
Each problem varied in difficulty level so that easy and difficult problems were dispersed throughout
the testing paradigm.
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2.5. Tube Dominance Test

Next, rats underwent a tube dominance task to assess how AIE impacts the presentation
of a dominant versus subordinate social status. This task is also relevant to potential human
clinical outcomes as low social dominance is evolutionarily linked to poor resource access and
enhanced susceptibility to stress-induced depressive phenotypes, termed the “social rank theory” of
depression [15–18]. The tube dominance test is a restrictive dominance test (i.e., forced interaction) [27].
Strategies in this test take into account various processes, including social cognitive processing,
aggression, learning and memory, and reward competition. For the duration of this test, rats were
mildly food restricted to no less than 85% of their free-feeding bodyweights. Over a series of several
days, rats were habituated to the apparatus, which consisted of a Plexiglas tube with a goal box at
each end. The center of the tube was divided by two guillotine doors. Rats were trained to approach
the guillotine doors upon being placed in the tube, and then proceed to the opposite goal box upon
the experimenter lifting the doors whereupon they received a bacon softie. Once all rats immediately
approached the doors upon being placed in the apparatus, testing began. Every test day began with a
reacquisition trial where the rats were placed in the box and could proceed to the other side where
they were awarded a bacon softie. Following reacquisition training, rats were paired against each
other in random order. Every AIE rat ran against every control rat each day, with order and start
side counterbalanced both across trials and days. Once both rats were in the apparatus and waiting
at the center gates, the guillotine doors were lifted and the test began. The test ended when one rat
pushed the other out of the tube so that all four paws were outside of the tube. The losing rat was then
removed from the apparatus and returned to its home cage. The winning rat was rewarded a bacon
softie and then returned to its home cage. The apparatus was wiped clean with Peroxigard between
trials. Testing continued for five consecutive days. Videos were recorded with Ethovision and wins
per rat per day were recorded by a blind observer.

2.6. Novel Object Recognition Test

Lastly, as previous studies have demonstrated a negative impact of AIE on novel object recognition
in males in early adulthood [5,11], the current study expanded upon these findings by examining the
impact of AIE on novel object recognition in males and females during middle age, 7 months after
the end of the AIE paradigm. The open field apparatus consists of an 80 cm × 80 cm black Kydex
box with a white floor. All testing was recorded with Ethovision software. The day prior to testing,
each rat was habituated to the open field apparatus and allowed to freely explore the environment for
10 min. The chamber was cleaned with Peroxigard between each session to eliminate any potential
olfactory cues. The test phase consisted of two days, each with a 5-min testing session. On the first day,
rats were placed in the open-field apparatus with two identical objects placed an equal distance from
the subject’s starting position. Twenty-four hours later, rats were returned to the apparatus where one
of the familiar objects was replaced with a novel one. Familiar and novel objects were counterbalanced
across groups and left/right locations. In addition, all objects (i.e., plastic Corning cap, Lego structure)
were previously vetted for similar investigative preferences. During both the familiarization and
testing phases, the amount of time that the subject was in contact with each object was recorded by a
blind observer. Investigation of objects was defined as sniffing, pawing, or having their nose oriented
towards the object within 2 cm distance. Accidental interaction with objects through the side of the
body or tail were not counted as investigation. Investigation of objects was scored using a timer to
count seconds. Object preference was calculated as a percentage of time spent investigating the novel
object relative to the familiar object

% Pre f erence =
(Time Novel)

(Time Novel + Time Familiar)
× 100 (1)
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2.7. Statistical Analyses

All statistical analyses were performed using the statistical software package SPSS. The RAWM
was assessed as a 2 × 2 × 20 repeated-measures analysis of variance (RM-ANOVA) with 2 levels
of the factor exposure (CON, AIE), 2 levels of the factor of sex (male, female), and 12 levels of the
factor trials. Search strategy was assessed over the first five trials using a dummy code of random = 0
or serial = 1 and then analyzed using a RM-ANOVA to see whether exposure and sex interacted
over trials to influence search strategy used. The Hebb-Williams maze was assessed as a 2 × 2 × 12
multivariate ANOVA (MANOVA) with 2 levels of the factor exposure (CON, AIE), 2 levels of the
factor sex (male, female), and 12 levels of the dependent variable factor test problem. Number of
wins for the tube test was assessed as a 2 × 5 RM-ANOVA with two levels of the factor exposure
(CON, AIE) and five levels of the factor test day. Males and females were analyzed independently for
the tube dominance test and NOR as determined a priori. NOR was assessed using a t-test with CON
versus AIE. For all tests, α = 0.05. Post-hoc tests were performed when appropriate with a Bonferroni
correction. When relevant, results are displayed as the mean ± standard error of the mean (SEM).

3. Results

3.1. AIE Impairs Spatial Navigation and Alters Search Strategies in the RAWM

The RAWM was performed two months after the end of AIE treatment to assess the persistent
effects of AIE on spatial navigation and search strategies (Figure 3a). Search strategies typically progress
from random to serial searches in spatial navigational tasks prior to retention of platform location
where the animal swims directly to the target location. Therefore, we tested whether exposure and
sex interacted as a function of trial number to influence search strategy used. Interestingly, there was
a significant three-way interaction between AIE treatment, sex, and trial number on search strategy
use, F(4, 92) = 3.33, p = 0.01 (for all RAWM RM-ANOVA results, see Supplementary Table S1).
In general, all rats started with a random search strategy and transitioned to a serial search strategy.
However, it took longer for females to transition their search strategies from random to serial compared
to males, with males beginning that transition by the second trial, p = 0.04. AIE treatment delayed the
transition from random to serial search strategies in both sexes (Figure 3b,c). Specifically, control males
were more likely to use a serial search strategy than AIE males by the third trial, p = 0.002, and control
females were more likely to use a serial search than AIE females by the fourth trial, p = 0.02. These results
suggest that AIE impairs behavior by altering flexibility in strategy selection for problem solving.

There was a significant interaction between sex and trial number on latency to find the platform,
F(19, 437) = 2.54, p < 0.001; there was also a trend for a significant interaction between alcohol exposure
and trial number on latency to find the platform during acquisition of the RAWM, F(19, 437) = 1.58,
p = 0.057. Follow-up analyses revealed that while AIE-exposed rats took significantly longer to find
the platform on the fourth and fifth trials of the first day (Figure 3d), this effect was largely driven by
the females. When separated by sex, AIE-treated female but not male rats took significantly longer
than control counterparts to find the platform on the fourth and fifth trials of the first day as well
as the first trial on the second day, p’s = 0.02, 0.01, and 0.03, respectively. When total number of
errors was tallied over these three trials, AIE females made significantly more errors than control
females, suggesting that the increase in latency in AIE females is largely driven by an increase
in incorrect responses, F(1, 12) = 13.99, p = 0.004. Errors can either be long-term memory errors
(i.e., making incorrect arm choice between trials) or working memory errors (i.e., making the same
incorrect choice multiple times within a single trial). Female AIE rats made significantly more working
memory errors than controls, suggesting that working memory problems in addition to long-term
spatial memory problems may be contributing to these differences in both number of errors and overall
latency in females, F(1, 12) = 5.83, p = 0.04. This suggests that AIE mildly impairs acquisition of spatial
learning, predominantly in females.
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Figure 3. Adolescent intermittent ethanol (AIE) impairs problem-solving flexibility in the radial arm
water maze (RAWM). (a) Timeline of RAWM paradigm. Rats underwent AIE or control gavage
paradigms from PND 25–54. The RAWM was conducted later in adulthood (around 4 months of age).
(b) Serial versus random search strategies were determined by a blind observer, as described in the
methods. Controls increased employment of serial search strategies immediately after the first trial
and increasingly employed serial searches on subsequent trials. AIE rats predominantly used random
search strategies until trial three (males) and trial four (females), suggesting deficits in problem-solving
strategy flexibility. (c) On the left is an example of typical run from a control rat using a serial search
strategy (trial 5). On the right is an example run from an AIE rat using a random search strategy
(trial 5). (d) AIE rats took longer to find the platform on the fourth and fifth runs of the first test day,
suggesting a mild deficit in spatial learning. This effect is predominantly driven by an increase in the
number of total errors made by AIE females. In addition, females tended to make more reference errors,
suggesting deficits in working memory may be contributing to these results. Results are expressed as
mean ± SEM. * p < 0.05.

3.2. AIE Impairs Working Memory in Hebb-Williams Maze

The Hebb-Williams maze was performed more than three months after the end of AIE treatment
(Figure 4a); it was used to assess working memory by presenting a series of mazes of varying difficulty
levels to solve over the course of 12 consecutive days. Overall, AIE rats made significantly more errors
across testing in the Hebb-Williams maze relative to controls, F(12, 11) = 2.90, p = 0.04 (Figure 4b)
(for all Hebb-Williams MANOVA results, see Supplementary Table S2). These effects were the most
robust for test 12, where despite only a single potential incorrect turn, AIE rats performed significantly
worse than controls, p = 0.002 (Figure 4c). In the event of an error, AIE rats repeated the same incorrect
response in succession, unlike controls, suggesting a lack of flexibility in correcting incorrect choices
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within a short timeframe (see Figure 4d for examples). Males and females performed similarly across
all tests, indicating that sex did not impact test results, p > 0.05. Thus, AIE led to deficits in working
memory, as indicated by Hebb-Williams maze performance that lasted long into adulthood.Brain Sci. 2020, 10, x FOR PEER REVIEW  9 of 17 
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Figure 4. AIE increases errors in the Hebb-Williams maze battery. (a) Timeline of Hebb–Williams testing
paradigm. Rats underwent AIE or CON gavage paradigms from PND 25–54. The Hebb-Williams maze
was conducted later in adulthood (5–6 months of age). Males were tested first, followed by females.
(b) As shown, tests were ranked by difficulty. In general, AIE increased errors in the Hebb-Williams
maze, with greater divergence evident with increasing difficulty. (c) An example distribution of
the number of errors rats made on test 12. AIE significantly increased the number of cumulative
errors across the eight trials. (d) Example runs taken from test 12 for control (left) and AIE (right).
Controls, on average, did not repeat errors, unlike AIE rats, which perseverated on the same incorrect
turns. Results are expressed as mean ± SEM. * p < 0.05.

3.3. AIE Increases Submissive Behaviors in Tube Dominance Test

The tube dominance test was performed more than five months after the end of AIE treatment
(Figure 5a). This test was used to assess dominance versus submissive behavioral phenotypes following
AIE in both male and female rats. As females fail to exhibit aggressive traits in many other social
interaction tests (e.g., resident-intruder paradigms), making those tests ill-suited to measure social
dominance in females, the tube test is uniquely suited to examine social dominance in both sexes.
Results indicate that likelihood of winning at the tube test varies as a function of sex, exposure, and test
day, F(4, 92) = 11.04, p < 0.01. Male AIE rats were more likely to lose to controls on the first day of testing,
p < 0.05. This effect was reversed on the fourth test day, where male AIE rats were more victorious
than their control counterparts, p < 0.01. In contrast, AIE-exposed females were progressively more
likely to lose as testing continued (Figure 5c). Specifically, female AIE rats were more likely to lose on
the third, fourth, and fifth days of testing, p’s = 0.01, 0.001, and 0.048, respectively (for an example,
see Supplemental Video S1; for all Tube Dominance test RM-ANOVA results, see Supplementary
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Table S3). Collectively, these results suggest that AIE increases likelihood of losing in both sexes, in a
temporally distinct manner.
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Figure 5. AIE increases submissive responses in the tube dominance test. (a) Timeline of tube
dominance testing paradigm. Rats underwent AIE or CON gavage paradigms from PND 25–54.
The tube dominance test was conducted later in adulthood (7–8 months of age). Males were tested first,
followed by females. (b) Rats were placed on either side of a clear plexiglass tube and separated by
removable gates. The test began when both rats were waiting at the gates, and the gates were removed.
The test ended when one rat pushed the other out of the tube. Winning was scored as a binary win-lose.
(c) Male rats exposed to AIE were more submissive on the initial test day, although this effect was
transient where AIE males were more likely to win encounters by the fourth test day. In contrast,
female rats exposed to AIE were increasingly more submissive with each test. Results are expressed as
mean ± SEM. * p < 0.05.

3.4. AIE Impairs NOR in Females

NOR was performed as a non-spatial test of long-term memory. NOR was also the last behavioral
test performed in this battery, where the rats were 9 months old and more than 7 months after the
end of AIE (Figure 6a). As previous studies have assessed NOR either immediately or shortly after
AIE, this test aimed to examine whether AIE produces cognitive deficits that persist into middle age.
Results indicate that there was no effect of AIE on novel object recognition in males, t(13) = 0.14,
p = 0.712. Both AIE and control male rats spent similar amounts of time investigating each object,
t(13) = 1.80, p = 0.20. In contrast, female AIE rats exhibited deficits in time spent with the novel object
relative to controls, t(10) = 0.68, p = 0.04 (Figure 6b). As there were no overarching differences in total
investigative time between AIE and control female rats, t(10) = 1.48, p = 0.25, this indicates that female
AIE rats exhibit specific deficits in NOR that are not linked to any overt changes in object interest.
These results suggest that females may be particularly sensitive to persistent AIE-induced deficits in
NOR, exhibiting deficits even into middle age.
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Figure 6. AIE impairs novel object recognition (NOR) in middle age female rats. (a) Timeline for NOR.
Rats underwent AIE or CON gavage paradigms from PND 25–54. The NOR test was conducted later
in adulthood (9 months of age). Males were tested first, followed by females. (b) Even in middle age,
female rats that were exposed to AIE more than 7 months prior continue to show cognitive deficits,
as evidenced by lack of discrimination in the percentage of time spent between novel and familiar
objects. Results are expressed as mean ± SEM. * p < 0.05.

4. Discussion

The present study examines the long-term effects of intermittent binge ethanol exposure during
adolescence on cognitive-behavioral processes across the lifespan in both male and female rats.
Previous studies have not investigated the impact of AIE using the RAWM, Hebb-Williams maze,
or tube dominance test. While studies have assessed the impact of AIE on spatial learning in the
Barnes maze [6,28], Morris water maze [10], and radial arm maze [29], the RAWM provides unique
advantages by combining features of each task, and no study has examined females in these tasks.
Similarly, while NOR has been assessed in males and females after alcohol exposure in adolescence,
it has not been assessed so far out after the end of the AIE paradigm. Results highlight that (1) adolescent
alcohol exposure produces persistent deficits in a battery of working and long-term memory-dependent
cognitive tasks as well as dominance behaviors that do not recover despite months of abstinence,
further supporting results from previous studies of cognitive deficits using different assessments,
and that (2) females appear to be particularly sensitive to AIE long-term cognitive and social hierarchy
deficits following adolescent binge drinking.

4.1. AIE Impairs Cognitive Functioning and Flexibility

Several studies have indicated that AIE exposure alters cognition and behavior across a variety
of domains, including increases in social anxiety in males [12,30,31], increased perseverance during
reversal learning in spatial memory tasks [6,9,28], and impaired set-shifting [7]. Conversely, studies have
demonstrated that females exhibit increased habitual behavior after AIE [32], and both sexes have
evidence of impairments in NOR shortly after the end of AIE exposure [5,20]. An overarching theme
from these studies is that cognitive deficits are centered around impairments in learning and behavioral
flexibility (i.e., the ability to adapt to changing circumstances or contingencies) [1]. These deficits
are most evident in tasks of high complexity [11,33] and manifest through rigidity in cognitive
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strategies [1,34]. For example, in an operant learning task, AIE-treated males fail to shift to new
strategies when new contingencies for reward are put in place (e.g., shifting from a light cue to a
lever-pressing based reward system) [7]. Consistent with these findings, we found a failure in strategy
shifting after AIE using the RAWM: AIE-treated rats adapted their search strategy from random to serial
strategies more slowly than controls. This type of strategy assessment has not yet been assessed in other
models of spatial learning, which collectively have suggested no impairments in spatial acquisition.
Delayed shifts to serial search strategies instead support a loss of behavioral flexibility during spatial
learning tasks that is independent from spatial acquisition deficits, suggesting impairments in proper
functioning of executive networks.

As working memory is a subcomponent of executive functioning, these studies support previous
findings of AIE-induced long-lasting deficits in this cognitive domain. We expand upon these previous
studies with our finding that AIE produces significant impairments in working memory function
across multiple behavioral tasks. In the RAWM, female AIE rats made significantly more working
memory errors than control counterparts. In addition, both males and females made significantly more
errors across trials in the Hebb-Williams maze, which directly assesses working memory as a function
of task difficulty. Amazingly, 14 doses of intermittent ethanol exposure across adolescence produced
problem solving deficits in the Hebb-Williams maze similar in magnitude to deficits evidenced by
150 days of liquid diet across adulthood [35], highlighting the vulnerability of the adolescent brain
to persistent cognitive deficits. Consistent with findings from previous AIE studies, AIE-treated
rats performed similarly on easy maze problems but were impaired as maze difficulty increased,
further indicating that task difficulty is an important component of assessing cognitive deficits after
AIE. Like in the RAWM task, in the Hebb-Williams maze, AIE rats made repetitive errors within a single
trial. This was particularly evident in the twelfth maze, where there was only one potential incorrect
path. Repeating errors in a short timeframe suggests that AIE may be impairing the brain’s ability
to update information appropriately in working memory, further emphasizing deficits in executive
functioning networks.

Interestingly, while both male and female AIE-treated rats exhibited deficits in spatial navigation
and search strategies in the RAWM and working memory function as assessed via the Hebb-Williams
maze, female AIE rats also exhibited deficits in long-term memory performance in a novel object
recognition task more than seven months after the end of alcohol exposure. Of note, while AIE did
not impair NOR in males, this is largely due to poor object retention in both AIE and control groups
at this age. Decreased discrimination between novel and familiar objects in NOR tasks have been
documented after AIE in males at PND 165 [5], and females exhibit similar novel object discrimination
failures after adolescent two-bottle choice alcohol exposure, which lasts at least until early adulthood
(PND 60) [20]. Until now, no study has determined whether AIE impacts novel object discrimination in
NOR in both sexes during middle age (>7 months). The persistence of these deficits in females suggests
that adolescent exposure to alcohol permanently alters neural circuits driving novel object recognition,
and that these deficits are not reversible in the event of abstinence. In addition, the persistence of
NOR deficits after AIE in females suggests that adolescent alcohol intake permanently changes the
developmental trajectory of the brain and, consequentially, cognitive processes. This could indicate
that AIE is a risk factor for early cognitive decline, later alcohol use disorder, or the development of
other emotional disorders (e.g., depression).

The RAWM, the Hebb-Williams maze, and the NOR tasks all rely heavily on a combination
of proper functioning between the prefrontal cortex and the hippocampus. We have previously
demonstrated that AIE males exhibit increased neuroinflammation in both brain regions relative to
controls [5,9]. For example, our lab has previously identified that toll-like receptor 3 and 4 as well
as high-mobility group box 1 (HMGB1) expression are upregulated in the medial PFC after AIE in
males, indicating increases in neuroinflammation that may underlie some of the deficits in executive
functioning [9]. Similarly, AIE increases HMGB1 and TNF-α mRNA in the hippocampus in males,
relative to control counterparts, potentially contributing to long-term memory deficits after AIE [5].
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This could suggest that a persistent induction of neuroinflammation is a critical underlying factor
driving long-term cognitive deficits after AIE, and that interventions targeting neuroinflammation
may be critical to reverse these deficits. In support of this hypothesis, increased perseveration during
reversal learning in the Morris water maze can be prevented in males by using anti-inflammatory
drugs such as indomethacin [21] or reversed through exercise [10,21]. However, it is important to
note that neuroinflammation in the PFC or hippocampus of AIE-exposed females has not yet been
confirmed and remains an important future direction for the field.

4.2. AIE Increases Submissive Phenotypes, Indicating Potential Emotional Dysregulation and
Stress Susceptibility

In addition to impairing working and long-term memory tasks, studies have indicated that AIE
may also disrupt social behaviors [12,36]. One of the most fundamental behaviors in social species
is the establishment of an organized social hierarchy [37]. Social hierarchy establishment is highly
conserved across social species, and in many cases low rankings in social hierarchy result in poor health
outcomes through increased stress susceptibility as well as poor resource access (e.g., food, water,
shelter, and mates), making social status a driving factor of natural selection [15]. While social
dominance and submission in hierarchies may appear domain-specific from other cognitive modalities,
the establishment of social hierarchies is highly dependent on a variety of cognitive functions, and some
studies have indicated that environmental factors that shift rats to a subordinate phenotype also
produce a host of other cognitive deficits [38]. This suggests that while dominant-submissive behaviors
in the tube dominance test and cognitive behaviors in NOR, RAWM, and the Hebb-Williams maze
may appear domain-specific, there exists a critical underlying link between them. As such, the ability
of AIE to alter dominance phenotypes has important potential implications for cognitive function as
well as stress susceptibility and the development of other co-morbid disorders such as depression [19].
In support of this hypothesis, alcohol exposure during adolescence increases depressive-like phenotypes
in males, as evidenced by increased immobility in the forced swim test [39] in addition to increasing
stress-induced drinking behavior in adulthood in both male and female rats [40,41]. These results are
unique from social investigation and social preference tasks, where deficits are primarily evidenced in
males [12,30,31]. Divergence between social investigation and dominance emphasizes the importance
of distinguishing a forced confrontation stressor as a contributing factor in behavioral outcomes.

In the current study, while males exhibited a transient submissive phenotype in the tube dominance
test relative to control males, AIE females exhibited an increasingly submissive phenotype compared to
control females across testing, suggesting that females may be particularly sensitive to alcohol-induced
effects on the social hierarchy in conflict situations when evaluated against same-sex partners. Like many
of the cognitive tests on working memory, social dominance and submission are also regulated by proper
prefrontal cortical function [42], suggesting that investigation of the effects of AIE on PFC activity is a
critical future direction, particularly in females. In support of this, AIE decreases connectivity between
the PFC and limbic structures in rodent studies using function magnetic resonance imaging [43].
Similarly, human studies indicate that the PFC is impacted by adolescent alcohol intake in a sex-specific
manner since female teenagers with alcohol use disorder have smaller PFC volumes whereas males
with alcohol use disorder have larger PFC volumes relative to age-matched healthy controls [44].
In contrast, the transition from an originally submissive phenotype in AIE-treated male rats to an
increase in dominance behaviors is more complicated to interpret. One could be tempted to explain the
paradoxical effects of AIE on increasing dominant phenotypes over time as reflective of resilience against
a sensitivity to the induction of a depressive phenotype. Indeed, other studies have similarly indicated
that alcohol can produce paradoxical effects in the brain with regards to depression, such as its ability to
normalize the brain’s lipid imbalance in transgenic models of depression [45]. However, an important
caveat of this interpretation is that increases in dominant phenotypes can also be reflective of general
aberrations in appropriate social interactions as well an imbalance within neuromodulatory systems,
including prostaglandin [46] and acetylcholine [47,48]. Indeed, several studies that have examined
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social interaction behaviors after AIE demonstrated that males but not females exhibit deficits in
non-confrontational social interactions [12,30], suggesting that the paradoxical effects of the tube
dominance in males may be reflective of more complex effects on social behavior. Future studies
should also expand on these findings to examine whether interventions that reverse cognitive deficits
after AIE also reverse AIE-induced changes in social hierarchy behaviors.

5. Conclusions

Collectively, these results indicate that adolescent alcohol exposure produces permanent but
modest deficits on cognitive function across a battery of behavioral paradigms, highlighting the need
for adolescent alcohol intake in humans to be re-evaluated as a contributing factor for the development
of later comorbidities, including substance abuse disorders, mood disorders, and early cognitive
decline. In particular, deficits in behavioral flexibility are a core component of both alcohol use disorder
and depression, suggesting that adolescent alcohol exposure may be a risk factor for later development
of other psychological disorders. As men generally have higher rates of alcohol use disorder whereas
females generally have higher rates of depression, adolescent alcohol exposure may also contribute
to the pathophysiology underlying these sex differences. Lastly, as increased neuroinflammation is
a common feature across these potential comorbidities, AIE-induced neuroinflammation may be a
core underlying feature of the developmental physiopathology in some populations. This suggests
that examining whether reversing AIE-induced neuroinflammation in males and females through
interventions like exercise also reverses cognitive deficits may be an important future direction for
the field, and that binge drinking during adolescence may produce long-lasting neurological effects
beyond those that clinical studies typically examine.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at http://www.mdpi.com/2076-3425/10/11/785/s1,
Table S1: Radial Arm Water Maze ANOVA Results; Table S2: Hebb-Williams Maze ANOVA Results; Table S3:
Tube Dominance Test ANOVA Results; Video S1: AIE increases submissive behaviors in females.

Author Contributions: Experiments were conceptualized by V.M. and F.C. All animal handling and behavioral
experiments were performed by V.M. and N.E. All blinded behavioral scoring was performed by N.E. Analysis and
figure preparations were performed by V.M. Writing, reviewing and editing was performed by V.M., N.E. and F.C.
Funding was acquired by F.C. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the Bowles Center for Alcohol Studies, the NIAAA Research Service
Award T32 AA007573, the Neurobiology of Adolescent Drinking in Adulthood (NADIA) consortium grants U01
AA020023 and U24 AA020024, and the NIAAA Alcohol Research Center (ARC) grant P60 AA011605.

Acknowledgments: We would like to acknowledge Jeffrey Campbell for his contributions to breeding the animals
used in these experiments. We would also like to thank Jennie Vaugh for assistance with editing the manuscript.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Crews, F.T.; Robinson, D.L.; Chandler, L.J.; Ehlers, C.L.; Mulholland, P.J.; Pandey, S.C.; Rodd, Z.A.; Spear, L.P.;
Swartzwelder, H.S.; Vetreno, R.P. Mechanisms of Persistent Neurobiological Changes Following Adolescent
Alcohol Exposure: NADIA Consortium Findings. Alcohol. Clin. Exp. Res. 2019, 43, 1806–1822. [CrossRef]

2. Fergusson, D.M.; Lynskey, M.T. Alcohol Misuse and Adolescent Sexual Behaviors and Risk Taking. Pediatrics
1996, 98, 91–96.

3. Chassin, L.; Pitts, S.C.; Prost, J. Binge drinking trajectories from adolescence to emerging adulthood in
a high-risk sample: Predictors and substance abuse outcomes. J. Consult. Clin. Psychol. 2002, 70, 67–78.
[CrossRef]

4. Squeglia, L.M.; Schweinsburg, A.D.; Pulido, C.; Tapert, S.F. Adolescent Binge Drinking Linked to Abnormal
Spatial Working Memory Brain Activation: Differential Gender Effects. Alcohol. Clin. Exp. Res. 2011,
35, 1831–1841. [CrossRef]

5. Vetreno, R.P.; Crews, F.T. Binge ethanol exposure during adolescence leads to a persistent loss of neurogenesis
in the dorsal and ventral hippocampus that is associated with impaired adult cognitive functioning.
Front. Neurosci. 2015, 9. [CrossRef]

http://www.mdpi.com/2076-3425/10/11/785/s1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/acer.14154
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.70.1.67
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1530-0277.2011.01527.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fnins.2015.00035


Brain Sci. 2020, 10, 785 14 of 16

6. Coleman, L.G.; He, J.; Lee, J.; Styner, M.; Crews, F.T. Adolescent Binge Drinking Alters Adult Brain
Neurotransmitter Gene Expression, Behavior, Brain Regional Volumes, and Neurochemistry in Mice.
Alcohol. Clin. Exp. Res. 2011, 35, 671–688. [CrossRef]

7. Gass, J.T.; Glen, W.B.; McGonigal, J.T.; Trantham-Davidson, H.; Lopez, M.F.; Randall, P.K.; Yaxley, R.;
Floresco, S.B.; Chandler, L.J. Adolescent Alcohol Exposure Reduces Behavioral Flexibility, Promotes
Disinhibition, and Increases Resistance to Extinction of Ethanol Self-Administration in Adulthood.
Neuropsychopharmacology 2014, 39, 2570–2583. [CrossRef]

8. Johnston, L.D.; Miech, R.A.; O’Malley, P.; Bachman, J.G.; Schulenberg, J.E.; Patrick, M.E. Demographic
subgroup trends among adolescents in the use of various licit and illicit drugs, 1975. Monit. Future Occas. Pap.
2020, 94, 1–821.

9. Vetreno, R.P.; Crews, F.T. Adolescent binge drinking increases expression of the danger signal receptor agonist
HMGB1 and toll-like receptors in the adult prefrontal cortex. Neuroscience 2012, 226, 475–488. [CrossRef]

10. Vetreno, R.P.; Bohnsack, J.P.; Kusumo, H.; Liu, W.; Pandey, S.C.; Crews, F.T. Neuroimmune and epigenetic
involvement in adolescent binge ethanol-induced loss of basal forebrain cholinergic neurons: Restoration
with voluntary exercise. Addict. Biol. 2020, 25, e12731. [CrossRef]

11. Swartzwelder, H.S.; Acheson, S.K.; Miller, K.M.; Sexton, H.G.; Liu, W.; Crews, F.T.; Risher, M.-L. Adolescent
Intermittent Alcohol Exposure: Deficits in Object Recognition Memory and Forebrain Cholinergic Markers.
PLoS ONE 2015, 10, e0140042. [CrossRef]

12. Varlinskaya, E.I.; Spear, L.P. Social consequences of ethanol: Impact of age, stress, and prior history of ethanol
exposure. Physiol. Behav. 2015, 148, 145–150. [CrossRef]

13. Sircar, R.; Sircar, D. Adolescent Rats Exposed to Repeated Ethanol Treatment Show Lingering Behavioral
Impairments. Alcohol. Clin. Exp. Res. 2005, 29, 1402–1410. [CrossRef]

14. Albert, P.R. Why is depression more prevalent in women? J. Psychiatry Neurosci. JPN 2015, 40, 219–221.
[CrossRef]

15. Larrieu, T.; Sandi, C. Stress-Induced Depression: Is Social Rank a Predictive Risk Factor? BioEssays 2018,
40, 1800012. [CrossRef]

16. Wetherall, K.; Robb, K.A.; O’Connor, R.C. Social rank theory of depression: A systematic review
of self-perceptions of social rank and their relationship with depressive symptoms and suicide risk.
J. Affect. Disord. 2019, 246, 300–319. [CrossRef]

17. Gilbert, P.; Allan, S. The role of defeat and entrapment (arrested flight) in depression: An exploration of an
evolutionary view. Psychol. Med. 1998, 28, 585–598. [CrossRef]

18. Price, J.S.; Sloman, L. Depression as yielding behavior: An animal model based on Schjelderup-Ebbe’s
pecking order. Ethol. Sociobiol. 1987, 8, 85–98. [CrossRef]

19. Komori, T.; Makinodan, M.; Kishimoto, T. Social status and modern-type depression: A review. Brain Behav.
2019, 9, e01464. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Marco, E.M.; Peñasco, S.; Hernández, M.-D.; Gil, A.; Borcel, E.; Moya, M.; Giné, E.; López-Moreno, J.A.;
Guerri, C.; López-Gallardo, M.; et al. Long-Term Effects of Intermittent Adolescent Alcohol Exposure in
Male and Female Rats. Front. Behav. Neurosci. 2017, 11. [CrossRef]

21. Vetreno, R.P.; Crews, F.T. Adolescent binge ethanol-induced loss of basal forebrain cholinergic neurons and
neuroimmune activation are prevented by exercise and indomethacin. PLoS ONE 2018, 13. [CrossRef]

22. Shukitt-Hale, B.; McEwen, J.J.; Szprengiel, A.; Joseph, J.A. Effect of age on the radial arm water maze—A test
of spatial learning and memory. Neurobiol. Aging 2004, 25, 223–229. [CrossRef]

23. Diamond, D.M.; Park, C.R.; Heman, K.L.; Rose, G.M. Exposing rats to a predator impairs spatial working
memory in the radial arm water maze. Hippocampus 1999, 9, 542–552. [CrossRef]

24. Arendash, G.W.; King, D.L.; Gordon, M.N.; Morgan, D.; Hatcher, J.M.; Hope, C.E.; Diamond, D.M.
Progressive, age-related behavioral impairments in transgenic mice carrying both mutant amyloid precursor
protein and presenilin-1 transgenes. Brain Res. 2001, 891, 42–53. [CrossRef]

25. Rabinovitch, M.S.; Rosvold, H.E. A closed-field intelligence test for rats. Can. J. Psychol. Can. Psychol. 1951,
5, 122–128. [CrossRef]

26. Shore, D.I.; Stanford, L.; MacInnes, W.J.; Brown, R.E.; Klein, R.M. Of mice and men: Virtual Hebb—Williams
mazes permit comparison of spatial learning across species. Cogn. Affect. Behav. Neurosci. 2001, 1, 83–89.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1530-0277.2010.01385.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/npp.2014.109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2012.08.046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/adb.12731
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0140042
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2014.11.062
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/01.alc.0000175012.77756.d9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1503/jpn.150205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/bies.201800012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2018.12.045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0033291798006710
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0162-3095(87)90021-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/brb3.1464
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31743626
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2017.00233
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0204500
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0197-4580(03)00041-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1098-1063(1999)9:5&lt;542::AID-HIPO8&gt;3.0.CO;2-N
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0006-8993(00)03186-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/h0083542
http://dx.doi.org/10.3758/CABN.1.1.83
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12467105


Brain Sci. 2020, 10, 785 15 of 16

27. Lindzey, G.; Winston, H.; Manosevitz, M. Social Dominance in Inbred Mouse Strains. Nature 1961, 191, 474–476.
[CrossRef]

28. Coleman, L.G.; Liu, W.; Oguz, I.; Styner, M.; Crews, F.T. Adolescent binge ethanol treatment alters adult brain
regional volumes, cortical extracellular matrix protein and behavioral flexibility. Pharmacol. Biochem. Behav.
2014, 116, 142–151. [CrossRef]

29. Risher, M.-L.; Fleming, R.L.; Boutros, N.; Semenova, S.; Wilson, W.A.; Levin, E.D.; Markou, A.;
Swartzwelder, H.S.; Acheson, S.K. Long-term effects of chronic intermittent ethanol exposure in adolescent
and adult rats: Radial-arm maze performance and operant food reinforced responding. PLoS ONE 2013,
8, e62940. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

30. Varlinskaya, E.I.; Kim, E.U.; Spear, L.P. Chronic intermittent ethanol exposure during adolescence: Effects on
stress-induced social alterations and social drinking in adulthood. Brain Res. 2017, 1654, 145–156. [CrossRef]

31. Dannenhoffer, C.A.; Kim, E.U.; Saalfield, J.; Werner, D.F.; Varlinskaya, E.I.; Spear, L.P. Oxytocin and vasopressin
modulation of social anxiety following adolescent intermittent ethanol exposure. Psychopharmacology (Berl.)
2018, 235, 3065–3077. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Barker, J.M.; Bryant, K.G.; Osborne, J.I.; Chandler, L.J. Age and Sex Interact to Mediate the Effects of
Intermittent, High-Dose Ethanol Exposure on Behavioral Flexibility. Front. Pharmacol. 2017, 8, 450.
[CrossRef]

33. Miller, K.M.; Risher, M.-L.; Acheson, S.K.; Darlow, M.; Sexton, H.G.; Schramm-Sapyta, N.; Swartzwelder, H.S.
Behavioral Inefficiency on a Risky Decision-Making Task in Adulthood after Adolescent Intermittent Ethanol
Exposure in Rats. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 4680. [CrossRef]

34. Sey, N.Y.A.; Gómez-A, A.; Madayag, A.C.; Boettiger, C.A.; Robinson, D.L. Adolescent intermittent ethanol
impairs behavioral flexibility in a rat foraging task in adulthood. Behav. Brain Res. 2019, 373, 112085.
[CrossRef]

35. Impairment of Hebb-Williams maze performance following prolonged alcohol consumption in rats.
Pharmacol. Biochem. Behav. 1976, 5, 85–86. [CrossRef]

36. Oliveira, A.C.; Pereira, M.C.; da Silva Santana, L.N.; Fernandes, R.M.; Teixeira, F.B.; Oliveira, G.B.;
Fernandes, L.M.; Fontes-Júnior, E.A.; Prediger, R.D.; Crespo-López, M.E.; et al. Chronic ethanol exposure
during adolescence through early adulthood in female rats induces emotional and memory deficits associated
with morphological and molecular alterations in hippocampus. J. Psychopharmacol. Oxf. Engl. 2015,
29, 712–724. [CrossRef]

37. Wang, F.; Kessels, H.W.; Hu, H. The mouse that roared: Neural mechanisms of social hierarchy. Trends Neurosci.
2014, 37, 674–682. [CrossRef]

38. Colas-Zelin, D.; Light, K.R.; Kolata, S.; Wass, C.; Denman-Brice, A.; Rios, C.; Szalk, K.; Matzel, L.D.
The imposition of, but not the propensity for, social subordination impairs exploratory behaviors and general
cognitive abilities. Behav. Brain Res. 2012, 232, 294–305. [CrossRef]

39. Ehlers, C.L.; Criado, J.R.; Wills, D.N.; Liu, W.; Crews, F.T. Periadolescent ethanol exposure reduces adult
forebrain ChAT+IR neurons: Correlation with behavioral pathology. Neuroscience 2011, 199, 333–345.
[CrossRef]

40. Füllgrabe, M.W.; Vengeliene, V.; Spanagel, R. Influence of age at drinking onset on the alcohol deprivation
effect and stress-induced drinking in female rats. Pharmacol. Biochem. Behav. 2007, 86, 320–326. [CrossRef]

41. Siegmund, S.; Vengeliene, V.; Singer, M.V.; Spanagel, R. Influence of age at drinking onset on long-term
ethanol self-administration with deprivation and stress phases. Alcohol. Clin. Exp. Res. 2005, 29, 1139–1145.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

42. Wang, F.; Zhu, J.; Zhu, H.; Zhang, Q.; Lin, Z.; Hu, H. Bidirectional Control of Social Hierarchy by Synaptic
Efficacy in Medial Prefrontal Cortex. Science 2011, 334, 693–697. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Broadwater, M.A.; Lee, S.-H.; Yu, Y.; Zhu, H.; Crews, F.T.; Robinson, D.L.; Shih, Y.-Y.I. Adolescent alcohol
exposure decreases frontostriatal resting-state functional connectivity in adulthood. Addict. Biol. 2018,
23, 810–823. [CrossRef]

44. Medina, K.L.; McQueeny, T.; Nagel, B.J.; Hanson, K.L.; Schweinsburg, A.D.; Tapert, S.F. Prefrontal Cortex
Volumes in Adolescents With Alcohol Use Disorders: Unique Gender Effects. Alcohol. Clin. Exp. Res. 2008,
32, 386–394. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/191474a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pbb.2013.11.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0062940
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23675442
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.brainres.2016.03.050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00213-018-5003-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30141056
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2017.00450
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-04704-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2019.112085
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0091-3057(76)90292-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0269881115581960
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tins.2014.07.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2012.04.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2011.10.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pbb.2006.10.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/01.ALC.0000171928.40418.46
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16046868
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1209951
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21960531
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/adb.12530
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1530-0277.2007.00602.x


Brain Sci. 2020, 10, 785 16 of 16

45. Müller, C.P.; Kalinichenko, L.S.; Tiesel, J.; Witt, M.; Stöckl, T.; Sprenger, E.; Fuchser, J.; Beckmann, J.; Praetner, M.;
Huber, S.E.; et al. Paradoxical antidepressant effects of alcohol are related to acid sphingomyelinase and its
control of sphingolipid homeostasis. Acta Neuropathol. (Berl.) 2017, 133, 463–483. [CrossRef]

46. Filiano, A.J.; Martens, L.H.; Young, A.H.; Warmus, B.A.; Zhou, P.; Diaz-Ramirez, G.; Jiao, J.;
Zhang, Z.; Huang, E.J.; Gao, F.-B.; et al. Dissociation of Frontotemporal Dementia–Related Deficits
and Neuroinflammation in Progranulin Haploinsufficient Mice. J. Neurosci. 2013, 33, 5352–5361. [CrossRef]

47. Bunnell, B.N.; Bemporad, J.R.; Flesher, C.K. Septal forebrain lesions and social dominance behavior in the
hooded rat. Psychon. Sci. 1966, 6, 207–208. [CrossRef]

48. Bandler, R.J. Facilitation of Aggressive Behaviour in Rat by Direct Cholinergic Stimulation of the
Hypothalamus. Nature 1969, 224, 1035–1036. [CrossRef]

Publisher’s Note: MDPI stays neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional
affiliations.

© 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00401-016-1658-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.6103-11.2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.3758/BF03328030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/2241035a0
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Animals 
	Adolescent Intermittent Ethanol (AIE) Exposure Paradigm 
	Radial Arm Water Maze 
	Hebb-Williams Maze 
	Tube Dominance Test 
	Novel Object Recognition Test 
	Statistical Analyses 

	Results 
	AIE Impairs Spatial Navigation and Alters Search Strategies in the RAWM 
	AIE Impairs Working Memory in Hebb-Williams Maze 
	AIE Increases Submissive Behaviors in Tube Dominance Test 
	AIE Impairs NOR in Females 

	Discussion 
	AIE Impairs Cognitive Functioning and Flexibility 
	AIE Increases Submissive Phenotypes, Indicating Potential Emotional Dysregulation and Stress Susceptibility 

	Conclusions 
	References

