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Animals that experience adverse events in early life often have life-long changes to
their physiology and behavior. Long-term effects of stress during early life have been
studied extensively, but less attention has been given to the consequences of negative
experiences solely during the adolescent phase. Adolescence is a particularly sensitive
period of life when regulation of the glucocorticoid “stress” hormone response matures
and specific regions in the brain undergo considerable change. Aversive experiences
during this time might, therefore, be expected to generate long-term consequences for
the adult phenotype. Here we investigated the long-term effects of exposure to chronic
unpredictable stress during adolescence on adult decision-making, coping response,
cognitive bias, and exploratory behavior in rats. Rats exposed to chronic unpredictable
stress (e.g., isolation, crowding, cage tilt) were compared to control animals that were
maintained in standard, predictable conditions throughout development. Unpredictable
stress during adolescence resulted in a suite of long-term behavioral and cognitive
changes including a negative cognitive bias [F(1, 12) = 5.000, P < 0.05], altered coping
response [T(1,14) = 2.216, P = 0.04], and accelerated decision-making [T(1,14) = 3.245,
P = 0.01]. Exposure to chronic stress during adolescence also caused a short-term
increase in boldness behaviors; in a novel object test 15 days after the last stressor,
animals exposed to chronic unpredictable stress had decreased latencies to leave a
familiar shelter and approach a novel object [T(1,14) = 2.240, P = 0.04; T(1,14) = 2.419,
P = 0.03, respectively]. The results showed that stress during adolescence has long-term
impacts on behavior and cognition that affect the interpretation of ambiguous stimuli,
behavioral response to adverse events, and how animals make decisions.
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INTRODUCTION
Negative life experiences can have long-term effects on behavior
and physiology (Sheriff et al., 2009; Archard et al., 2012). Stressful
events (e.g., stressors) come in a variety of forms, but in ver-
tebrates they are often considered to be unpredictable aversive
stimuli that provoke a glucocorticoid hormone response medi-
ated by the hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal (HPA) axis (Spear,
2000; Koolhaas et al., 2011). Stages of development differ in
sensitivity to stress, certain life stages have specific vulnerabil-
ities that can lead to different, permanent changes in future
responses to adverse events (McCormick and Mathews, 2008;
Vidal et al., 2011). For example, in zebra finches (Taeniopygia
guttata) exposure to excess heat during early-life enables the
birds to modify their response to subsequent heat exposures
in adulthood to minimize oxidative damage (Costantini et al.,
2012). Similarly, rodent pups that experience isolation at different

stages of development exhibit contrasting hormonal responses
to stress in adulthood; rat pups separated from their moth-
ers for 2 h a day at postnatal days 2–14 develop a hyper-
responsive HPA axis, whereas pups isolated at postnatal days
15–16 develop a hypo-functioning HPA axis (Plotsky and
Meaney, 1993; Sánchez et al., 1998; reviewed in Sánchez et al.,
2001).

During the adolescent stage, glucocorticoid production in
response to a stressor exceeds the adult hormone response in
duration and intensity (McCormick et al., 2010). In compar-
ison to adult rats, adolescent rats exposed to an acute stres-
sor show a higher increase in both adrencorticotrophin hor-
mone (ACTH) and glucocorticoids (reviewed in Romeo and
McEwen, 2007; Foilb et al., 2011). Additionally, during adoles-
cence various neural structures involved in stress and reward
processing are still immature (Spear, 2000; McCormick and
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Mathews, 2008). These characteristics of the adolescent life stage
suggests that this period may be particularly vulnerable to effects
from chronic glucocorticoid exposure (Romeo and McEwen,
2007; McCormick et al., 2010). Chronic exposure to elevated
levels of glucocorticoid hormones has numerous effects on the
brain including suppressed neurogenesis and enhanced den-
dritic pruning in the hippocampus, dendritic shortening in the
medial prefrontal cortex, and enhanced dendritic growth in the
amygdala, the fear center of the brain (reviewed in McEwen,
2005).

Adverse experiences during adolescence can impact the mat-
uration of the central nervous system, shape future reward
responses, and influence endocrine and behavioral function in
adulthood (Romeo, 2003; McCormick et al., 2004; Andersen and
Teicher, 2008; McCormick and Green, 2012). The changes that
occur following stress exposure during adolescence are dynamic;
some are immediate, some are short in duration, and some are
long-term but only become apparent after an acute stressor is
applied (McCormick and Green, 2012; McCormick et al., 2012;
Saul et al., 2012). McCormick et al. (2012) found that exposure
to unpredictable social instability and isolation in adolescent rats
resulted in learning deficits in adulthood, but these effects were
only apparent after an acute stressor was applied (McCormick
et al., 2012). Others have reported that behavioral effects of stress
during adolescence can be transient and fade over the lifetime
of an animal (e.g., unpredictable isolation and novel social part-
ner stressors during adolescence induce temporary changes in
boldness, Mathews et al., 2008). Despite these important early
studies, the long-term effects of stress during adolescence on
emotion and cognition are not well-characterized. Yet, if we are
to understand how animals cope with stress during develop-
ment, and how early adverse experiences can prepare an animal
to deal with subsequent stressors, we need to determine the
long-term impacts of stress during the adolescent stage (Romeo,
2010).

A number of studies have demonstrated that stress during
adolescence, including unpredictable chronic social and physical
stress, can impact HPA axis function and glucocorticoid pro-
duction in adulthood (McCormick and Mathews, 2008; Buwalda
et al., 2011). The long-term consequences of stress during ado-
lescence on cognition and behavioral coping response, how-
ever, remains unknown. A method to assess behavioral coping
response and reward loss sensitivity, as mediated by glucocorti-
coid production, is the successive negative contrast (SNC) test
(Mitchell and Flaherty, 1998; Gomez et al., 2009). SNC has been
used for over 3 decades to evaluate an animal’s response to
the unexpected downshift of a familiar high-value reward to a
novel low-value reward (Lombardi and Flaherty, 1978; Flaherty
and Rowan, 1989). Recently SNC has been used as a mea-
sure of coping response to infer background emotional state
in non-human animals (Burman et al., 2008; Gomez et al.,
2009).

In humans, background emotional state can affect decision-
making through a cognitive bias in stimulus interpretation
that impacts stimulus perception, attention, and processing
(Winkielman et al., 2007). Increasingly, measures of cognitive
bias are being used as indicators of background emotional state

in non-human animals (Burman et al., 2009; Brydges et al.,
2011). Unlike most behavioral and physiological measures, cog-
nitive bias tests can measure the valence of affect (positivity
vs. negativity) rather than just arousal (Mendl and Paul, 2004).
Prior studies have shown that adult rats can exhibit a negative
cognitive bias, marked by an increased propensity to interpret
ambiguous stimuli as threatening or aversive that can start dur-
ing stress exposure and last up to several days after an aversive
events (Harding et al., 2004; Burman et al., 2009). The poten-
tial longevity of a negative cognitive bias following exposure to
stress, however, remains unclear (Mendl et al., 2009; but see
Brydges et al., 2012). A previous focus on short-term changes
in cognitive bias has meant that long-term changes have so far
been underexplored (Brilot et al., 2010). In the current study, we
addressed the long-term effects of chronic unpredictable stress
during adolescence on behavior and cognition by evaluating
changes in cognitive bias, decision-making, associative learning
rate, coping response, and motivation to consume a reward in
adulthood.

A range of behavioral tests were used to examine the con-
sequences of stress during adolescence: (1) sucrose preference
(Strekalova et al., 2004), (2) exploration of a novel object
(Van Dijken et al., 1992; Cavigelli et al., 2009), (3) successive
negative contrast (SNC), and (4) ambiguous judgment cogni-
tive bias (Harding et al., 2004; Doyle et al., 2011). We mea-
sured exploratory behavior and motivation to consume a reward
because alterations in these fundamental traits could potentially
affect the interpretation of more complex reward or activity based
tests including the cognitive bias and SNC tests. Stress can alter
both the motivation to consume a reward and exploratory behav-
ior; the magnitude of effects from stress are dependent upon the
type and duration of the stressors and traits intrinsic to the animal
(Zurita et al., 2000; Strekalova et al., 2004; Brilot et al., 2010). We
hypothesized that stress during adolescence would induce a neg-
ative cognitive bias and stronger sensitivity to reward loss, both
suggestive of a long-term negative background emotional state.
Additionally, we predicted that stress during adolescence would
result in altered decision-making, impaired associative learning,
and decreased exploratory behavior in adulthood.

METHODS
SUBJECTS AND HOUSING
Sixteen male Long-Evans rats (Harlan Laboratory in Fredrick,
Maryland, USA) were obtained at 21 days of age. Following
transport, rats were given 7 days to settle before handling and
behavioral testing commenced. A full timeline of all manipula-
tions and behavioral tests is provided in Figure 1. Animals were
pair-housed in plastic cages, 20 × 26 × 46 cm, with corn cob bed-
ding and basic enrichment items: two 7.6 cm diameter PVC tubes
hanging from the wire cage lid and two 2.5 × 2.5 × 8 cm pine
wood blocks. Rats were kept on a 12:12 reversed light/dark cycle
at 20–21◦C and 41–42% relative humidity. Standard rat chow
(LabDiet®) and tap water were available ad-libitum unless oth-
erwise noted. To minimize disturbance, the experimenter was
not in the room during data collection. Work was approved by
the Pennsylvania State University IACUC committee, protocol
#35761.

Frontiers in Human Neuroscience www.frontiersin.org July 2013 | Volume 7 | Article 328 | 2

http://www.frontiersin.org/Human_Neuroscience
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Human_Neuroscience/archive


Chaby et al. Stress and long-term changes in behavior and cognition

FIGURE 1 | Timeline of procedures. We evaluated the long-term effects of chronic unpredictable stress during the adolescent life stage on adult cognition and
behavior using the following tests: cognitive bias, successive negative contrast, sucrose preference, novel object, and open field.

ADOLESCENT CHRONIC UNPREDICTABLE STRESS
Four cages of pair housed rats (n = 8) were randomly assigned to
the control condition and four cages (n = 8) to the stress treat-
ment. For the latter group, stressors were presented daily from
30 to 70 days of age, with 8 days of rest occurring intermittently.
Prior studies of adolescent-stress have varied in the duration of
stress exposure, due in part to the large window of time dur-
ing which adolescent ontogenetic changes occur. These changes
are thought to conclude at approximately 55–60 days of age in
male rodents (Spear, 2000). To cover the entirety of the ontoge-
netic window of adolescence, studies have included a postpubertal
“sub-adult” period (Schmidt et al., 2007). Studies of adolescent-
stress have used stress exposure periods spanning from 28 to 80
days of age (Spear, 2000; Sterlemann et al., 2010). As the current
study evaluated behaviors mediated by the prefrontal cortex (i.e.,
decision-making, coping), and this region is still developing in
early adulthood, the duration of stress exposure (30–70 days of
age) included a postpubertal period in early adulthood (van Eden
et al., 1990; Spear, 2000).

For the chronic unpredictable stress procedure both physical
and social stressors were presented randomly across the light/dark
cycle to maximize unpredictability. An average of three physical
and three social stressors were presented between each rest day.
Stressors noted to induce short-term changes in cognitive bias
were used (e.g., cage tilt, damp bedding: Harding et al., 2004;
e.g., crowding, confinement: Doyle et al., 2011; see Table 1). An
additional stressor, isolation, was chosen because it has been asso-
ciated with long-term changes in behavior following exposure
during adolescence (McCormick et al., 2012).

To control for the influence of circulating corticosterone on
tests mediated by glucocorticoid levels, such as the SNC, we
controlled for daily rhythms in glucocorticoid production by
avoiding testing during peak corticosterone production; all tests
started a minimum of 2 h after the beginning of the dark cycle
and were completed within 6 h of the start of the test (Mitchell
and Flaherty, 1998). Weight and physical appearance were mon-
itored; no changes in aggression or health related to either the
unpredictable stress regimen or any of the behavioral tests were
observed.

SUCCESSIVE NEGATIVE CONTRAST (SNC)
Coping response was evaluated from 166 to 184 days of age with
an SNC test measuring response to an unexpected downshift
in reward value (Burman et al., 2008; Gomez et al., 2009: see
Figure 2). During the SNC test, individual animals were tested

Table 1 | Chronic unpredictable stressor descriptions.

PHYSICAL

Smaller cage Rat pairs were housed for 4 h in a cage with a 25%
reduction in volume from the 20 × 26 × 46 cm standard
home cage (Doyle et al., 2011).

Damp bedding While rats were temporarily in an empty transfer cage,
200 ml of water was mixed into 2/3 of the bedding of
the home cage. After 6 h in the damp bedding, pairs
were transferred to a clean home cage (Zurita et al.,
2000; Harding et al., 2004).

Cage tilt Home cages were tilted at a 30
◦

angle for 6 h (Zurita
et al., 2000; Harding et al., 2004).

SOCIAL

Isolation Rats were housed individually for 1.5 h in a clean cage
(20 × 26 × 46 cm) with a 7.6 cm diameter PVC tube and
a 2.5 × 2.5 × 8 cm pine wood block (Zurita et al., 2000;
McCormick et al., 2012).

Crowding Sets of 2 rat pairs were combined into one clean cage
(20 × 45 cm) for 4 h; iterations of pair combinations
were balanced (Zurita et al., 2000; Harding et al., 2004;
Doyle et al., 2011).

Foreign bedding Experimental pairs were housed in the empty home
cage of a pair of older conspecifics for 12 h. (Harding
et al., 2004).

daily in an opaque, plastic container, 30.5 × 30.5 × 30.5 cm, for
5 min. A plastic bottle of sucrose solution was attached to the
center of one wall. Motivation to consume sucrose solution was
measured with a basic electronic device attached to a computer
that registered each lick through the closing of a circuit, the com-
puter then provided a record of licking rates. After an initial 12
days of trials with a 32% sucrose (w/v) reward, the solution con-
centration was decreased without warning to 4% (w/v). The lower
concentration was administered for 7 days to monitor the recov-
ery of lick rates. To ensure reward salience, 2 h of food deprivation
preceded each trial. We defined animals as having learned the
SNC task upon registering 10 licks in one session; pre-shift data
were evaluated from the first day that more than 60% of the ani-
mals had learned the task (day 4) to the last day of 32% sucrose
solution presentation (day 12).

COGNITIVE BIAS, DECISION-MAKING, AND ASSOCIATIVE LEARNING
The ambiguous judgment task was used to assess the long-term
impacts of stress during adolescence on cognitive bias, decision-
making, and associative learning. Using a paradigm similar to
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Brydges et al. (2011), animals were trained to associate a con-
ditioned stimulus, a type of sandpaper (rough or smooth), with
the location and color of a bowl containing an available food
reward. To do this, individuals were placed in a 30 × 40 × 45 cm

FIGURE 2 | Illustration of the SNC procedure to assess coping

response. A high-value 32% sucrose reward was presented for 5 min per
day for 12 days while licks were counted to evaluate motivation to consume
a reward. Following this 12-day acclimation period, the reward was
unexpectedly decreased to 4% sucrose. The resulting decrease in
consumption of the 4% solution is interpreted as a negative reaction to the
violation of positive expectations and a measure of coping response.

opaque plastic start box that was connected to a goal box by an
80 cm PVC pipe (see Figure 3). The goal box contained a white
bowl and a black bowl separated by an opaque partition to ensure
that the rats made a choice between the two bowls upon exiting
the PVC tunnel. Of the two available bowls, one was associated
with a high-value reward (3 Cheerios), the other with a low-value
reward (1 Cheerio). To balance the scent cues, each bowl always
contained three Cheerios, but the accessibility of the rewards var-
ied depending on the trial condition. For a high-reward trial, 3
Cheerios were available in the high-reward bowl while the low-
reward bowl contained 3 inaccessible Cheerios. For a low-reward
trial, there was 1 accessible Cheerio (with two mesh covered inac-
cessible Cheerios) in the low-reward bowl, and all 3 Cheerios were
inaccessible in the high-rewarded bowl.

A tactile cue lining the PVC tunnel and goal box indicated
which bowl had an available reward; one of two grades of silicon
carbide waterproof sandpaper, coarse (P60) or fine (P1200), was
paired with a specific reward type (e.g., coarse sandpaper signaled
a low-reward in the black bowl on the left; Brydges et al., 2011).
All sandpaper were of the same brand and were black in color.
Pairings of sandpaper grade, bowl color, bowl side, and reward

FIGURE 3 | Schematic of cognitive bias testing chamber adapted

from Brydges et al. (2011). Within a daily session, 2 trials of each
example panel were presented. (Panel A) depicts a low-value reward
trial; the coarse sandpaper provided a cue that the low-value (1 Cheerio)
reward was accessible whereas the fine sandpaper indicated a
high-value reward (3 Cheerios) was present (Panel B). Sandpaper grade,
bowl color, bowl side, and reward value pairings were counterbalanced.
To balance scent cues from the rewarded and unrewarded bowls
inaccessible Cheerios were present beneath a mesh barrier. After

passing a learning criterion, animals were presented with a novel cue
ambiguous in its equal distance from the two trained sandpaper cues.
To indicate an interpretation of the ambiguous cue as closer to either a
high or low-value reward the animal moved to either the high or
low-reward location in the testing chamber. Interpretation of the
ambiguous paper as closer to either the cue for the high or low-value
reward conveyed a positive or negative value assignment from
properties intrinsic to the animal, i.e., a positive or negative cognitive
bias in the interpretation of ambiguity.
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value were counterbalanced. All elements of the testing chamber
were cleaned with 70% ethanol between each trial.

To learn the stimulus-reward associations rats were exposed
to daily training sessions that consisted of 2 high-reward trials
and 2 low-reward trials; the order of the 4 trials was randomized.
Animals moved from the start box through the PVC tunnel into
the goal box, and chose either the “correct” rewarded or “incor-
rect” unrewarded bowl. A choice was defined as a rat moving its
nose or paw inside the bowl or touching the outside of the bowl
with its nose or paw. If an animal chose the rewarded bowl first,
the trial was counted as correct and the rat was allowed to con-
sume the reward. If an animal chose incorrectly it was allowed
to move to the correct bowl and consume the reward during the
first 5 days of training. Decision-making was measured during
the first 8 trials, after the rats had consumed at least one reward
in the test chamber, by timing the latency between the incor-
rect selection of an inaccessible reward and the switch to choose
the rewarded bowl. Starting the 6th day of training, the rat was
removed immediately if it chose the incorrect side.

A learning criterion was set at 3 out of 4 trials with a correct
first bowl choice for 4 out of 5 days. The number of days to reach
the learning criterion was evaluated to determine if stress dur-
ing adolescence impacts adult associative learning (Hammond
et al., 2009). In both the stressed and control group 2 rats did
not pass the learning criterion. After passing the criterion, probe
trials were conducted where ambiguous/intermediate grade sili-
con carbide waterproof sandpaper (P220) was placed in the PVC
tube connecting the start and goal boxes. On each day of probe
testing a total of 5 trials were run; in addition to the 4 standard
trials, one probe trial using ambiguous sandpaper was randomly
inserted into the normal sequence, but the last trial was never a
probe trial. A total of 5 probe trials were run over 5 days follow-
ing the same design as Brydges et al. (2011). During probe testing
all animals maintained the learning criterion.

After choosing a bowl during the ambiguous probe trial, the
bowl choice was noted as either a high or a low-reward categoriza-
tion of the ambiguous sandpaper cue and the animal was allowed
to consume the reward. A number of studies using unrewarded
probe trials found that animal stop responding during repeated
probe trials, interpreted as a consequence of the animals learn-
ing that probes are not reinforced (Bateson and Matheson, 2007;
Brilot et al., 2010; Doyle et al., 2010). To circumvent this, in the
current study both high and low-rewards were present during
probe trials to avoid cessation of response. A potential limita-
tion of this design is that an initial probe interpretation may be
reinforced if an animal encounters an expected reward, however,
our data do not support this as all but 2 rats sampled both bowls
during the 5 probe trials.

SUCROSE PREFERENCE
To assess motivation to consume sucrose solution, a 24-h test
for preference of 2% sucrose solution (weight/volume) relative to
water was administered both prior to and after stress exposure (at
27 and 211 days of age) to determine whether preference changed
over time (Strekalova et al., 2004). Animals had simultaneous
access to 2 bottles placed side-by-side on the lid of their home
cage: one with water and another with a 2% sucrose solution.

To avoid effects from side preference, the location of the sucrose
and water bottles was counterbalanced and halfway through the
test, the sides of the two solutions were switched. Bottle weights
were obtained before and after the 24-h period of unlimited access
and relative preference was calculated: Sucrose preference = 100
× sucrose solution intake(g)/[sucrose solution intake(g) + water
intake(g)]. To assess individual preferences, animals were singly-
housed during the assay. To minimize social stress during testing,
the individual cages of separated pairs were positioned next to
each other and all rats had access to a 7.6 cm diameter PVC tube
and a 2.5 × 2.5 × 8 cm pine block for enrichment (Odberg, 1987;
Gross et al., 2012). Following the sucrose preference test, pairs
were recombined in a clean home cage.

EXPLORATORY BEHAVIOR
Rats were given two tests to assess exploratory behavior, an open
field and a novel object test. Both tests were administered at two
time points, one before and one after stress exposure (Van Dijken
et al., 1992; Cavigelli et al., 2009). To minimize the potential for
the second set of behavioral tasks to be influenced by the first,
the two test iterations were separated by 55 days and new stim-
ulus objects were used during each novel object test. All tests
were run in a 122 × 122 × 46 cm opaque Plexiglas arena. Each
task involved 5 min of free exploration during which latency to
leave a 7.6 cm diameter PVC tube shelter was measured. All ani-
mals started both exploratory tests inside the PVC tube shelter;
the tube was placed along the base of one arena wall in the same
position and orientation for all tests.

Exploratory task 1: open field
To compare activity levels between adolescent-stress and con-
trol animals, activity in the arena was quantified with a video-
recorded open field assay at two time points (28 and 84 days
of age, pre and post chronic unpredictable stress). During video
analysis an 8 × 8 grid was used to quantify activity by count-
ing the number of squares crossed on the grid. Crossing of grid
squares along the walls of the arena and the proportion of time
spent in squares along the arena walls were quantified as indica-
tors of thigmotaxis, a positive correlate of anxiety (Simon et al.,
1994).

Exploratory task 2: novel object
Response to novelty was evaluated before and after chronic
unpredicatable stress (at 29 and 85 days of age) with two behav-
ioral measures: time to leave the PVC shelter (i.e., when all 4 feet
were touching the arena floor) and latencies to physically con-
tact the two novel objects in the arena with either a paw or nose.
The novel objects varied in texture, color, and size. Several plastic
objects were used including a translucent red triangle, an opaque
matt yellow bowl, a shiny yellow cylinder, and a translucent
shelter.

DATA ANALYSIS
Sucrose preference and cognitive bias data conformed to the
assumptions for parametric analyses. SNC data were square
root transformed to achieve normality. Exploratory behavioral
data from the novel object and open field assays were nat-
ural log transformed to achieve normality. To test whether
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chronic unpredictable stress during adolescence affected sucrose
preference or exploratory behavior over time (pre and post
chronic unpredictable stress), we used 2 factor (time and stress
condition) repeated measures ANOVAs to compare across the
2 tests. For post-hoc analysis, independent samples two-tailed
t-tests were used to compare the stress and control groups
within the 2 test iterations. Only significant post-hoc findings are
reported.

To evaluate ambiguity interpretations in the cognitive bias
assay, we tested the first two ambiguous probe exposures sep-
arately using univariate general linear models because response
to the ambiguous probe changes with repeated exposures; ini-
tial exposures are more reliable measures of affect (Bateson and
Matheson, 2007; Brilot et al., 2010; Doyle et al., 2010). Following
individual analysis of the first and second probes, all 5 probe
exposures were evaluated with a repeated measures general lin-
ear model as in Brydges et al. (2011) and Burman et al. (2009). To
determine whether activity or motivation to consume a reward
impacted performance in the cognitive bias test, we included
activity in the open field and sucrose preference as covariates
in the ambiguous probe general linear models. Neither activ-
ity nor sucrose preference were significant factors in explaining
variation in the data, so they were removed from the model
[activity: F(1,12) = 0.929, P = 0.36; sucrose preference: F(1,12) =
0.590, P = 0.46]. The associative learning and decision-making
data were analyzed with independent samples two-tailed t-tests.
To determine whether animals that experienced adolescent stress
had a stronger response to reward devaluation than control ani-
mals, repeated measures ANOVAs were used to assess behavior
for pre-shift days 4–12 and post-shift days 13–18. To assess the
impacts of activity and motivation to consume a reward on
SNC scores locomotion in the open field and sucrose preference
were included as covariates in the repeated measures ANOVAs;
neither factor significantly explained variation in the data and
were subsequently removed from the model [Pre-shift: activ-
ity: F(1,12) = 0.065, P = 0.81; sucrose pref: F(1,12) = 0.092, P =
0.77; Post-shift: activity: F(1,12) = 1.959, P = 0.20; sucrose pref:
F(1,12) = 1.984, P = 0.20]. To evaluate response to the reward
devaluation, lick numbers on the first day of post-shift were sub-
tracted from the average of the last 3 days of pre-shift. These
difference scores were tested with a two-tailed t-test. Analyses
were run in SPSS; values are reported as means ± standard
deviation.

RESULTS
SUCCESSIVE NEGATIVE CONTRAST
Response to the reward downshift was greater in the adolescent-
stress group than in the control animals [T(1,14) = 2.216, P =
0.04, d = 1.02, see Figure 4]. No differences were found in the
pre-shift lick rates of the adolescent-stress and control animals
[RM ANOVA, F(1, 6) = 0.092, P = 0.77] or over time [F(1, 6) =
4.022, P = 0.37], nor was there an interaction [F(1, 6) = 1.173,
P = 0.61]. Post-shift lick rates changed over time as rats returned
to pre-shift licking rates [RM ANOVA, F(1, 6) = 9.911, P = 0.01],
but stress and control animals did not differ in their post-shift lick
rates [RM ANOVA, F(1, 6) = 0.003, P = 0.95], nor was there an
interaction [F(1, 6) = 0.644, P = 0.70].

COGNITIVE BIAS ASSAY
All stressed animals interpreted the ambiguous cue as negative on
the first day of probe testing, demonstrating a negative cognitive
bias that differed from the control animals whose interpretations
were half positive and half negative [F(1, 12) = 5.000, P < 0.05,
R2 = 0.33, see Figure 5]. This difference in the interpretation of
the ambiguous probe was not significant in subsequent trials [Day
2: F(1,12) = 0.000, P = 1.00; GLM 5 days: F(1,12) = 0.471, P =
0.508]. The total number of positive and negative probe inter-
pretations from each group are depicted in Figure 6. Within the
first two days of training, adolescent-stressed animals were faster
to correct wrong decisions by abandoning the wrong bowl, reori-
enting, and choosing the correct bowl [t-test T(1,14) = 3.245, P =
0.01, d = 1.62, see Figure 7]. However, animals stressed during

FIGURE 4 | Coping response in a successive negative contrast test

following stress during adolescence. Animals exposed to chronic
unpredictable stress during adolescence exhibited a long-term increase in
reward loss sensitivity as measured by successive negative contrast (SNC).
The asterisk indicates a significant difference in the downshift scores
between the adolescent-stressed and control animals.

FIGURE 5 | Interpretation of a novel ambiguous stimulus on the first

day of an ambiguous judgment test for cognitive bias. All animals that
experienced stress during adolescence interpreted the ambiguous cue as
negative, indicating a long-term negative cognitive bias, while control
animals were equally likely to interpret the cue as positive or negative.
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FIGURE 6 | Interpretation of an ambiguous stimulus during all

cognitive bias testing days. Rats that experienced stress during
adolescence trended toward a negative cognitive bias across the 5 day
testing period.

FIGURE 7 | Latency to move to the correct, rewarded bowl after the

first incorrect choice. At the first encounter with the unrewarded bowl
during cognitive bias training, prior to associative learning, animals that
experienced stress during adolescence had a shorter latency to correct
their choice and reorient to the rewarded bowl.

adolescence showed no difference in the number of days to learn
the associative task compared with controls [t-test, stress: 26 ± 3
vs. control: 25 ± 5; T(1, 10) = 0.419, P = 0.68].

SUCROSE PREFERENCE
Sucrose preference decreased over time [RM ANOVA effect of
time: F(1, 7) = 5.680, P = 0.04], but there was no effect of stress
[RM ANOVA effect of stress: F(1, 7) = 0.417, P = 0.53] and no
interaction between stress condition and time [RM ANOVA stress
× time interaction: F(1, 7) = 0.631, P = 0.42; time 1: stress 83 ±
7% vs. control 82 ± 7%; time 2: stress 78 ± 7% vs. control 74 ±
8%].

OPEN FIELD ACTIVITY SCORES
Activity increased over time, which is consistent with previous
studies indicating that age influences exploratory behavior in an
open field [RM ANOVA effect of time: F(1, 7) = 8.454, P = 0.01;
Bronstein, 1972]. There was no effect of stress [RM ANOVA effect
of stress: F(1, 7) = 0.093, P = 0.77], nor was there an interaction
between stress condition and time [RM ANOVA stress × time
interaction: F(1, 7) = 1.423, P = 0.25; time 1, stress 244 ± 30

squares crossed vs. control 233 ± 86 squares crossed; time 2, stress
282 ± 29 squares crossed vs. control 303 ± 40 squares crossed].

Thigmotaxis decreased over time in all animals [RM ANOVA
effect of time: F(1, 7) = 97.685, P < 0.00]. There was no effect of
stress condition [RM ANOVA effect of stress: F(1, 7) = 0.110, P =
0.75], and no interaction between stress and time [RM ANOVA
stress × time interaction: F(1, 7) = 0.359, P = 0.56; time 1, stress
283 ± 12(s) vs. control 282 ± 10(s); time 2, stress 233 ± 15(s) vs.
control 238 ± 21(s)].

NOVEL OBJECT
The latency to approach a novel object decreased in animals
exposed to stress during adolescence [RM ANOVA effect of
stress: F(1, 7) = 4.682, P < 0.05]. In the second test iteration
rats exposed to adolescent-stress were faster to approach a novel
object than control animals [latency to approach novel object at
time 2, stress: 4.6 ± 2(s) vs. control: 16 ± 13(s); T(1,14) = 2.419,
P = 0.03, d = 1.23] with no baseline difference in the approach
latency prior to stress exposure [latency to approach novel object
at time 1, stress: 15.4 ± 19(s) vs. control: 16.7 ± 13(s); T(1,14) =
0.156, P = 0.88]. While this difference appears to be a real biolog-
ical effect, the variance between the groups was high which may
explain the lack of interaction between time and treatment [RM
ANOVA stress × time interaction: F(1, 7) = 1.544, P = 0.23].

Latency to leave the PVC shelter decreased over time in all
animals, which is congruous with previous findings that behav-
ior in a novel object test changes as animals reach adulthood
[RM ANOVA effect of time: F(1, 7) = 11.179, P = 0.01; Saul et al.,
2012]. During the novel object test, 15 days after the comple-
tion of the chronic unpredictable stress treatment, rats exposed
to stress during adolescence left the PVC shelter faster than con-
trol animals [exit latency at time 2, stress: 2.3 ± 0.6(s) vs. control:
7.3 ± 1.8(s); T(1,14) = 2.240, P = 0.04, d = 3.73]. There was no
baseline difference in the latency to leave the PVC shelter prior
to stress exposure [exit latency at time 1, stress: 2 ± 0.5(s) vs.
control: 1.7 ± 1(s); T(1,14) = 0.344, P = 0.74].

DISCUSSION
Our results show that chronic unpredictable stress during ado-
lescence has long-term effects on coping response, cognitive
bias, and decision-making. Associative learning and sucrose pref-
erence, however, were not affected by stress exposure during
adolescence. The novel object test showed increased boldness
behaviors 15 days after completion of the chronic unpredictable
stress paradigm. Activity and thigmotaxis in the open field were
not affected by prior adverse experience. Stress-exposed rats were
faster to leave a familiar shelter in an environment containing
novelty and approached novel objects more quickly than con-
trol animals. The successive negative contrast test demonstrated
that stress during adolescence induces a stronger response to the
devaluation of an expected reward in adulthood. The sucrose
preference test demonstrated that stress during adolescence does
not alter motivation to consume a reward, confirming that the
altered response to reward devaluation exhibited by animals
exposed to stress during adolescence was not due to a difference
in reward salience, but was a reaction to the downshift in reward
value.
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Exposure to stress during adolescence also decreased the
latency to correct a choice and locate a food reward after an
incorrect decision. In an early phase of training for the cognitive
bias assay, adolescent-stressed animals were faster at abandon-
ing, reorienting, and switching their choice of food bowl after
encountering a bowl with an inaccessible reward than the con-
trol animals. The results from the sucrose preference test exclude
the possibility that the shorter latency to find the reward after an
incorrect decision is due to a difference in motivation to obtain
the reward, as the preference test demonstrates that motivation
to consume a reward is unchanged by stress during adolescence.
Thus, the expediency of decision-making in stressed animals
could be the result of decreased behavioral inhibition or increased
impulsivity when compared to the control animals. Animals
exposed to exogenous corticosterone during adolescence show a
form of impulsivity marked by an increased preference for an
immediate, small reward rather than a larger reward delivered
after a variable delay (Torregrossa et al., 2012). It is possible that
the decreased latency to abandon a first choice and transition to
a second choice demonstrated by adolescent-stress animals also
reflects increased impulsivity. Long-term changes in impulsivity
behaviors may be underpinned by stress-induced changes in the
brain. Stress may impair maturation processes that typically occur
during adolescence, such as myelination in the prefrontal cortex,
thereby prolonging an immature-like state of top-down connec-
tivity into adulthood (McCormick, 2007). An immature-like state
in prefrontal cortex could maintain increased impulsivity behav-
iors characteristic of the adolescent stage, and alter behavioral
inhibition and decision-making in adulthood.

Our results showed that stress during adolescence induces a
long-term negative cognitive bias. This finding, along with the
SNC results demonstrating increased sensitivity to reward loss,
indicate that stress during adolescence generates a long-term neg-
ative background emotional state (Burman et al., 2008; Mendl
et al., 2009). A negative background emotional state can bias
decision-making and expectations for the future; humans with a
negative emotional state exhibit biases in attention (e.g., greater
attention to threatening stimuli), memory (e.g., enhanced nega-
tive memory retrieval), and judgment (e.g., risk and ambiguity
aversion, Paul et al., 2005). It is important, however, to keep
in mind the potential ecological context of a negative cognitive
bias induced by stress. For example, in sites of high predation,
traits like threat bias and risk aversion may serve an adaptive
function. If threat is prevalent in an environment, it may be
advantageous to more readily treat ambiguity as negative or a
potential threat (Mendl et al., 2009). Stress induced programming
during adolescence for a long-term threat bias may serve to pre-
pare an individual to cope with future exposure to a dangerous
environment. Human studies suggest that the consequences of a
negative cognitive bias are far reaching, but the full impacts of a
negative cognitive bias in non-human animals are not yet clear
(Winkielman et al., 2007).

The ambiguous judgment cognitive bias task used here cap-
tured differences in the interpretation of ambiguity as a result of
stress during adolescence. The results of the 5 probe trials eval-
uated together, however, highlight a limitation of the ambiguous
judgment test. During the first exposure to the ambiguous probe,

animals interpret the novel ambiguous stimulus based only on
their own biases and life history, whereas subsequent exposures to
the ambiguous probe are influenced by previous interpretations
of the probe. Thus, repeated probe tests can be subject to effects
from learning (Doyle et al., 2010). In the current study the initial
ambiguous probe trials were analyzed separately from subsequent
probe trials similar to Brilot et al. (2010). Future studies that
use the ambiguous judgment task should analyze initial probe
exposures separately, as the use of repeated probe tests allows for
learning and can yield misleading results (Brilot et al., 2010; Doyle
et al., 2010).

The current study found that sensitivity to reward loss in
adulthood is intensified by exposure to stress during adolescence,
suggesting that animals exposed to adverse events during this
period can undergo a long-term change in coping with chal-
lenge. This result could help explain an interesting phenomenon
documented in previous studies: adolescent-stressed animals can
appear to have unaltered behavior, temperament, and learning
in adulthood, until they encounter a challenge, at which point
behavioral differences become apparent (Watt et al., 2009; Vidal
et al., 2011; McCormick et al., 2012). Our results suggest that
the altered response to challenge demonstrated by adult animals
exposed to stress during adolescence could arise from a long-term
change in coping response that has behavioral and cognitive con-
sequences that only become apparent upon subsequent exposure
to stress.

Immediately following exposure to isolation and unpre-
dictable housing during adolescence, exploratory behavior in an
elevated plus maze is increased, however, a month following stress
exposure exploratory behavior is decreased relative to controls
(McCormick et al., 2008). Our results expand upon this find-
ing to demonstrate that 2 weeks following physical and social
stress during adolescence, male rats are faster to approach nov-
elty, suggesting increased exploratory behavior. The contrast in
effects of closely related stress paradigms emphasizes the need
for longitudinal studies that evaluate the consequences of specific
stress paradigms and span multiple life stages in order to more
completely understand how resilience and vulnerability to stress
change over the lifetime of an organism.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
We thank the Huck Institute of the Life Sciences and the Eberly
College of Science for support. This project was also funded,
in part, under a grant with the Pennsylvania Department of
Health using Tobacco CURE Funds. The Department specif-
ically disclaims responsibility for any analyses, interpretations
or conclusions. We would also like to thank the members of
the Braithwaite group, with a special thanks to Steve Beri,
Bryan Ferguson, and Cairsty Grassie for their patience and
assistance. We are grateful to those who aided in data col-
lection including Lindsay Bacik, Madelyn Rea, and Brianna
Paterniani. The authors thank Rebecca Corwin and her group
for their help and insight and Tyler Wagner for his guid-
ance on data analysis. We are grateful to Nicholas Russell,
Sound Technology, and Marc Dingman of the Vandenbergh
group for their guidance and assistance constructing the
lickometer.

Frontiers in Human Neuroscience www.frontiersin.org July 2013 | Volume 7 | Article 328 | 8

http://www.frontiersin.org/Human_Neuroscience
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Human_Neuroscience/archive


Chaby et al. Stress and long-term changes in behavior and cognition

REFERENCES
Andersen, S. L., and Teicher, M. H.

(2008). Stress, sensitive periods
and maturational events in adoles-
cent depression. Trends Neurosci.
31, 183–191. doi: 10.1016/j.tins.
2008.01.004

Archard, G. A., Earley, R. L., Hanninen,
A. F., and Braithwaite, V. A. (2012).
Correlated behaviour and stress
physiology in fish exposed to dif-
ferent levels of predation pres-
sure. Funct. Ecol. 26, 637–645. doi:
10.1111/j.1365-2435.2012.01968.x

Bateson, M., and Matheson, S. M.
(2007). Performance on a categori-
sation task suggests that removal of
environmental enrichment induces
“pessimism” in captive European
starlings (Sturnus vulgaris). Anim.
Welfare 16, 33–36.

Brilot, B. O., Asher, L., and Bateson, M.
(2010). Stereotyping starlings are
more “pessimistic”. Anim. Cogn. 13,
721–731. doi: 10.1007/s10071-010-
0323-z

Bronstein, P. M. (1972). Open-field
behavior of the rat as a function of
age: Cross-sectional and longitudi-
nal investigations. J. Comp. Physiol.
Psychol. 80, 335–341. doi: 10.1037/
h0032986

Brydges, N. M., Hall, H., Nicolson,
R., Holmes, M. C., and Hall, J.
(2012). The effects of juvenile stress
on anxiety, cognitive bias and deci-
sion making in adulthood: a rat
model. PLoS ONE 7:e48143. doi:
10.1371/journal.pone.0048143

Brydges, N. M., Leach, M., Nicol,
K., Wright, R., and Bateson, M.
(2011). Environmental enrichment
induces optimistic cognitive bias in
rats. Anim. Behav. 81, 169–175. doi:
10.1016/j.anbehav.2010.09.030

Burman, O. H. P., Parker, R., Paul,
E. S., and Mendl, M. (2008).
Sensitivity to reward loss as an
indicator of animal affect and
welfare. Biol. Lett. 4, 330–333. doi:
10.1098/rsbl.2008.0113

Burman, O. H. P., Parker, R., Paul,
E. S., and Mendl, M. (2009).
Anxiety-induced cognitive bias
in non-human animals. Physiol.
Behav. 98, 345–350. doi: 10.1016/
j.physbeh.2009.06.012

Buwalda, B., Geerdink, M., Vidal,
J., and Koolhaas, J. M. (2011).
Social behavior and social
stress in adolescence: a focus
on animal models. Neurosci.
Biobehav. Rev. 35, 1713–1721. doi:
10.1016/j.neubiorev.2010.10.004

Cavigelli, S. A., Ragan, C. M., Michael,
K. C., Kovacsics, C. E., and
Bruscke, A. P. (2009). Stable
behavioral inhibition and gluco-
corticoid production as predictors

of longevity. Physiol. Behav. 98,
205–214. doi: 10.1016/j.physbeh.
2009.05.012

Costantini, D., Monaghan, P., and
Metcalfe, N. B. (2012). Early life
experience primes resistance to
oxidative stress. J. Exp. Biol. 215,
2820–2826. doi: 10.1242/jeb.072231

Doyle, R. E., Lee, C., Deiss, V., Fisher,
A. D., Hinch, G. N., and Boissy, A.
(2011). Measuring judgement bias
and emotional reactivity in sheep
following long-term exposure to
unpredictable and aversive events.
Physiol. Behav. 102, 503–510. doi:
10.1016/j.physbeh.2011.01.001

Doyle, R. E., Vidal, S., Hinch, G. N.,
Fisher, A. D., Boissy, A., and Lee, C.
(2010). The effect of repeated test-
ing on judgement biases in sheep.
Behav. Process. 83, 349–352. doi:
10.1016/j.beproc.2010.01.019

Foilb, A. R., Lui, P., and Romeo, R.
(2011). The transformation of
hormonal stress responses through-
out puberty and adolescence.
J. Endocrinol. 210, 391–398. doi:
10.1530/JOE-11-0206

Flaherty, C. F., and Rowan, G. A.
(1989). Rats (Rattus norvegi-
cus) selectively bred to differ
in avoidance-behavior also
differ in response to novelty
stress, in glycemic conditioning,
and in reward contrast. Behav.
Neural Biol. 51, 145–164. doi:
10.1016/S0163-1047(89)90782-6

Gomez, M. J., Escarabajal, M. D., de
la Torre, L., Tobena, A., Fernandez-
Teruel, A., and Torres, C. (2009).
Consummatory successive negative
and anticipatory contrast effects
in inbred Roman rats. Physiol.
Behav. 97, 374–380. doi: 10.1016/j.
physbeh.2009.03.003

Gross, A. N., Richter, S. H., Engel,
A. K. J., and Wurbel, H. (2012).
Cage-induced stereotypies, perse-
veration and the effects of environ-
mental enrichment in laboratory
mice. Behav. Brain Res. 234, 61–68.
doi: 10.1016/j.bbr.2012.06.007

Hammond, R., Mauk, R., Ninaci,
D., Nelson, D., and Gibbs, R. B.
(2009). Chronic treatment with
estrogen receptor agonists restores
acquisition of a spatial learning
task in young ovariectomized rats.
Horm. Behav. 56, 309–314. doi:
10.1016/j.yhbeh.2009.06.008

Harding, E. J., Paul, E. S., and Mendl,
M. (2004). Cognitive bias and affec-
tive state. Nature 427, 312. doi:
10.1038/427312a

Koolhaas, J. M., Bartolomucci, A.,
Buwalda, B., de Boer, S. F., Fluegge,
G., Korte, S. M., et al. (2011).
Stress revisited: a critical evalua-
tion of the stress concept. Neurosci.

Biobehav. Rev. 35, 1291–1301. doi:
10.1016/j.neubiorev.2011.02.003

Lombardi, B. R., and Flaherty, C.
F. (1978). Apparent disinhibi-
tion of successive but not of
simultaneous negative contrast.
Anim. Learn. Behav. 6, 30–42. doi:
10.3758/BF03211999

Mathews, I. Z., Wilton, A., Styles, A.,
and McCormick, C. M. (2008).
Increased depressive behaviour in
females and heightened corticos-
terone release in males to swim
stress after adolescent social stress
in rats. Behav. Brain Res. 190,
33–40. doi: 10.1016/j.bbr.2008.
02.004

McCormick, C. M. (2007). An animal
model of social instability stress in
adolescence and risk for drugs of
abuse. Physiol. Behav. 99, 194–203.
doi: 10.1016/j.physbeh.2009.01.014

McCormick, C. M., and Green, M. R.
(2012). From the stressed adoles-
cent to the anxious and depressed
adult: Investigations in rodent
models. Neuroscience. doi: 10.1016/
j.neuroscience.2012.08.063. [Epub
ahead of print].

McCormick, C. M., and Mathews,
I. Z. (2008). HPA function in
adolescence: Role of sex hor-
mones in its regulation and the
enduring consequences of expo-
sure to stressors. Pharmacol.
Biochem. Behav. 86, 220–233. doi:
10.1016/j.pbb.2006.07.012

McCormick, C. M., Mathews, I. Z.,
Thomas, C., and Waters, P. (2010).
Investigations of HPA function and
the enduring consequences of stres-
sors in adolescence in animal mod-
els. Brain Cogn. 72, 73–85. doi:
10.1016/j.bandc.2009.06.003

McCormick, C. M., Robarts, D.,
Gleason, E., and Kelsey, J. E.
(2004). Stress during adolescence
enhances locomotor sensitiza-
tion to nicotine in adulthood
in female, but not male, rats.
Horm. Behav. 46, 458–466. doi:
10.1016/j.yhbeh.2004.05.004

McCormick, C. M., Thomas, C. M.,
Sheridan, C. S., Nixon, F., Flynn,
J. A., and Mathews, I. Z. (2012).
Social instability stress in adolescent
male rats alters hippocampal neu-
rogenesis and produces deficits in
spatial location memory in adult-
hood. Hippocampus 22, 1300–1312.
doi: 10.1002/hipo.20966

McCormick, C. M., Smith, C., and
Mathews, I. Z. (2008). Effects of
chronic social stress in adolescence
on anxiety and neuroendocrine
response to mild stress in
male and female rats. Behav.
Brain Res. 187, 228–238. doi:
10.1016/j.bbr.2007.09.005

McEwen, B. S. (2005). Glucocorticoids,
depression, and mood disorders:
structural remodeling in the
brain. Metabolism 54, 20–23. doi:
10.1016/j.metabol.2005.01.008

Mendl, M., Burman, O. H. P., Parker,
R. M. A., and Paul, E. S. (2009).
Cognitive bias as an indicator
of animal emotion and welfare:
emerging evidence and under-
lying mechanisms. Appl. Anim.
Behav. Sci. 118, 161–181. doi:
10.1016/j.applanim.2009.02.023

Mendl, M., and Paul, E. S. (2004).
Consciousness, emotion and animal
welfare: insights from cognitive sci-
ence. Anim. Welfare 13, S17–S25.

Mitchell, C., and Flaherty, C.
(1998). Temporal dynamics
of corticosterone elevation in
successive negative contrast.
Physiol. Behav. 64, 287–292. doi:
10.1016/S0031-9384(98)00072-9

Odberg, F. O. (1987). The influence
of cage size and environmental
enrichment on the develop-
ment of stereotypies in bank
voles (Clethrionomys glareolus).
Behav. Process. 14, 155–173. doi:
10.1016/0376-6357(87)90042-8

Paul, E. S., Harding, E. J., and Mendl,
M. (2005). Measuring emotional
processes in animals: the utility
of a cognitive approach. Neurosci.
Biobehav. Rev. 29, 469–491. doi:
10.1016/j.neubiorev.2005.01.002

Plotsky, P. M., and Meaney, M. J.
(1993). Early, postnatal experience
alters hypothalamic corticotropin-
releasing factor (CRF) mRNA,
median eminence CRF content and
stress-induced release in adult rats.
Mol. Brain Res. 18, 195–200. doi:
10.1016/0169-328X(93)90189-V

Romeo, R. D. (2003). Puberty: a
period of both organizational
and activational effects of steroid
hormones on neurobehavioural
development. J. Neuroendocrinol.
15, 1185–1192. doi: 10.1111/
j.1365-2826.2003.01106.x

Romeo, R. D. (2010). Pubertal
maturation and pro-
gramming of hypothalamic–
pituitary–adrenal reactivity. Front.
Neuroendocrinol. 31, 232–240. doi:
10.1016/j.yfrne.2010.02.004

Romeo, R. D., and McEwen,
B. S. (2007). Stress and the
adolescent brain. Ann. N.Y.
Acad. Sci. 1094, 202–214. doi:
10.1196/annals.1376.022

Sánchez, M. M., Aguado, F., Sánchez-
Toscano, F., and Saphier, D. (1998).
Neuroendocrine and immuno-
cytochemical demonstrations of
decreased hypothalamo-pituitary–
adrenal axis responsiveness to
restraint stress after long-term

Frontiers in Human Neuroscience www.frontiersin.org July 2013 | Volume 7 | Article 328 | 9

http://www.frontiersin.org/Human_Neuroscience
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Human_Neuroscience/archive


Chaby et al. Stress and long-term changes in behavior and cognition

social isolation. Endocrinology 139,
579–587. doi: 10.1210/en.139.2.579

Sánchez, M. M., Ladd, C. O., and
Plotsky, P. M. (2001). Early
adverse experience as a devel-
opmental risk factor for later
psychopathology: Evidence from
rodent and primate models. Dev.
Psychopathol. 13, 419–449. doi:
10.1017/S0954579401003029

Saul, M. L., Tylee, D., Becoats, K.
T., Guerrero, B. G., Sweeney, P.,
Helmreich, D. L., et al. (2012).
Long-term behavioral conse-
quences of stress exposure in
adolescent versus young adult rats.
Behav. Brain Res. 229, 226–234. doi:
10.1016/j.bbr.2012.01.022

Schmidt, M. V., Sterlemann, V., Ganea,
K., Liebl, C., Alam, S., Harbich,
D., et al. (2007). Persistent neu-
roendocrine and behavioral effects
of a novel, etiologically relevant
mouse paradigm for chronic
social stress during adolescence.
Psychoneuroendocrinology 32,
417–429. doi: 10.1016/j.psyneuen.
2007.02.011

Simon, P., Dupuis, R., and Costentin,
J. (1994). Thigmotaxis as an index
of anxiety in mice. Influence
of dopaminergic transmissions.
Behav. Brain Res. 1, 59–64. doi:
10.1016/0166-4328(94)90008-6

Sheriff, M. J., Krebs, C. J., and Boonstra,
R. (2009). The sensitive hare:

sublethal effects of predator stress
on reproduction in snowshoe hares.
J. Anim. Ecol. 78, 1249–1258. doi:
10.1111/j.1365-2656.2009.01552.x

Spear, L. P. (2000). The adolescent brain
and age-related behavioral mani-
festations. Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev.
24, 417–463. doi: 10.1016/S0149-
7634(00)00014-2

Sterlemann, V., Rammes, G., Wolf, M.,
Liebl, C., Ganea, K., Müller, M.
B., et al. (2010). Chronic social
stress during adolescence induces
cognitive impairment in aged mice.
Hippocampus 20, 540–549.

Strekalova, T., Spanagel, R., Bartsch,
D., Henn, F. A., and Gass, P.
(2004). Stress-induced anhedonia
in mice is associated with deficits
in forced swimming and explo-
ration. Neuropsychopharmacology
29, 2007–2017. doi: 10.1038/sj.npp.
1300532

Torregrossa, M. M., Xie, M., and
Taylor, J. R. (2012). Chronic
corticosterone exposure during
adolescence reduces impulsive
action but increases impulsive
choice and sensitivity to yohim-
bine in male Sprague-Dawley
rats. Neuropsychopharmacology
37, 1656–1670. doi: 10.1038/
npp.2012.11

Van Dijken, H. H., Van Der Heyden,
J. A. M., Mos, J., and Tilders, F. J.
H. (1992). Inescapable footshocks

induce progressive and long-lasting
behavioural changes in male rats.
Physiol. Behav. 51, 787–794. doi:
10.1016/0031-9384(92)90117-K

van Eden, C. G., Kros, J. M., and
Uylings, H. B. (1990). The develop-
ment of the rat prefrontal cortex.
Its size and development of connec-
tions with thalamus, spinal cord and
other cortical areas. Prog. Brain Res.
85, 169–183. doi: 10.1016/S0079-
6123(08)62680-1

Vidal, J., Buwalda, B., and Koolhaas,
J. M. (2011). Differential long-
term effects of social stress
during adolescence on anxiety
in Wistar and wild-type rats.
Behav. Process. 87, 176–182. doi:
10.1016/j.beproc.2011.03.004

Watt, M. J., Burke, A. R., Renner,
K. J., and Forster, G. L. (2009).
Adolescent male rats exposed to
social defeat exhibit altered anxiety
behavior and limbic monoamines
as adults. Behav. Neurosci. 123,
564–576. doi: 10.1037/a0015752

Winkielman, P., Knutson, B., Paulus,
M., and Trujillo, J. L. (2007).
Affective influence on judg-
ments and decisions: moving
towards core mechanisms. Rev.
Gen. Psychol. 11, 179–192. doi:
10.1037/1089-2680.11.2.179

Zurita, A., Martijena, I., Cuadra, G.,
Brandão, M. L., and Molina, V.
(2000). Early exposure to chronic

variable stress facilitates the occur-
rence of anhedonia and enhanced
emotional reactions to novel
stressors: reversal by naltrexone
pretreatment. Behav. Brain Res.
117, 163–171. doi: 10.1016/S0166-
4328(00)00302-8

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.

Received: 01 April 2013; accepted: 12
June 2013; published online: 04 July
2013.
Citation: Chaby LE, Cavigelli SA, White
A, Wang K and Braithwaite VA (2013)
Long-term changes in cognitive bias
and coping response as a result of
chronic unpredictable stress during ado-
lescence. Front. Hum. Neurosci. 7:328.
doi: 10.3389/fnhum.2013.00328
Copyright © 2013 Chaby, Cavigelli,
White, Wang and Braithwaite. This is
an open-access article distributed under
the terms of the Creative Commons
Attribution License, which permits use,
distribution and reproduction in other
forums, provided the original authors
and source are credited and subject to any
copyright notices concerning any third-
party graphics etc.

Frontiers in Human Neuroscience www.frontiersin.org July 2013 | Volume 7 | Article 328 | 10

http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2013.00328
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2013.00328
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2013.00328
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
http://www.frontiersin.org/Human_Neuroscience
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Human_Neuroscience/archive

	Long-term changes in cognitive bias and coping response as a result of chronic unpredictable stress during adolescence
	Introduction
	Methods
	Subjects and Housing
	Adolescent Chronic Unpredictable Stress
	Successive Negative Contrast (SNC)
	Cognitive Bias, Decision-Making, and Associative Learning
	Sucrose Preference
	Exploratory Behavior
	Exploratory task 1: open field
	Exploratory task 2: novel object

	Data Analysis

	Results
	Successive Negative Contrast
	Cognitive Bias Assay
	Sucrose Preference
	Open Field Activity Scores
	Novel Object

	Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	References


