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Abstract: Future long-duration space missions will involve travel outside of the Earth’s magnetosphere
protection and will result in astronauts being exposed to high energy and charge (HZE) ions and
protons. Exposure to this type of radiation can result in damage to the central nervous system and
deficits in numerous cognitive domains that can jeopardize mission success. Social processing is
a cognitive domain that is important for people living and working in groups, such as astronauts,
but it has received little attention in terms of HZE ion exposure. In the current study, we assessed the
effects of whole-body oxygen ion (16O; 1000 MeV/n) exposure (1 or 10 cGy) on social odor recognition
memory in male Long-Evans rats at one and six months following exposure. Radiation exposure
did not affect rats’ preferences for a novel social odor experienced during Habituation at either
time point. However, rats exposed to 10 cGy displayed short and long-term deficits in 24-h social
recognition. In contrast, rats exposed to 1 cGy only displayed long-term deficits in 24-h social
recognition. While an age-related decrease in Ki67+ staining (a marker of cell proliferation) was
found in the subventricular zone, it was unaffected by radiation exposure. At one month following
exposure, plasma KC/GRO (CXCL1) levels were elevated in the 1 cGy rats, but not in the 10 cGy rats,
suggesting that peripheral levels of this cytokine could be associated with intact social recognition
at earlier time points following radiation exposure. These results have important implications
for long-duration missions and demonstrate that behaviors related to social processing could be
negatively affected by HZE ion exposure.
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1. Introduction

In the near future, astronauts will spend more prolonged periods in space, venturing to the moon
and Mars. These missions will require travel outside of the Earth’s magnetosphere, where exposure to
galactic cosmic radiation (GCR) and solar particle events (SPE) will occur [1]. Current spacecraft provide
limited protection from GCR exposure, which includes alpha particles, high energy, charge (HZE)
particles, and protons [2]. Exposure to these particles has already been shown to have deleterious
effects on animals’ central nervous system (CNS), and thus could result in impaired neurobehavioral
performances in humans, jeopardizing astronaut health and mission success [3–17]. For these reasons,
NASA’s Integrated Research Plan includes studies to determine the effects of space radiation exposure
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on numerous body systems, including the CNS, and on various cognitive domains, such as memory
and social processing.

In order to address NASA’s questions regarding the effects of space radiation on humans,
animal studies using charged particles, as opposed to electromagnetic radiation, are necessary.
Even though HZE ions comprise a small portion of the total radiation dose hypothesized for an
astronaut in deep space (~20–70 cGy), they are densely ionizing and produce distinct biological effects
when compared to sparsely ionizing and low LET radiation, such as X-rays [1,2]. While numerous
animal studies have shown that significant and long-term neurobehavioral impairments occur following
exposure to protons and HZE ions [4–17], several cognitive domains important for astronaut health
and well-being remain relatively unexplored. Social cognition is one such domain and is important
for humans working in groups, especially in the confined and isolated environment of long-duration
space flight. One of the most widely used tests to assess deficits in social cognition is the social
preference/recognition memory test, where a subject rodent must differentiate between socially relevant
objects (e.g., a live rodent and an inanimate object, two live rodents, or olfactory cues from different
rodents) [18,19]. When allowed to freely explore these stimuli, rodents typically spend a greater
percentage of time exploring novel stimuli during these tests and they also display a predictable
pattern of habituation to these stimuli. For example, normal rodents interact more with an unfamiliar
conspecific or the conspecific’s olfactory cues, as opposed to a familiar conspecific. There are several
variations of this test, with the stimuli being live rodents or objects impregnated with the odors of
conspecifics (e.g., soiled bedding, urine-soaked paper, wooden beads) [20]. We have used a variation
of this test [21,22], termed the Social Odor Recognition Memory (SORM) test, where the subjects
initially show exploration time differences between self-odors and a novel conspecific’s odor during
“Habituation”, and an additional novel conspecific’s odor on the following “Recognition Test” [23–25].
Decreased preference for the first novel odor on the latter Recognition Test, experienced during
Habituation 24-h earlier, is indicative of a social recognition memory deficit.

Our laboratory [22] and the Rosi laboratory [8] have recently shown strikingly similar deficits in
social recognition in two different versions of the social recognition test with male rats and male mice,
respectively, following 25 cGy 16O ion exposure (1000 or 600 MeV/n, respectively). More specifically,
these studies showed that 25 cGy 16O ion exposure resulted in deficits in social recognition memory
when measured at one month, four months, and six months post-exposure, suggesting a long-term
deficit in social processing following HZE exposure. While we showed no radiation-induced change in
Ki67+ staining in the subventricular zone (SVZ) at six months, Krukowski and colleagues [8] showed
a significant correlation between social recognition memory and plasma immune cell levels, which the
authors suggested as a possible biomarker of deficits in social processing. As a follow-up to these
published reports, the current study exposed male Long-Evans rats to 1 or 10 cGy 16O ion radiation
(1000 MeV/n) and then tested these rats for social odor recognition memory at both one and six months
following exposure. Subsets of rats at each time point were used to assess plasma cytokine levels and
Ki67+ staining in the SVZ.

The goals of this study were to (1) determine if these lower doses of 16O ions result in short-
and/or long-term deficits in social recognition, (2) determine if a threshold dose of 16O ions exists for
inducing social recognition deficits, (3) determine if these changes are associated with alterations in
cell proliferation in the SVZ at an earlier time point, and (4) assess changes in inflammatory cytokines
that could be used as potential biomarkers indicative of deficits in social processing.

2. Results

2.1. Habituation to the Novel 1 Odor is Unaffected by 16O Ion Exposure

During the Habituation phase of the social odor recognition memory test (SORM), rats explore
wooden beads impregnated with their own odors (i.e., familiar odors) or the odors of a novel conspecific
rat (novel 1 odor). Rats with intact social odor discrimination and processing will spend a greater
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percentage of time exploring the novel 1 odor (N1 odor) compared to the familiar odors. Sham (n = 12),
1 cGy (n = 16), and 10 cGy (n = 16) exposed rats all displayed intact social odor discrimination during
this phase, as evidenced by having spent a significantly greater amount of time exploring the N1 odor
(Figure 1, left panel) compared to all three familiar odor beads during the first trial of Habituation
(all p’s ≤ 0.002; see Table 1), when assessed at one month following radiation exposure. Rats with
intact social odor discrimination also show habituation during the three trials of this phase, which is
indicated by significantly less exploration of the N1 odor on the third trial compared to the first trial.
All groups showed habituation to the N1 odor over trials, which was illustrated by significantly
decreased exploration of the N1 odor on the third trial compared to the same N1 odor on the first trial
(all p’s ≤ 0.024; see Table 1). A similar pattern of exploration was found at six months post-exposure,
with sham (n = 10), 1 cGy (n = 13), and 10 cGy (n = 13) groups displaying significantly greater
exploration of the N1 odor bead on the first trial compared to the familiar odor beads (all p’s ≤ 0.005;
see Figure 2, left panel, and Table 2) and significantly greater exploration of the N1 odor on trial
1 compared to trial 3 (all p’s ≤ 0.024; see Table 2).Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2017, 18, x 4 of 15 

 

 

Figure 1. Mean percentage of exploration (+SD) of novel and familiar odors for sham (n = 12), 1 cGy 
(n = 16), and 10cGy (n = 16) 16O ion exposed rats on (A) Trial 1 of Habituation and (B) Trial 1 of the 
Recognition Test, one month following exposure. All rats displayed a significantly greater 
percentage of exploration of the novel 1 odor on Habituation compared to the familiar odors (* p < 
0.05). Sham and 1 cGy-exposed rats displayed significantly greater exploration of the novel 2 odor 
during the Recognition Test (* p ≤ 0.05). Each group of bars in A and B represents mean percentage of 
exploration of the four odor-impregnated wooden beads during either Habituation or the 
Recognition Test. Solid white bars: novel 1 odor. Solid gray bars: familiar odors. Hatched bars: novel 
2 odor. (C) The 10 cGy-exposed rats displayed a discrimination index significantly less than the sham 
rats (* p < 0.05); bars represent group averages and symbols represent individual animals. 
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Figure 2, middle panel). The one-way ANOVA comparing the discrimination indices at this time 
point was significant (F(2,32) = 7.624, p= 0.002) and further supported the social recognition deficits 
in both the 1 and 10 cGy-exposed rats (Figure 2, right panel). Both groups had discrimination indices 
that were significantly lower than the sham control rats (p’s ≤ 0.013). Levene’s Test for homogeneity 
of variances was not significant at one month or at six months for the ANOVAs comparing the 
discrimination indices (p = 0.267 and 0.282, respectively). 

The two-way ANOVAs for Radiation Dose X Trial for exploratory activity showed that activity 
was significantly greater on trial 1 compared to trial 3 of Habituation at the one month time point 
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Recognition Test showed significant Radiation Dose X Trial interactions for the one month time 
point (F(2,41) = 4.348, p = 0.0194) and the six month time point (F(2,33) = 4.144, p = 0.0249). At one 
month, the 1 cGy group displayed significantly lower exploratory activity compared to the sham 
controls (p = 0.0257), but not the 10 cGy group (p = 0.2746). All groups displayed decreased activity 
on trial 3 and did not differ from the sham controls (all p’s ≥ 0.822). Given that the 1 cGy group had 
intact social recognition at this early time point, this decrease in exploratory activity was unrelated 
to this group’s performance. At six months, the 10 cGy group displayed greater activity on trial 3 of 
the Recognition Test compared to both the sham controls and the 1 cGy group (all p’s ≤ 0.0139), 
which demonstrates this group’s deficit is not simply a function of less exploratory activity.  

Figure 1. Mean percentage of exploration (+SD) of novel and familiar odors for sham (n = 12),
1 cGy (n = 16), and 10cGy (n = 16) 16O ion exposed rats on (A) Trial 1 of Habituation and (B) Trial
1 of the Recognition Test, one month following exposure. All rats displayed a significantly greater
percentage of exploration of the novel 1 odor on Habituation compared to the familiar odors (* p < 0.05).
Sham and 1 cGy-exposed rats displayed significantly greater exploration of the novel 2 odor during
the Recognition Test (* p ≤ 0.05). Each group of bars in A and B represents mean percentage of
exploration of the four odor-impregnated wooden beads during either Habituation or the Recognition
Test. Solid white bars: novel 1 odor. Solid gray bars: familiar odors. Hatched bars: novel 2 odor.
(C) The 10 cGy-exposed rats displayed a discrimination index significantly less than the sham rats
(* p < 0.05); bars represent group averages and symbols represent individual animals.

Table 1. Novel 1 odor (N1) exploration during Habituation at one month post-exposure.

Group N1 Odor Trial 1 (s)
Familiar Odors

Trial 1 (s) t value p value
N1 Odor
Trial 3 (s) t value p value

Sham 14.9 ± 2.85 3.63 ± 0.38 3.959 0.002 5.12 ± 1.95 2.790 0.024
1 cGy 16.01 ± 2.8 3.65 ± 0.43 4.092 0.001 4.56 ± 1.41 4.607 <0.001

10 cGy 14.54 ± 2.85 2.88 ± 0.34 4.095 0.001 4.22 ± 2.03 4.494 0.001

Mean (±SEM) exploration time in seconds for the N1 odor on the first and third trial and the average of the three
familiar odor beads on the first trial. Sample size: n = 12–16 rats per group.



Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2019, 20, 339 4 of 15
Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2017, 18, x 5 of 15 

 

 

Figure 2. Mean percentage of exploration of novel and familiar odors for sham (n = 10), 1 cGy (n = 13), 
and 10cGy (n = 13) 16O ion exposed rats on (A) Trial 1 of Habituation and (B) Trial 1 of the 
Recognition Test at six months following exposure. All rats displayed significantly greater 
percentage of exploration of the novel 1 odor on Habituation compared to the familiar odors (* p ≤ 
0.05). Only sham control rats displayed significantly greater exploration of the novel 2 odor during 
the Recognition Test (* p ≤ 0.05). Each group of bars in A and B represents mean percentage of 
exploration of the four odor-impregnated wooden beads during either Habituation or the 
Recognition Test. Solid white bars: novel odor 1. Solid gray bars: familiar odors. Hatched bars: novel 
odor 2. (C) The 1 and 10 cGy-exposed rats displayed discrimination indices significantly less than the 
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Figure 3. Mean total seconds of exploration on Trials 1 and 3 for Habituation and the Recognition 
Test at one month (top panels; n = 12–16) and six months (bottom panels; n = 10–13) following 
exposure. No differences were found among the groups during Habituation at either time point. At 

Figure 2. Mean percentage of exploration of novel and familiar odors for sham (n = 10), 1 cGy (n = 13),
and 10cGy (n = 13) 16O ion exposed rats on (A) Trial 1 of Habituation and (B) Trial 1 of the Recognition
Test at six months following exposure. All rats displayed significantly greater percentage of exploration
of the novel 1 odor on Habituation compared to the familiar odors (* p ≤ 0.05). Only sham control rats
displayed significantly greater exploration of the novel 2 odor during the Recognition Test (* p ≤ 0.05).
Each group of bars in A and B represents mean percentage of exploration of the four odor-impregnated
wooden beads during either Habituation or the Recognition Test. Solid white bars: novel odor 1.
Solid gray bars: familiar odors. Hatched bars: novel odor 2. (C) The 1 and 10 cGy-exposed rats
displayed discrimination indices significantly less than the sham control rats (* p ≤ 0.05); bars represent
group averages and symbols represent individual animals.

Table 2. Novel 1 odor (N1) exploration during Habituation at six months post-exposure.

Group N1 Odor
Trial 1 (s)

Familiar Odors
Trial 1 (s)

t value p value N1 Odor
Trial 3 (s)

t value p value

Sham 19.40 ± 3.80 4.89 ± 0.49 3.637 0.005 4.50 ± 2.10 3.140 0.012
1 cGy 22.57 ± 3.24 5.14 ± 0.72 4.669 0.001 7.78 ± 2.07 4.175 0.001

10 cGy 23.28 ± 2.67 4.16 ± 0.52 6.463 <0.001 12.8 ± 3.28 2.581 0.024

Mean (±SEM) exploration time in seconds for the N1 odor on the first and third trial and the average of the three
familiar odor beads on the first trial. Sample size: n = 10–13 rats per group.

2.2. Social Recognition is Dose-Dependently Impaired at One Month, but Not at Six Months, Following
16O Ion Exposure

At one month following radiation exposure, both the sham- and 1 cGy-irradiated rats displayed
significantly greater percentages of time exploring the N2 bead compared to the N1 bead on Trial 1
of the Recognition Test (all p’s ≤ 0.016, Cohen’s d = 1.15 and 0.68, for sham and 1 cGy, respectively).
In contrast, the 10 cGy-irradiated animals explored the N2 and N1 beads to a similar extent (p = 0.362) at
this early time point (see Figure 1, middle panel). The one-way ANOVA evaluating the discrimination
indices at this time point was significant (F(2,40) = 3.939, p = 0.0274) and further supported the
social recognition deficit in the 10 cGy-exposed rats (Figure 1, right panel); only this group displayed
a discrimination index that was significantly lower than the sham control rats (p = 0.0194).

At six months following radiation exposure, only the sham-irradiated rats displayed a significantly
greater percentage of time exploring the N2 bead compared to the N1 bead on Trial 1 of the Recognition Test
(p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 1.679). Both irradiated groups displayed similar percentages of time exploring the N2
and N1 beads on the Recognition Test day (all p’s≥ 0.316; see Figure 2, middle panel). The one-way ANOVA
comparing the discrimination indices at this time point was significant (F(2,32) = 7.624, p = 0.002) and
further supported the social recognition deficits in both the 1 and 10 cGy-exposed rats (Figure 2, right panel).
Both groups had discrimination indices that were significantly lower than the sham control rats (p’s≤ 0.013).
Levene’s Test for homogeneity of variances was not significant at one month or at six months for the
ANOVAs comparing the discrimination indices (p = 0.267 and 0.282, respectively).

The two-way ANOVAs for Radiation Dose X Trial for exploratory activity showed that activity
was significantly greater on trial 1 compared to trial 3 of Habituation at the one month time point
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(F(1,41) = 83.02, p < 0.0001) and the six month time point (F(1,33) = 34.34, p < 0.0001), not differing
among the groups (p = 0.695 and 0.337, respectively; see Figure 3). The two-way ANOVAs for the
Recognition Test showed significant Radiation Dose X Trial interactions for the one month time point
(F(2,41) = 4.348, p = 0.0194) and the six month time point (F(2,33) = 4.144, p = 0.0249). At one month,
the 1 cGy group displayed significantly lower exploratory activity compared to the sham controls
(p = 0.0257), but not the 10 cGy group (p = 0.2746). All groups displayed decreased activity on trial 3
and did not differ from the sham controls (all p’s ≥ 0.822). Given that the 1 cGy group had intact social
recognition at this early time point, this decrease in exploratory activity was unrelated to this group’s
performance. At six months, the 10 cGy group displayed greater activity on trial 3 of the Recognition
Test compared to both the sham controls and the 1 cGy group (all p’s ≤ 0.0139), which demonstrates
this group’s deficit is not simply a function of less exploratory activity.
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Figure 3. Mean total seconds of exploration on Trials 1 and 3 for Habituation and the Recognition Test
at one month (top panels; n = 12–16) and six months (bottom panels; n = 10–13) following exposure.
No differences were found among the groups during Habituation at either time point. At one month
following exposure, 1 cGy rats had significantly less exploration on Trial 1 of the Recognition Test
compared to sham control rats (* p ≤ 0.05). At six months, the 10 cGy rats had significantly greater
exploration on Trial 3 of the Recognition Test compared to both sham controls and 1 cGy exposed rats
(* p ≤ 0.05). Bars represent group averages and symbols represent individual animals.

2.3. Ki67+ Cells in SVZ Unaffected by Radiation 16O Ion Exposure

Cell proliferation in the SVZ in rodents has been linked to performance on olfactory-based learning
and memory tests [26–28] and is negatively affected by radiation exposure [28,29]. The Radiation Dose
X Time Following Radiation Exposure ANOVA revealed a significant main-effect of Time Following
Radiation Exposure (F(1,17) = 5.9, p = 0.032, effect size: ω2 = 0.207). Collapsed across Radiation
Dose, the number of Ki67+ cells in the SVZ was significantly greater at one month compared to six
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months following exposure (841.56 ± 73.79 vs. 571.33 ± 83.25, mean and SEM for one and six months,
respectively; see Figure 4). This decrease corresponds to the different ages of the subjects when these
analyses were completed (6–7 months old compared to 12–13 months old), which is indicative of an
age-related decrease in cell proliferation in the SVZ that is unaffected by 16O ion exposure.
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Figure 4. Mean number of Ki67+ cells in the subventricular zone (SVZ) of sham (n = 2–4), 1 cGy (n = 3–5),
and 10 (n = 3–5) cGy-exposed rats. The number of Ki67+ cells was significantly greater when measured
at one month following exposure compared to six months following exposure (* p < 0.05).

2.4. Plasma KC/GRO (CXCL1) was Elevated at One Month Following 16O Ion Exposure in 1 cGy-Exposed Rats

Pro-inflammatory cytokines and chemokines in plasma have the potential to be used as peripheral
biomarkers for radiation-induced cognitive deficits in astronauts. For each cytokine that was detected
(i.e., KC/GRO, TNF-α, and IL-6), a one-way ANOVA examining Radiation Dose was completed for
each time point. KC/GRO (CXCL1) was detectable in plasma samples from sham and irradiated rats at
both time points following radiation, but significant effects of radiation exposure were only evident at
one month following exposure (see Figure 5). The one-way ANOVA for Radiation Dose was significant
(F(2,7) = 6.661, p = 0.039, effect size: ω2 = 0.586). Tukey’s multiple comparisons test showed that plasma
KC/GRO levels were significantly greater in the 1 cGy group compared to the 10 cGy group (p = 0.05);
this difference approached significance for the comparison with the sham-irradiated rats (p = 0.071).
These data suggest that KC/GRO could be an early indicator of intact social odor recognition following
radiation exposure. At both one month and six months following exposure, no differences in TNF-α
plasma levels were observed between irradiated groups and sham-irradiated animals (all p’s ≥ 0.173).
No differences were found for plasma levels of IL-6 (p = 0.244) at one month following exposure.
This cytokine was not detectable in any six-month plasma samples. Levene’s Test for homogeneity of
variances was not significant for any comparison at either time point (one month: KC/GRO: p = 0.224;
TNF-alpha: p = 0.618; IL-6: p = 0.159; six months: KC/GRO; p = 0.06; TNF-alpha: p = 0.587).
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Figure 5. Plasma cytokine levels in sham control (n = 2–4), 1 cGy (n = 3–5), and 10 cGy (n = 3–5) exposed
rats measured either one month or six months following exposure. (A) Mean plasma KC/GRO levels
(pg/ml) were significantly greater in the 1 cGy group at one month following exposure compared to the
10 cGy group (* p = 0.05) and trended towards significance compared to the sham controls (p = 0.07).
(B) Mean plasma TNF-α levels were unaffected by radiation exposure. (C) Mean plasma IL-6 levels did
not differ among the groups at one month following exposure.

3. Discussion

Acute exposure to oxygen ions (16O) at 10 cGy, but not 1 cGy, impaired social recognition memory
at one month following exposure, with all irradiated animals having impaired social recognition at
six months following exposure. Further, plasma KC/GRO (CXCL1) levels were significantly elevated
in the 1 cGy rats compared to the 10 cGy rats, which suggests that levels of this plasma cytokine
may have potential for understanding the lack of early radiation-induced social recognition deficits.
Importantly, 16O ion exposure did not affect the amount of time rats spent exploring the novel 1 odor
beads during Habituation at either time point, indicating that radiation exposure did not impair social
odor discrimination or olfactory processing. The ability of the irradiated rats to discriminate odors and
show intact olfaction is also supported by our previous work [22] and the work of Krukowski et al. [8,30].
Both studies found no change in these measures following exposure to higher doses of 16O ions in the
SORM and the Crawley three-chamber social interaction test.

When comparing the current results to previous work [8,22,30], social recognition deficits appear
to emerge over time in a dose-dependent fashion. First, 16O ion exposure (doses between 10–25 cGy)
results in early and long-term impairments in social recognition in both male rats and male mice;
this general finding across species could be indicative of the likelihood that exposure within this
dose range would be deleterious for social processing in astronauts. However, higher exposure doses
(40 cGy in mice) have not resulted in social recognition deficits [8]. Second, lower dose exposures
appear to induce variable, unpredictable, and possibly even intermittent social recognition deficits that
could reflect differences in detection and/or repair of radiation-induced damage [31–33]. For example,
we previously reported impaired social recognition at one month following 5 cGy 16O (1000 MeV/n)
ion exposure, with intact social recognition in this same group at six months following exposure.
The present report found the opposite pattern of deficits following 1 cGy 16O (1000 MeV/n) exposure.
This raises the possibility that the 1 cGy group sustained enough damage to develop impairments by
six months, but not enough early damage to impair social processing or to initiate repair pathways,
subsequently leading to late impairments in social recognition [31,34]. The increased plasma KC/GRO
in this group at the early time point supports this hypothesis and while the sample size is small,
it suggests early inflammatory changes in this group that could be indicative of intact social processing
at early time points following radiation exposure. Importantly, early changes in plasma KC/GRO
levels were not found in the 10 cGy group, which displayed impaired social recognition at this
time point. These nonlinear responses are not uncommon for the effects of HZE ions and have
been reported in several studies examining neurobehavioral function, brain vasculature, and the gut
microbiome [31,35–37]. Interestingly, the gut microbiome was found to be more sensitive to 10 and
25 cGy 16O ions, with functional and metabolic changes significantly different from sham controls
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following exposure to these lower doses, but not following exposure to 1 Gy [31]. An intriguing
hypothesis for future work is to determine if radiation-induced changes in the gut microbiome are
significantly correlated with these dose- and time-dependent deficits in social recognition. To the best
of our knowledge, the only other study examining low 16O exposure doses in social recognition tests
in rodents used a simulated GCR exposure that included 20% of the total 0.5 Gy dose from 16O ions
(~10 cGy from 16O ions, 594.4 MeV/n) and reported deficits in social recognition at 45 days following
exposure [30], which supports this hypothesis that 16O ion doses within this range (10–25 cGy) induce
predictable deficits in social recognition.

Further, this pattern of dose- and time-dependent social recognition deficits appears to be
different in female subjects, indicating a possible sex difference following radiation exposure
that needs to be further examined [8,26,38,39]. For example, female mice do not develop
radiation-induced social recognition deficits following the multi-ion GCR-like exposure described
above [30]. Further, following 5 Gy X-ray exposure, social odor recognition deficits in female mice were
estrous-cycle dependent, with female mice in metestrus/dietstrus displaying intact social recognition
that was not significantly different from female sham rats in metestrus/dietstrus or proestrus/estrus [26].
In contrast to the present study and previous reports [8,22,30], the Perez et al. [26] study investigating
X-ray exposure used opposite sex odors for novel odor stimuli and thus mating and/or reproductive
behaviors could play a role in these estrus cycle phase-dependent deficits. Nonetheless, estrus cycle
could also be an important factor in the severity or etiology of social recognition deficits following
HZE ion exposure and warrants further investigation, especially in light of the fact that crews on
long-duration missions will most likely be of mixed gender.

Similar to our previous work with 5 and 25 cGy 16O (1000 MeV/n) ion exposure, the number of
Ki67+ cells in the SVZ was equivalent in both irradiated and sham control rats when assessed at the
six month time point. Further, no radiation-induced differences were found at the earlier time point.
However, the number of Ki67+ cells decreased significantly between time points, with the older subjects
(measured at six months, approximately 12–13 months old) displaying significantly less staining than the
younger groups (measured at one month, approximately 7–8 months old). This significant age-related
change in Ki67+ cell numbers in the SVZ is in agreement with previous work describing age-related
decreases in cell proliferation and molecular markers indicative of the proliferative capacity of the SVZ in
rodents [40]. Cell proliferation in the SVZ in rodents is associated with performance on olfactory-based
learning and memory tests [26–28], with more robust olfactory memory and dishabituation responses
for volatile odorants (e.g., (+)-carvone) found in mice with greater cell proliferation in the SVZ [41].
Several studies, however, have reported no change to olfaction and/or olfactory learning and memory
after adult ablation of neurogenesis [42,43]. Interestingly, photon radiation exposure has been shown
to decrease neurogenesis in both the subgranular zone of the dentate gyrus of the hippocampus
and the SVZ in rats, with only neurogenesis in the SVZ showing long-term recovery [28,29]. It is
possible that at the time points assessed in the current study, any radiation-induced decrease in cell
proliferation had already recovered. Recovery of Ki67+ staining despite long-term neurobehavioral
deficits and decreased survival of new neurons has been shown in the dentate gyrus following
28Si exposure [39], and similar results were found following 12C [44], as well. Further, the role of
SVZ neurogenesis in social processing appears to be more robust in female rodents, with juvenile
elimination of neurogenesis resulting in deficits in conspecific social interaction (i.e., age-matched
females), pup retrieval in adulthood, and stress-related changes in social interaction [45]. More work is
needed with female rodents exposed to HZE ions to determine if radiation induces changes in cell
proliferation in the SVZ and if they are related to impairments in socially motivated tests of learning
and memory in a sex-dependent and/or estrus cycle-dependent manner [26].

Recently, Krukowski and colleagues [8] found that lower CD8+ T cells in the periphery were
significantly correlated with deficits in social recognition memory. In the present study, we found
increases in KC/GRO in the 1 cGy-exposed rats at the one month time point only. Secretion of this
cytokine is associated with angiogenesis, inflammation, and inhibition of oligodendrocyte precursors in
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the CNS, but a neuroprotective role for KC/GRO has been reported [46]. Interestingly KC/GRO
has also been shown to be upregulated following both low and high LET irradiation [47,48].
For example, following exposure to 10 cGy 56Fe ions, expression of KC/GRO was upregulated in human
thyroid epithelial cells; however, it is unclear how these cellular responses relate to neurobehavioral
performances assessed in rodents. It is possible that elevated plasma levels of KC/GRO are associated
with a lack of early radiation-induced social processing deficits, since this cytokine was only elevated
in the 1 cGy group (i.e., the irradiated group showing no early deficits). While these data suggest
a possible role of KC/GRO in early responses to radiation, the sample size in the current study was small
and more work is needed to confirm these findings in larger cohorts. Further, exactly why this cytokine
was elevated in only the 1 cGy group and not the 10 cGy group is unknown, but this finding does
mimic the previous study in mice where only the 25 cGy-exposed subjects (and not the 40 cGy-exposed
subjects) displayed significant decreases in CD8+ cells and social behavior deficits [8]. These results
could be related to the previously described nonlinear responses following low dose radiation exposure,
which could also explain some of the variability in the cytokine levels at the six month time point,
including plasma KC/GRO levels. Given the complexities of pro- and anti-inflammatory signaling after
radiation, these results demonstrate that more work is needed to understand if peripheral cytokines
are reliable biomarkers for neurobehavioral deficits and what mechanism(s) mediate these effects.

Rodents are social animals that often live in groups and engage in reciprocal interactions with
conspecifics [49]. However, social interactions that result in subordination are stressful for rodents [50].
In the present study, subjects were single housed and it is possible that single housing a social species
could result in deleterious effects on the brain and behavior [50]. While solitary housing has been
shown to induce behavioral changes in rodents, it is unlikely these effects are occurring in the present
study for several reasons. First, all subjects in the present study have access to enrichment toys and
nesting material (described in the Methods) throughout the entire experiment. Access to these items
is often part of an enriched environment and has been shown to have positive effects on behavioral,
cellular, and molecular endpoints in rodents. Second, the sham control animals in the present study
display intact social recognition memory at both time points tested and they are housed under the
exact same conditions and live in the same vivarium as the irradiated groups. Finally, the fact
that radiation-induced deficits varied with dose and time suggests that the design of the current
experiment was sensitive enough to identify the effects of radiation on social recognition in our singly
housed animals.

Overall, there seems to be a specific window in which the dose of 16O ion exposure that causes
long-term, persistent social recognition deficits. Our results suggest that plasma cytokines, like KC/GRO,
have the potential to be used as biomarkers of social behavior following 16O ion exposure. These results
have important implications for long duration missions and demonstrate that behaviors related to
social processing could be negatively affected by HZE ion exposure.

4. Methods

4.1. Subjects and Apparatus

Male Long-Evans rats (n = 44, Envigo, East Millstone, NJ, USA) were received in the laboratory at
10–12 weeks of age and irradiated at approximately 5–6 months of age. Rats were singly housed in
individual plastic cages and maintained on a 12:12 h reversed light-dark schedule (lights on at 1800-h)
and at an ambient temperature of 23 ◦C for the duration of the experiment. Rats were maintained
at 90% of their free-feeding weights by being fed measured amounts of chow each day after they
performed another behavioral test daily (not reported here). No other testing was conducted on the
three days of the SORM test at each time point. Rats were tested and fed during the active phase of
their cycle (i.e., during the lights off period). Water was freely available in the home cage. All rats
had continuous access to enrichment toys (wooden blocks, Chewy Nylabones, and polycarbonate
tunnels; BioServ, Flemington, NJ, USA) when they arrived in the laboratory and for the duration of
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the experiment. All behavioral testing was performed in the dark phase between 0900–1300 under
red light conditions. Laboratory animal care was conducted according to Public Health Service (PHS)
Policy on the Humane Care and Use of Laboratory Animals, and the Institutional Animal Care and Use
Committee of the Johns Hopkins University (RA17M78) approved all procedures on 23 March 2017.
Johns Hopkins also maintains accreditation of their program by the Association for the Assessment
and Accreditation of Laboratory Animal Care (AAALAC).

4.2. Radiation Procedures

When rats were approximately 5–6 months old, they were exported to Brookhaven National
Laboratory (BNL) seven days prior to the scheduled exposure day. All animals were exposed to whole
body radiation on the same day and then returned to Johns Hopkins for follow-up testing 10 days
post-irradiation. During exposures, rats were placed in individual plastic holders, and then acutely
exposed to 16O ions (1000 MeV/n) generated at the NASA Space Radiation Laboratory (NSRL) facility
at BNL. 16O ions of this energy have a mean range in water of approximately 81 cm with an average
linear energy transfer (LET) of 14 keV/µm. Target exposure levels were 1 and 10 cGy (n = 16 rats/dose);
actual delivered doses varied by no more than 0.1 cGy relative to each target dose. Dose rates were
1.78–4.09 cGy/min. The control group (n = 13 rats) was sham irradiated (i.e., shipped to BNL, placed in
the plastic holder, but not brought into the beam line).

4.3. Social Odor Recognition Memory Test (SORM)

The SORM test consisted of three phases: Familiarization, Habituation, and the Recognition Test,
each separated by 24 h, and were conducted in a manner identical to our previous report [22]. All trials
were video recorded under red light using an infrared night vision digital video camera (Hausbell
302S FHD Camcorder, Rosemead, CA, USA) and scored offline with The Observer XT software
(Noldus, Leesburg, VA, USA) by experimenters blinded to the odor-impregnated bead (see below)
and rat irradiation conditions. Beads and rats were number coded for behavioral scoring of video.
The three-day testing period occurred at one and six months following exposure. Different novel social
odors from conspecifics housed in a different vivarium were used for each test period. The phases below
started seven days after the last cage cleaning to provide for distinctive conspecific odor cues [22,23].

4.4. Familiarization

During Familiarization, eight 2.5-cm round, unfinished wooden beads (CraftParts Direct) were
introduced into each rat’s home cage to acquire the odor of the rats and serve as familiar odors
(beads F1, F2, and F3) for the subsequent phases. Wooden beads were also placed into the cages of
separate “odor donor” rats to provide novel 1 (N1) and novel 2 (N2) bead odors for the subsequent
test phases.

4.5. Habituation

At 24 h, after Familiarization and 1 h before testing, all wooden beads were removed from the
rats’ cages and placed in individual plastic bags with bedding from each rat. For testing, three familiar
odor beads and one novel 1 odor bead (N1) were introduced into each rat’s home cage. The order of
the four beads was randomly altered for each rat. Beads were placed in a row in the center of each rat’s
cage. Rats were exposed to the four beads for three 1 min trials separated by 1 min inter-trial intervals
(during which time the beads were removed from the cage). During each 1 min trial, rats were allowed
to freely explore the beads. Upon initial contact with any of the four beads, a 1 min timer was started
and the rats’ behavior was video-recorded for subsequent analysis. A trial was scored as incomplete if
rats failed to make contact with a bead after two minutes. All beads from this phase were discarded
after use.
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4.6. Recognition Test

In a manner similar to Habituation, rats were presented with four beads 24-h later: two familiar
odor beads, one novel odor 1 (N1) bead (the odor experienced during the habituation phase 24 h
earlier) and one novel odor 2 (N2) bead (an unfamiliar, novel odor not experienced previously),
with the order of the four beads randomly altered for each rat identical to the methods described above
for Habituation.

4.7. Immunohistochemistry

One week after the one-month or six-month memory test, rats (n = 2–5/group) were euthanized by
decapitation and brains removed. The left hemispheres were immersed in 30% sucrose for 3 h at 4 ◦C,
after which they were embedded in TissueTek and snap frozen in liquid nitrogen and stored at –80
◦C until processed. Sections (20 µm) of the subventricular zone (SVZ) from 0.5–1.4-mm bregma were
collected for the sham-, 1 and 10 cGy-irradiated groups at both time points. Sections were thaw-mounted
onto APS-coated slides and fixed with 0.5% paraformaldehyde for 5 min. Sections were then washed
with PBS (3 × 5 min) and incubated overnight with the primary antibody, anti-Ki67 (1:300, ab15580;
Abcam, Cambridge, MA, USA) at 4◦C with gentle agitation in a humidity chamber. Sections were
washed with PBS (3 × 5 min) and incubated for 1 h with the secondary antibody, goat anti-rabbit IgG H
and L (Alexa Fluor 488), at 1:600 (ab150077; Abcam). A final wash with PBS (3 × 5 min) was completed
and then slides were coverslipped with Vectashield with DAPI (Vector Laboratories, Burlingame, CA,
USA). Five slices, separated by 100 µm per slice, were processed per animal. Cell counts from the
five slices were summed for each animal to compute a group average. Slides were viewed using an
Olympus BX61 with Roper/Photometrics Coolsnap HQ (Roper Technologies, Tucson, AZ, USA) in
the Johns Hopkins University School of Medicine Institute for Basic Biomedical Sciences Microscope
Facility. Observers blinded to each rat’s radiation condition counted Ki67+ cells using SlideBook
Reader (v6.0.4, Intelligent Imaging Innovations, Inc., Denver, CO, USA).

4.8. Rat V-Plex Proinflammatory Cytokine Panel

Cytokine assays were completed using the Meso Scale Diagnostics (MSD) V-Plex Proinflammatory
Panel 2 Rat Kit (Cat. No. K15059D, MSD, Rockville, MD, USA), which allows for the simultaneous
measurement of IFN-γ, IL-10, IL-13, IL-1β, IL-4, IL-5, IL-6, KC/GRO, TNF-α. Following euthanasia
at the time points described above, trunk blood was collected into EDTA-coated microcentrifuge
tubes. The samples were centrifuged at 3000 rpm for 15 minutes. The supernatant (plasma) was then
pipetted off into smaller aliquots, snap frozen in liquid nitrogen, and stored at –80 ◦C until processed.
For processing, plasma aliquots were thawed and each sample was run in duplicate. 150ul of Blocker
H was added to each well on the 96-well plate and incubated at room temperature for 1 h with gentle
shaking. The plate was then washed three times with PBS with Tween-20 (0.5%; PBS-T) wash buffer.
Next, 50ul of each sample (diluted in Diluent 42) or calibrator were added to each well, and again
incubated at room temperature for 2 h with gentle shaking. The plate was then washed three times
with PBS-T wash buffer. 25ul of detection antibody solution was added to each well. The plate was
then incubated at room temperature for 2 h with gentle shaking. Finally, the plate was washed three
times with PBS-T wash buffer. 150ul of MSD Read Buffer T was added to each well, and the plate was
read immediately by the Sector Imager (MSD, Rockville, MD, USA).

4.9. Data Analysis

Time spent exploring [e.g., sniffing, whisking near (within 1 cm), manipulating beads with paws
and/or mouth, licking beads] each wooden bead (familiar beads, N1 and N2) was measured in seconds
for each 1 min trial for both the habituation and recognition test phases at one month and six months
following irradiation. Total raw seconds of exploring for each bead were summed separately for each
trial of the habituation and recognition test phases at each time point for each bead type for each rat.
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Percentage time was calculated for each bead: time exploring bead/total time exploring all beads,
e.g., N1/(N1 + F1 + F2 + F3), identical to our previous work with 16O ions [22]. For Habituation,
the first 1 min trial for each post-irradiation time point was used to determine preference for the N1
odors during this phase; greater exploration of the N1 odor compared to the familiar odors on this
trial supported the salience of the novel odor stimulus and the statistical significance of this effect
was assessed with within-subject t-tests. A significant reduction in exploration time between the
N1 odor on the first 1 min trial and the last (third) 1 min trial during Habituation, supported the
fact that rats displayed habituation to the N1 odors, which was also assessed with a within-subject
t-test. For the Recognition Test, the first 1 min trial for each post-irradiation time point was used to
determine 24-h recognition memory for the N1 odor from the previous day. Memory for the N1 odor
was demonstrated by significantly greater time spent exploring the N2 odor, compared to the N1 odor,
on the first trial of the Recognition Test. Statistical significance was assessed with a within-subjects
t-test for each group. Effect sizes were also determined using Cohen’s d. To compare the different
groups at each time point on the Recognition Test, a discrimination index (DI) was also calculated
using total exploration time summed for the three trials separately for the N2, N1 and familiar beads
as follows: DI = [(N2 – N1)/(N2 + N1 + F1 + F2)] × 100. Discrimination index values greater than zero
demonstrate preference for the N2 odor bead, whereas values less than zero show preference for the
N1 odor bead. In addition, DI values equal to zero demonstrate that the N1 and N2 odor beads were
explored to a similar degree. A one-way ANOVA followed by Dunnett’s multiple comparisons test
was used to compare the discrimination index of the sham-irradiated rats with the 1 or 10 cGy groups
at each time point. Total exploration activity on Trials 1 and Trials 3 of Habituation and the Recognition
Test at each time point were calculated separately for each animal and presented as a group mean for
each trial each time point. Separate two-way ANOVAs (Radiation Dose X Trial) followed by Tukey’s
multiple comparisons tests were used to compare total activity among the groups on each trial at each
time point. Alpha was set to 0.05 for all ANOVAs and post-hoc tests.

For Ki67+ staining, mean cell counts for each group were compared using a two-way ANOVA
(Radiation Dose X Time Following Radiation Exposure). For each detectable cytokine, a Radiation Dose
X Time Following Radiation Exposure two-way ANOVA was used to determine significant changes in
plasma cytokine levels between the exposure groups and time points. Significant interactions were
followed by Tukey’s multiple comparisons test. Effect sizes were also calculated for each ANOVA
(omega squared) and each group comparison (Hedge’s g for small sample sizes). For all tests, alpha was
set to 0.05. Homogeneity of variances was assessed with the Levene’s Test. All statistical analyses
were completed with GraphPad Prism version 6.0e (GraphPad Software LaJolla, CA, USA) or SPSS
version 24 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA).

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, R.D.H. and C.M.D.; Data curation, C.M.D.; Formal analysis, C.M.D.;
Funding acquisition, R.D.H. and C.M.D.; Investigation, C.B.J., A.M., L.G. and B.J.; Project administration, C.M.D.;
Supervision, C.M.D.; Writing – original draft, C.B.J., R.D.H. and C.M.D.; Writing – review & editing, C.B.J., R.D.H.
and C.M.D.

Funding: This research was funded by the National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA), grant numbers
NNX15AC71G and 80NSSC18K1080.

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to thank Dr. Peter Guida and Dr. Adam Rusek, the physics staff,
and the Animal Facility Staff at Brookhaven National Laboratory for assistance with radiation exposures and
animal care at the NASA Space Radiation Laboratory.

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

References

1. Zeitlin, C.; Hassler, D.M.; Cucinotta, F.A.; Ehresmann, B.; Wimmer-Schweingruber, R.F.; Brinza, D.E.; Kang, S.;
Weigle, G.; Böttcher, S.; Böhm, E.; et al. Measurements of energetic particle radiation in transit to Mars on the
Mars Science Laboratory. Science 2013, 340, 1080–1084. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1235989
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23723233


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2019, 20, 339 13 of 15

2. Walker, S.A.; Townsend, L.W.; Norbury, J.W. Heavy ion contributions to organ dose equivalent for the 1977
galactic cosmic ray spectrum. Adv. Space Res. 2013, 51, 1792–1799. [CrossRef]

3. Cucinotta, F.A.; Alp, M.; Sulzman, F.M.; Wang, M. Space radiation risks to the central nervous system. Life Sci.
Space Res. 2014, 2, 54–69. [CrossRef]

4. Parihar, V.K.; Allen, B.; Tran, K.K.; Macaraeg, T.G.; Chu, E.M.; Kwok, S.F.; Chmielewski, N.N.; Craver, B.M.;
Baulch, J.E.; Acharya, M.M.; et al. What happens to your brain on the way to Mars. Sci. Adv. 2015, 1, e1400256.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Parihar, V.K.; Allen, B.D.; Caressi, C.; Kwok, S.; Chu, E.; Tran, K.K.; Chmielewski, N.N.; Giedzinski, E.;
Acharya, M.M.; Britten, R.A.; et al. Cosmic radiation exposure and persistent cognitive dysfunction. Sci. Rep.
2016, 6, 34774. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Impey, S.; Jopson, T.; Pelz, C.; Tafessu, A.; Fareh, F.; Zuloaga, D.; Marzulla, T.; Riparip, L.K.; Stewart, B.;
Rosi, S.; et al. Short- and long-term effects of 56Fe irradiation on cognition and hippocampal DNA methylation
and gene expression. BMC Genom. 2016, 17, 825. [CrossRef]

7. Krukowski, K.; Feng, X.; Paladini, M.S.; Chou, A.; Sacramento, K.; Grue, K.; Riparip, L.K.; Jones, T.;
Campbell-Beachler, M.; Nelson, G.; et al. Temporary microglia-depletion after cosmic radiation modifies
phagocytic activity and prevents cognitive deficits. Sci. Rep. 2018, 8, 7857. [CrossRef]

8. Krukowski, K.; Jones, T.; Campbell-Beachler, M.; Nelson, G.; Rosi, S. Peripheral T Cells as a Biomarker for
Oxygen-Ion-Radiation-Induced Social Impairments. Radiat. Res. 2018, 190, 186–193. [CrossRef]

9. Britten, R.A.; Davis, L.K.; Johnson, A.M.; Keeney, S.; Siegel, A.; Sanford, L.D.; Singletary, S.J.; Lonart, G.
Low (20 cGy) doses of 1 GeV/u (56)Fe–particle radiation lead to a persistent reduction in the spatial learning
ability of rats. Radiat. Res. 2012, 177, 146–151. [CrossRef]

10. Britten, R.A.; Jewell, J.S.; Davis, L.K.; Miller, V.D.; Hadley, M.M.; Semmes, O.J.; Lonart, G.; Dutta, S.M.
Changes in the Hippocampal Proteome Associated with Spatial Memory Impairment after Exposure to Low
(20 cGy) Doses of 1 GeV/n (56)Fe Radiation. Radiat. Res. 2017, 187, 287–297. [CrossRef]

11. Britten, R.A.; Jewell, J.S.; Miller, V.D.; Davis, L.K.; Hadley, M.M.; Wyrobek, A.J. Impaired Spatial Memory
Performance in Adult Wistar Rats Exposed to Low (5-20 cGy) Doses of 1 GeV/n (56)Fe Particles. Radiat. Res.
2016, 185, 332–337. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Britten, R.A.; Miller, V.D.; Hadley, M.M.; Jewell, J.S.; Macadat, E. Performance in hippocampus- and
PFC-dependent cognitive domains are not concomitantly impaired in rats exposed to 20cGy of 1GeV/n (56)Fe
particles. Life Sci. Space Res. 2016, 10, 17–22. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Britten, R.A.; Wellman, L.; Sanford, L.D. Hadron-induced impairment of executive function: The exacerbating
impact of sleep deprivation. In Proceedings of the 2017 NASA Human Research Program Investigators’
Workshop, Galveston, TX, USA, 23 January 2017.

14. Limoli, C.; Parihar, V.K.; Baulch, J.E.; Acharya, M.M.; Vlkolinsky, R.; Nelson, G.; Britten, R.A.; Soltesz, I.
Neurocognitive complications associated with exposure to cosmic radiation. In Proceedings of the NASA
Human Research Program Investigators’ Workshop, Galveston, TX, USA, 23–26 January 2018.

15. Poulose, S.M.; Bielinski, D.F.; Carrihill-Knoll, K.; Rabin, B.M.; Shukitt-Hale, B. Exposure to 16O-particle
radiation causes aging-like decrements in rats through increased oxidative stress, inflammation and loss of
autophagy. Radiat. Res. 2011, 176, 761–769. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Rabin, B.M.; Poulose, S.M.; Carrihill-Knoll, K.L.; Ramirez, F.; Bielinski, D.F.; Heroux, N.; Shukitt-Hale, B. Acute Effects
of Exposure to (56)Fe and (16)O Particles on Learning and Memory. Radiat. Res. 2015, 184, 143–150. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

17. Davis, C.M.; Decicco-Skinner, K.L.; Roma, P.G.; Hienz, R.D. Individual Differences in Attentional Deficits
and Dopaminergic Protein Levels following Exposure to Proton Radiation. Radiat. Res. 2014, 181, 258–271.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Ferguson, J.N.; Young, L.J.; Insel, T.R. The neuroendocrine basis of social recognition. Front. Neuroendocrinol.
2002, 23, 200–224. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Bicks, L.K.; Koike, H.; Akbarian, S.; Morishita, H. Prefrontal Cortex and Social Cognition in Mouse and Man.
Front. Psychol. 2015, 6, 1805. [CrossRef]

20. Millan, M.J.; Bales, K.L. Towards improved animal models for evaluating social cognition and its disruption
in schizophrenia: The CNTRICS initiative. Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 2013, 37 Pt B, 2166–2180. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asr.2012.12.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.lssr.2014.06.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1400256
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26180843
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep34774
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27721383
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12864-016-3110-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-26039-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1667/RR15046.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1667/RR2637.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1667/RR14067.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1667/RR14120.1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26943453
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.lssr.2016.06.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27662783
http://dx.doi.org/10.1667/RR2605.1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21962006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1667/RR13935.1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26207687
http://dx.doi.org/10.1667/RR13359.1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24611657
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/frne.2002.0229
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11950245
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2015.01805
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2013.09.012


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2019, 20, 339 14 of 15

21. Davis, C.M.; Roma, P.G.; Armour, E.; Gooden, V.L.; Brady, J.V.; Weed, M.R.; Hienz, R.D. Effects of X-ray
radiation on complex visual discrimination learning and social recognition memory in rats. PLoS ONE
2014, 9, e104393. [CrossRef]

22. Mange, A.; Cao, Y.; Zhang, S.; Hienz, R.D.; Davis, C.M. Whole-body Oxygen (16O) Ion Exposure-Induced
Impairments in Social Odor Recognition Memory in Rats are Dose and Time Dependent. Radiat. Res.
2018, 189, 292–299. [CrossRef]

23. Spinetta, M.J.; Woodlee, M.T.; Feinberg, L.M.; Stroud, C.; Schallert, K.; Cormack, L.K.; Schallert, T.
Alcohol-induced retrograde memory impairment in rats: Prevention by caffeine. Psychopharmacology
2008, 201, 361–371. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Feinberg, L.M.; Allen, T.A.; Ly, D.; Fortin, N.J. Recognition memory for social and non-social odors:
Differential effects of neurotoxic lesions to the hippocampus and perirhinal cortex. Neurobiol. Learn. Memory
2012, 97, 7–16. [CrossRef]

25. O’Dell, S.J.; Feinberg, L.M.; Marshall, J.F. A neurotoxic regimen of methamphetamine impairs novelty
recognition as measured by a social odor-based task. Behav. Brain Res. 2011, 216, 396–401. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

26. Perez, E.C.; Rodgers, S.P.; Inoue, T.; Pedersen, S.E.; Leasure, J.L.; Gaber, M.W. Olfactory Memory Impairment
Differs by Sex in a Rodent Model of Pediatric Radiotherapy. Front. Behav. Neurosci. 2018, 12, 158. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

27. Gil-Perotin, S.; Haines, J.D.; Kaur, J.; Marin-Husstege, M.; Spinetta, M.J.; Kim, K.H.; Duran-Moreno, M.;
Schallert, T.; Zindy, F.; Roussel, M.F.; et al. Roles of p53 and p27(Kip1) in the regulation of neurogenesis in
the murine adult subventricular zone. Eur. J. Neurosci. 2011, 34, 1040–1052. [CrossRef]

28. Hellstrom, N.A.; Bjork-Eriksson, T.; Blomgren, K.; Kuhn, H.G. Differential recovery of neural stem cells in
the subventricular zone and dentate gyrus after ionizing radiation. Stem Cells 2009, 27, 634–641. [CrossRef]

29. Lazarini, F.; Gabellec, M.M.; Moigneu, C.; de Chaumont, F.; Olivo-Marin, J.C.; Lledo, P.M. Adult neurogenesis
restores dopaminergic neuronal loss in the olfactory bulb. J. Neurosci. 2014, 34, 14430–14442. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

30. Krukowski, K.; Grue, K.; Frias, E.S.; Pietrykowski, J.; Jones, T.; Nelson, G.; Rosi, S. Female mice are protected
from space radiation-induced maladaptive responses. Brain Behav. Immun. 2018, 74, 106–120. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

31. Casero, D.; Gill, K.; Sridharan, V.; Koturbash, I.; Nelson, G.; Hauer-Jensen, M.; Boerma, M.; Braun, J.;
Cheema, A.K. Space-type radiation induces multimodal responses in the mouse gut microbiome
and metabolome. Microbiome 2017, 5, 105. [CrossRef]

32. Marples, B.; Joiner, M.C. The response of Chinese hamster V79 cells to low radiation doses: Evidence of
enhanced sensitivity of the whole cell population. Radiat. Res. 1993, 133, 41–51. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Marples, B.; Collis, S.J. Low-dose hyper-radiosensitivity: Past, present, and future. Int. J. Radiat. Oncol.
Biol. Phys. 2008, 70, 1310–1318. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Suman, S.; Rodriguez, O.C.; Winters, T.A.; Fornace, A.J., Jr.; Albanese, C.; Datta, K. Therapeutic and space
radiation exposure of mouse brain causes impaired DNA repair response and premature senescence by
chronic oxidant production. Aging 2013, 5, 607–622. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Raber, J.; Allen, A.R.; Sharma, S.; Allen, B.; Rosi, S.; Olsen, R.H.; Davis, M.J.; Eiwaz, M.; Fike, J.R.; Nelson, G.A. Effects
of Proton and Combined Proton and (56)Fe Radiation on the Hippocampus. Radiat. Res. 2016, 185, 20–30. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

36. Raber, J.; Rudobeck, E.; Campbell-Beachler, M.; Allen, A.R.; Allen, B.; Rosi, S.; Nelson, G.A.; Ramachandran, S.;
Turner, J.; Fike, J.R.; et al. (28)Silicon radiation-induced enhancement of synaptic plasticity in the hippocampus
of naive and cognitively tested mice. Radiat. Res. 2014, 181, 362–368. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

37. Mao, X.W.; Favre, C.J.; Fike, J.R.; Kubinova, L.; Anderson, E.; Campbell-Beachler, M.; Jones, T.; Smith, A.;
Rightnar, S.; Nelson, G.A. High-LET radiation-induced response of microvessels in the Hippocampus.
Radiat. Res. 2010, 173, 486–493. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

38. Kiffer, F.; Alexander, T.; Anderson, J.; Groves, T.; Wang, J.; Sridharan, V.; Boerma, M.; Allen, A. Late effects
of 16O irradiation on social and cognitive behavior in female mice. In Proceedings of the NASA Human
Research Program Investigators’ Workshop, Galveston, TX, USA, 23–26 January 2018.

39. Whoolery, C.W.; Walker, A.K.; Richardson, D.R.; Lucero, M.J.; Reynolds, R.P.; Beddow, D.H.; Clark, K.L.;
Shih, H.Y.; LeBlanc, J.A.; Cole, M.G.; et al. Whole-Body Exposure to 28Si-Radiation Dose-Dependently

http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0104393
http://dx.doi.org/10.1667/RR14849.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00213-008-1294-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18758756
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nlm.2011.08.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2010.08.022
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20797410
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2018.00158
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30116180
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-9568.2011.07836.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1634/stemcells.2008-0732
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5366-13.2014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25339754
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbi.2018.08.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30107198
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s40168-017-0325-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/3578255
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8434112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrobp.2007.11.071
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18374221
http://dx.doi.org/10.18632/aging.100587
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23928451
http://dx.doi.org/10.1667/RR14222.1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26720797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1667/RR13347.1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24673255
http://dx.doi.org/10.1667/RR1728.1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20334521


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2019, 20, 339 15 of 15

Disrupts Dentate Gyrus Neurogenesis and Proliferation in the Short Term and New Neuron Survival and
Contextual Fear Conditioning in the Long Term. Radiat. Res. 2017, 188, 612–631. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

40. Bordiuk, O.L.; Smith, K.; Morin, P.J.; Semenov, M.V. Cell proliferation and neurogenesis in adult mouse brain.
PLoS ONE 2014, 9, e111453. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

41. Mastrodonato, A.; Barbati, S.A.; Leone, L.; Colussi, C.; Gironi, K.; Rinaudo, M.; Piacentini, R.; Denny, C.A.;
Grassi, C. Olfactory memory is enhanced in mice exposed to extremely low-frequency electromagnetic
fields via Wnt/β-catenin dependent modulation of subventricular zone neurogenesis. Sci. Rep. 2018, 8, 262.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

42. Lazarini, F.; Mouthon, M.A.; Gheusi, G.; de Chaumont, F.; Olivo-Marin, J.C.; Lamarque, S.; Abrous, D.N.;
Boussin, F.D.; Lledo, P.M. Cellular and behavioral effects of cranial irradiation of the subventricular zone in
adult mice. PLoS ONE 2009, 4, e7017. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Siopi, E.; Denizet, M.; Gabellec, M.M.; de Chaumont, F.; Olivo-Marin, J.C.; Guilloux, J.P.; Lledo, P.M.;
Lazarini, F. Anxiety- and Depression-Like States Lead to Pronounced Olfactory Deficits and Impaired Adult
Neurogenesis in Mice. J. Neurosci. 2016, 36, 518–531. [CrossRef]

44. Zanni, G.; Deutsch, H.; Rivera, P.; Shih, H.-Y.; LeBlanc, J.; Amaral, W.; Lucero, M.; Redfield, R.; DeSalle, M.;
Chen, B.; et al. Whole-Body 12C Irradiation Transiently Decreases Mouse Hippocampal Dentate Gyrus
Proliferation and Immature Neuron Number, but Does Not Change New Neuron Survival Rate. Int. J.
Mol. Sci. 2018, 19, 3078. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Wei, L.; Meaney, M.J.; Duman, R.S.; Kaffman, A. Affiliative Behavior Requires Juvenile, But Not Adult
Neurogenesis. J. Neurosci. 2011, 31, 14335–14345. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

46. Omari, K.M.; Lutz, S.E.; Santambrogio, L.; Lira, S.A.; Raine, C.S. Neuroprotection and remyelination after
autoimmune demyelination in mice that inducibly overexpress CXCL1. Am. J. Pathol. 2009, 174, 164–176.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

47. Kalm, M.; Fukuda, A.; Fukuda, H.; Ohrfelt, A.; Lannering, B.; Bjork-Eriksson, T.; Blennow, K.; Marky, I.;
Blomgren, K. Transient inflammation in neurogenic regions after irradiation of the developing brain.
Radiat. Res. 2009, 171, 66–76. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

48. Sanzari, J.K.; Nuth, M.; Kennedy, A.R. Induction of cytokine gene expression in human thyroid epithelial
cells irradiated with HZE particles (iron ions). Radiat. Res. 2009, 172, 437–443. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

49. Ko, J. Neuroanatomical substrates of rodent social behavior: The medial prefrontal xrtex an its projection
patterns. Front Neural Circuits 2017, 11, 41. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

50. Beery, A.K.; Kaufer, D. Stress, social behavior, and resilience: Insights from rodents. Neurobiol. Stress 2015, 1, 116–127.
[CrossRef]

© 2019 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/10.1667/RR14797.1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28945526
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0111453
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25375658
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-18676-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29321633
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0007017
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19753118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2817-15.2016
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijms19103078
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30304778
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1333-11.2011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21976519
http://dx.doi.org/10.2353/ajpath.2009.080350
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19095949
http://dx.doi.org/10.1667/RR1269.1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19138045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1667/RR1363.1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19772464
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fncir.2017.00041
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28659766
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ynstr.2014.10.004
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Habituation to the Novel 1 Odor is Unaffected by 16O Ion Exposure 
	Social Recognition is Dose-Dependently Impaired at One Month, but Not at Six Months, Following 16O Ion Exposure 
	Ki67+ Cells in SVZ Unaffected by Radiation 16O Ion Exposure 
	Plasma KC/GRO (CXCL1) was Elevated at One Month Following 16O Ion Exposure in 1 cGy-Exposed Rats 

	Discussion 
	Methods 
	Subjects and Apparatus 
	Radiation Procedures 
	Social Odor Recognition Memory Test (SORM) 
	Familiarization 
	Habituation 
	Recognition Test 
	Immunohistochemistry 
	Rat V-Plex Proinflammatory Cytokine Panel 
	Data Analysis 

	References

